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FRS ESSION',T, SIXTH PARL-UITAMEN>-T.-50-51 VIC.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAT, 30th May, 1887.

The SPEAKiR took the Chair at Three o'oclock.

PiurmRs.

QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. BERGIN Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I desire to call attention to the omission from the division
list on disallowance of railway charters in Manitoba of the
hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Purcell), who voted
against the motion of the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson).

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Before the Orders of the Day
are called, 1 should like to say-

Some hon. MEMBERS. The hon. member for Glengarry.

Mr. BERGIN. The hon. member for Glengarry desired
me to bring this matter before the House, and he can explain
it himself.

Some hon. MEMBERS. The hon. member for Glengarry.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. member does not wish to
explain, I do not see how I can press him to do so.

Mr. MILLS. I should like to ask the First Minister when
we May expect the papers in reply to the motion adopted
by this House relating to the resignation of the ligh Com-
missioner, relating to the appointment of his successor, and
to the object of the late High Commissiouer's visit to this
country, the time when the residence in London belonging
to the country was closed, and who has since occupied it?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I promised the hon. gen.
tleman that the information would be brought down at
once. I am rather surprised it has not been brought down.
I will enquire into it. In regard to the subject brought up
by the hon. member for Stormodt (Mr. Bergin), the hon.
member for Stormont bas stated that lie was instructed by
the hon. member for Glengarry to bring up this point, to
state the fact that he had voted against the moton of the
hon. member for Marquette, and we should like to know
whether that was the fact or not.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The Minutes will tell.
Mr. MILLS. I have information from the west, and I

should like to know whether there is any foundation for it
or not. I understand the Government have communicated
with the revising officers throughout the country, telling
thém that they are not to act on the law and discharge
those duties which the law has imposed on them; and I
should like to know whether' the Government have made
such a communication to the revising officers, and, if se,
upon what authority it has been dose ? I believe, it was
customary in the time of Charles 1, to exercise a dispensing
power.

Some hon. EMBERS. Order, order,

Mr. MILLS. I am putting a question.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is more than a question.

Mr. MILLS. That was the position in those days; and I
should lixe to know whether the Government are about to
act in like manner now.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has oertainly a
right to ask a question, but there is another rule which
says that questions must not be accompanied by commenta.

Mr. MACKENZIE. This is a matter of privilege.

Mr. SPEAKER. As a matter of decorum, the ordinary
rule should be followed in this case as well as in other
cases.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker-

Some hon. ME MBERS. Order, order.

Mr. MILLS. I have no intention whatever of dissenting
from your ruling, Mr. Speaker. I know, however, that the
English practice is-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. MILLS. I am simply stating a fact: that the Eng-
lish practice is for a member to make his question intelli-
gible. I am not dissenting-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.

Mr. MILLS-from the Speaker's raling.

Some hon. MEM BERS. Chair, chair.

Mr. MILLS. I have put a question, and I want an an.
swer te it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will give two days notice, we will answer it.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is the only way to
treat the hon. gentleman.

Mr. MILLS. Then, I give the hon. gentleman notite
now.

Mr. S0ARTH. I rise for the purpose of making a per-
sonal explanation. The following is part of the Toronto
Globe's report of the speech of the hon. member for Mar-
quette (Mr. Watson), on the question of disallowance:-

"For instance, the member for Winnipe stated to the people that if
elected he weuld use hie influence with the Government to have the
disallowance policy topped."

Mr. SCArTH denied that he had used such an expression."

Now, I dfd not deny that statement. The hon. member for
Marquette (àIr. Watson) statel that I said oa a platfora
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in Winnipeg that I had a telegram from Sir John A. Mac
donald saying that he would do away with the policy of dis
allowance, and that is what I denied. I came here pledged
to do everything I could against disallowance; I votec
against it, as the Bouse knows-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh !
Mr-. SCARTH. I am not at all afraid of the laughter o:

hon. gentlemen. I know what I pledged myself to do; 1
came here pledged to do all I could against disallowance ; I
voted against it, as hon. gentlemen know; I saw every
memberr of the Ministry privately, and endeavored to gel
them to do away with it --

Some bon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. SCARTH. And every hon. gentleman on this sidE

knows that.
Mr. PURCELL. I want to make one remark. On Fri.

day morning I voted for disallowance, but the gentleman
there did not record my name right.

Mr. WATSON. I would just say, with reference to the
explanation made by the hon. member for Winnipeg (Kr.
Soarth), that I am not responsible for any statements made
by the press. The remark I made on that subject, as re-
ported by the Bansard reporters and recorded in Hansard
is absolutely correct. It is exactly what I said, and I think
the hon gentleman will find it correct.

JOHN R. DUNN.

On the Order:
John R. Dunn, returning officer at the last election for the electoral

district of the county of Queen's, N.B., to attend at the Bar of the House,
to be examined touching his conduct as sch returning officer in return-
ing a candidate who had not a majority of votes at the said election.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will please see
that Mr. Dunn is in attendance.

The SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. Mr. Speaker, John R. Dunn is
in attendance.

Mr. SPEAKER. Admit the gentleman.

Mr. LAN DERKIN. He is a nice gentleman.

JoHN R. DUNN came before the Bar.

Mr. WELDON. I move that Mr. John R. Dunn be asked
this question : " Were you returning officer for the Electoral
District of the County of Queen's, N.B., at the late election;
and who was your Election Clerk ?"

Motion agreed to.

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, being a layman I would like to
have the assistance of counsel, to protest against these pro.
ceedings being taken against me by the House of Commons,
and also to advise and assist me in whatever things may be
necessary.

Mr. THOMPSON. I move:

That John R. Dunn, who is about to be heard at the Bar, be allowedassistance Of counsel to advise him and to argue any question of lawthat may arise.

I believe it is the general practice to allow persons so
appearing to be advised by counsel, and I therefo re make
this motion.

Mr. WELtDON. The question is one of privilege and of
examination le'ore the Bar of the House, and, as I under-
stand, the person at the Bar, who is to be heard, asks for
counsel to protest against the proceodings of this Huse,and also to advise him as to what ho may say. I think
that is an extraordinary position for him te put forward. I

Mr. ScARTH.

do not think ho is here to argue questions of law, but te
answer questions of fact.

Mr. THOMPSON. The request made by the person
about to be examined was that he desired counsel to protest
against the House proceeding further with the case, or
something to that efect. Of course I do not make a motion

fdirected to that particular objection, but inasmuch as ques-
tions of law may arise, and he has applied for leave to have
counsel to assist him, I think it would be more convenient
to put the motion generally-that he be allowed to have
counsel to advise him upon any legal questions which may
arise-than to put a separate motion to have counsel to
argue any particular question. Of course, if no legal ques.
tions arise, counsel will not be required to advise him, but
I think it is botter to make the motion general in this way.

IMr. MITCHELL. It appears to me that it is not ques-
tions of law that we are here to discuss, but questions of
fact. We have brought Mr. Dunn here for the pur pose of
giving us information as to the facts-as to who had the
majority of votes, as to whether he was returning officer,
and as to whom he returned. If the emergency arises that
questions of law are raised, it will thon be time enough for
Mr. Dunn to make application for legal assistance. In the
meantime all we have to discuss are questions of fact.

Mr. THOMPSON. I would suggest that it is necessary,
if counsel is to be of any assistance when questions of law
do arise, that counsel should be present at the whole exami-
nation. And I submit to the hon. gentleman's own
judgment this proposition, that if counsel is to be of any
benefit at all to the person to be examined, it must be in
the ditcretion of that counsel himself to raise any legal ques-
tion on behalf of his client that may occur to him in the
progresa of the examination. It is true, the examination, 8o
far as the House is concerned, will be confined to questions
of fact entirely ; but if there is a legal question in respect of
which the person inculpated can claim exoneration, surely
it can only be right that the question should be raised. It
cannot be raised by a layman ; it can only be raised by 4
person learned in the law, and if he is to have that assist-
ance, it should be when the question is first raised.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not understand that the gentleman at
the Bar has not asked for the assistance of counsel to do for
him what the hon. Minister of Justice proposes. I understand
that the gentleman at the Bar is here in answer to the
Order of this Hlouse, and instead of answering the question
that the Rouse has carried should be put to him, he aska
the liberty of having counsel to protest against the decision
which this House has already come to, that ho as an omer
of this House should attend at the Bar to answer for his
conduct. That has already been deocided by the House, and
this gentleman comes here and asks the assistance of coun.
sel to argue the point as to whether ho shall obey that
Order. The hon. Minister of Justice proposes that he shall
have counsel allowed him, not for that purpose, but for the
purpose for which the gentleman does not ask counsel,
namely: to advise him in case any legal points are raised.

Mr. THOMPSON. If my hon. friend will allow me to
interrupt him for a moment. I understand that the gentle-
man at the Bar believes that the question raised is a legal
question on which counsel should be allowed him. Inas.
much as he thinks it is a legal point on which counsel
should be heard, I offer the motion that counsel should be-
heard on any legal question.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. Minister of Justice has not ap-
prehended the argument I was urging. It was this: It did
not seem to me consistent with the dignity of this Rtouse
that it should now proceed to receive arguments as to thoe
propriety of a decision which it bas arrived at and placed
on its Journals. The hon. gentleman's resolution does not

616
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say this, but the gentleman asks that counsel shall be
allotted to him to argue the question-to prote3t, as he
puts it, against oar proceedings altogether. Now, I, for
one, protest against any such resolution being adopted.
This gentleman is an officer of the House. fe has acted
in a way which appeared to the House primd facie to be a
disregard of the Statutes of the land. He bas been called,
on the report of the Committee on Privileges and Eleotions,
which has been adopted by this Houe, to answer for hie
conduct. He may have a good answer to make; I am not
going te prejudice bis case ; but after the report of the
committee has been approved and ratified by the louse,
that we should now hear coansel argue that the whole pro.
ceedings are irregular, is, in my opinion, derogatory to the
dignity of the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it will be found,
on looking at parliamentary practice, that this is the course
that is usually taken, and that ought to be taken. The hon.
gentleman saya that the House has decided for itself that
the party should be brought before the Bar. Well, every
time a person is brought before the Bar of the House of
Commons in England, it has been upon an absolute resolu-
tion, on the supposition that the party is culpable. The
right of exculpation is always allowed. Again and again
parties have been brought before the Bar Of the House of
Commons, charged, upon the vote of the House, with having
been guilty of certain misdoing. The whole case is heard
at the Bar, and the party, as the hon. gentleman knows, is
often discharged and the proceedings are dropped on the
statement of the party. Now, it is very singular, and I
do not see how bon. gentlemen opposite would like it to go
to the country, that when a man says he wants to have
counsel bis request should be refused. This is the only tri-
bunal in Canada wbere it would be refused; but I am sure
Parliament will not refuse it.

Mr. MITCHE LL. Notwithstanding the statement of the
right hon. leader of the Government as to the practice-
and the right hon. gentleman is always ready to refer to
parliamentary practice when it suite his purpose-what we
have summoned this person to the Bar of the House for is
not to question its decisions, but to answer questions of fact
as to this transaction--whether h. was an officer of the
flouse appointed to perform a certain work, whether he did
it, whether he returned a man receiving a minority of the
votes against a man receiving a majority. These are the
questions we want ta ask him, and, perhaps, a few others.
Now, the Minister of Justice bas stated that questions may,
perhaps, arise involving questions of law which, in the
opinion of the person at the Bar, may be considered suffi-
cient justification for bis course. 1 think there is a suffi.
oient sense of justice and fair play in this House, that if any
question of law arises, on which the gentleman at the Bar
should have counsel, no member of this House will refuse to
allow him ta get counsel. As to the statement of the Min.
ister of Justice that this counsel should be present from the
first, it is only necessary that h. should be present when
the legal question arises, and not before. Bu-, I say that
the self-jrespect of this Huols rcquires that we should ascer-
tain from the man himself, untutored and undirected oither
by the minions of a Government or by a counsel, as to what
answers he shall make. What w. want from him are facts.
We want to know whether the freedom of elections to this
louse is te be suppressed or not. What we want from

him 1e a plain, unvarnished tale, and if he should need coun-
sel at any time, both sides of this flouse, and the indepen.
dent party too, will be willing to grant him counsel; but I
do not think the time of the House should be taken up by
listening to what a paid solicitor may suggest, to defeat the
object of this investigation.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The bon. First Minister says
this is the only court in the country where the the right
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of a party to have counsel wuld be questioned. aSurely the
hon. Minister does not pretend to say that everywitneas
called in court should be allowed to b. advised by counsel.
This party is not accued. fie la called here as a witneu
only, fur the purpose of giving the House information,
The House is about to examine him In reforence to an eleo.
tion that took place in New Brunswick. W. do not know
what conclusion the House may come to on that subject,
and when the hon. gentleman says that the party at the
Bar is entitled to be advised by counsel, h propose to
adopt a line of action in this House that would not b. taken
in any ot ber court in the country. The man is standing
bere simply to be examined as a witness. It wlRl be time
enough, when any question of law affecting his conduct
arises, or when we propose te censure him for any course
that h. bas taken, that he should be advised by counsel.

Mr. CHAPLE AU. It has been said before to.day that
liberality and liberalism are not synonymous. I hope my
hon. friend opposite will not on this occasion show this re-
mark te be true. I am astonished te hear the hon. gentle-
man who has just sat down say that the gentleman who is
now at the Bar is exactly in the position of au ordinary
witness.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Were h. in that position It would

not probably make a difference, but h is not.
Mr. MILLS. You are prejudging the case.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Has the bon. gentleman forgotten what

ho and his supportera have been saying in this Houa, and
before the country, for the last three weeks ? ias the bon.
gentleman forgotten the punishment ho was ready to inflict
on the witness before bringing him to this tribunal ? .Has he
forgotten that the witness, if bon. gentlemen opposite will
cali him so, bas been branded by himself and bis friends as
a criminal, as one who, if he received bis deserts, would be
imprisoned, and who, in England, would be confined to the
tower or a dangeon,or in gaol ? This man asks, in the most
ordinary manner, when a question ia put to him, te be
allowed to have counsel. le he not under a restraint?
Can he get away from where he is?

Mr. MILLS. No witness can.
Mr. CIAPLE IU. And has he not the right, before

answering a question that is put to him, to ask permission
to be assisted, by counsel to put before us the objections h
pretends having against the proceedinge to wbich ho i
subjected ? This man pretends that ho can prove to the
House, if allowed counsel, that he should not be bere, and
that the House has no right to examine him. I do not touch
the morits of the question itself. If I were to give my
personal opinion, my bon. friends opposite would, porhaps,
be surprised.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Let us have it.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I will give it in due time; my hon.

friends need not be too mach in a hurry. This case is one
of the plainest right. It is a case of a well understood right,
and it would not be a liberal and proper course for this
House to take te refuse a man at the Bar, the assistance of
counsel.

Mr. EDGAR. It seems to me to be impossible to say
now that there i. any question before us as to whether we
are to examine that witness or not. The House has decided
that question already, unanimously, in the language of the
firet Order of the Day.

Mr. CHAPLBAU. fie had nothing to say to that.
Mr. EDGAR. He has said so.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. He bas said it in proper time.
Mr. EDGAR. The flouse bas decided unanimously that

this witnuss is to be eaminod 'touching his conduct as 4
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returning officer at that election, so that there eau be no
question raised as to that point now. Surely, every prote.
tion will be thrown around this witness, as every question
put to him must first b. submitted to this House and b
adopted before being put. Surely, this man bas enougl
friends in this Houe. to prevent improper questions being
put to him, and, after having given his answers to th(
questions, then he should have counsel to assist him in
arguing what the effect of these questions are and wha
he should do. I beg, therefore, to movo in amendment tha
the following words b. inserted after the word " That ":

After the questions submitted by this House have been answered t
the satisfaction of this House, Mr. Dunn be authorised to be heard bj
counsel to argue the question of his responsibility for his conduct.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman ha
given up the whole case, when ho says there ought to b
liberty of having counsel some time or othor. I
there ought to be counsel at all, that counsel ought to b
had from the beginning of the proceedings. In days of old
criminals were not allowed counsel at all ; afterwards the3
were But I do not think it was ever provided that h
should have no counsel at all while evidence was beinî
taken, and only have counsel when the sentence is about t
be pronounced and the prisoner is asked to say why th
sentence of death should not be passed upon him. Then, anc
not before, hon. gentlemen opposite say counsel should b
granted. This is a new theory wortby the liberal policy o
the Liberal party. A more indecent--

Mr. MILLS. Order, order. -

Sir JOHN A. M-ACDONALD. I have a right to say so
Mr. MILLS. I rise to a question of order. The hon

gentleman bas no right to apply such an expression to any
act or to any member öf this House. He bas no right tx
say that the observation or motions made on this side of th
House are indecent

Sir JOHN A. MACDONA LD. I say that the attempt-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am in order. A ques

tion of order, like any other, can be argued. The bon
gentlemen wish to prevent even a question of order being
argued. They wish to put us down. The minority doe
not generally put the majority down, especially when th
majority is right.

Mr. LANDERKIN. When they have returning officers
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My language was quite

in order. I say, a more indecent, oppressive proceeuing
never was attempted against the liberty of a subject. It is
a more farce to say this man is simply a witness. Why,
ho is charged with baving committed a great maloleasance,
with having not performed, as returning officer, as officer
of the Crown and this House, his duties, and b. is there
before this House, to all intents, a criminal standing his
trial before the highest tribunal in the ]and. Yet, forsooth,
he is not to be allowed to have couosel.

Mr. MILLS. Thore is a question of order.
Mr. SPEAKER. My opinion is that the word "inde

cent " ought not to be employod as a qualificative of the
conduct or proceedings of this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I submit, of course, to
your rui ng-

Mr. MILLS. And apologise.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-and I say it is not an

indecent proceeding, but I say that the motion is indecent,
is oppressive, and against the liberty of a subject. I have
a right to say that a Bill in Parliament is wrong, oppressive,
and corrupt.

Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. CASEY. If yon have ruted, Mr. Speaker, that the
words employed by the hon. gentleman in reference to the
proceeding should not be allowed, it follows, as a necessary
consequence, that the hon. gentleman should apologise to
the House, and it follows, as a necessary consequence, that
the hon. gentleman shall apologise to the flouse.

Some hon. ME.MBERS. Oh!
Mr. CASEY. Yes, it even follows, even in this House,

t even in the case of the right hon. gentleman, that in fuch a
case as this-

Some hon. MHMBUJRS. Oh!1
lir. SPEAKER. Ordor.
Mfr. CASEY. Even in the case of the right hon, gentl.e-

8man, who bas noV a supernalural right to evade ail the
miles of this House--even in this case it follows, under your

f rulinS, Mfr. Speaker, which I have no doubt you will carry
out, that lie must do what every hon. member of this flouse
would have to do, like those who are now making improper
noises under their desks-
3 Mr. SPEAKER. This is not arguing th. point of ordor.
The. pereonality of th. hon. member cal.d to order bas
nothing to do with the matter. If the lion. gentleman wil

3give me authorities in reference Vo, tbe différence botween
3applying the tortu Ilindecent " te the conduct of a member,
fand applying it to a measure before 1he floue, I wiIl b.

willing te bear him, but I wili net allow him to argue the
question of the personality of the hon. mnber wbo may
have used, th. language objected to.

Mfr. CASEY. Allow me Vo argue the point yen suggest.
Some hon. MEIMBERS. Oh.
Mfr. CASE Y. I eall apon you, Mr. Speaker, Vo keep

order while I state my point.

1fr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mfr. CASEY. The leader of the H[oue has referred to

Ibis whole proceeding as indecent. le bas, hberefore,
-applied tb. term to any member taking part in it, the mem-
*ber who moved to examine Nir. iDunu, the bon. membor
who proposes an alternative kind of action, and, in facî, to
ail tihe mombers of this flouse. 1 Vhink in thàt case b.
muet not only withdraw the expression, but apologie
before h. proceeds. When members of this flo are
cbarged with indecent conduet, an apology muet b. made Vo
tiie flouse.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I do not objeet to Mfr. Dau having
counsol ; but I objoot te, Mr. Dunn, eummoned before
this flouse by its unanimous voie, coming bore and offerrng
te bring counsel to protest; againeL what tb. Bouse has done.

Some bon. ME&LBE S.. No.

Mfr. LÂNDERKIN. That je ýwhat he etated. Do net
eay "'ne." 1 amn sitting as close to Kir. Dunn as thoee hon.
gentlemen are, and I say that hç said. he deeired to ha'"e
cousel for th. purpose of proteeting against the preceed-
inge8 of the ilIe. There je a proper constitutional way of
protestiDg againsî the proceedinge of the flouse.

Mfr. IIAGGART. This ie net smgiing tb. question of
order at ail. The. right bon, -gentleman was e;peaking and
was interrupted on a question ef order, and- thie gentleman
je net speaking te the point of order at all.

Mr. LANDE RKIN. The hon. member for South Lanark
(M r. llaggart) dees net underestand tb. question. The
questions ef order have been disposed of, and Il arn epeaking
te a motion before the Chair.

Mfr, HAGGART. 1 ask: your rulicg, Mfr. Speaker,

él8
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Mr. L&NDERKIN. Well, I will discuss the question on
the point of order.

Mr. CASEY. It is a question of order we are discussing.
Mr. LANDERKIN. You may be discussing the question

of order, but I am discussing the motion.
Mr. SPEAKER. The question now is on the point of

order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, on the question of order, I

appeal to you if it can be in order, when a gentleman bas
been summoned to the Bar of this flouse-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. HIAGGART. That is not a question of order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. If that is not a question of order, I

do not know what a question of order is. For a man who
is summoned to the Bar of this House, to protest, and to ask
for counsel to protest against the proceedings of this
louse -

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. I quite appreciate the distinction made by

the right hon. gentleman as to the difference between qualify.
ing the conduct of a member by the word " indecent " and
qualifying the motion before the House, as ho might a
measure before the House, as indecent or oppressive, as ho
said ; but I do not think the difference is wide enough to
enable me to say that the last expression would be in order.
I may go a little far, but from the beginning of the Session
I have made it a point to try and restrain as much as
possible in my power the use of words which would ho
objectionable in the House; and I think it would be well if
the right hon. gentleman would help me in that direction
and do what I have exacted from othere, that is, withdraw
the objectionable word.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In obedience to your
ruling, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the word " indecent."

Mr. WELDON (St. John), It seems to me that the hon.
gentlemen opposite are treating Mr. Dunn as a criminal,
and think that, for that reason, ho should be assisted by
counsel ; but on what is that founded? A discussion took
place in this louse. No doabt he was charged with hav-
ing donc what was apparent on the papers returned to the
louse, showing that the law had been violated. That
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections,
and, after discussion, a report was made by that committee
recommending, among other thiugs, thaât ho should be called
to the Bar of the flouse to be examined in relation to bis
conduct. In accordance with that report, the hon. member
for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) moved for an Order of
the House to summon Mr. Dunn to the Bar. He is now
here to be examined on that point, and, as I understand
his answer in reply to yon, it was not in the terms of the
motion of my hon. friend, the Minister of Justice. Mr. Dann
wants to come here and argue that the flouse bas no right
to examine into his conduct, that it bas no right to examine
into the conduct of a public officer, an officer of this flouse,
or to make any enquiry into his conduct. If any proposal
were made to censure Mr. Dunn or to punish him on
the facts which may be deduced, then would be the
proper time for Mr. Dunn to be allowed counsel
to argue the case on bis behalf, but when the
House, which has been characterised by the First Minis.
ter as the highest tribunal in the land, ordered that an officer
of the House should be, not punished, but examined, giving,
if it is possible, a justification of his conduct and explaining,
perhaps to the satisfaction of the flouse, the circumastances
of the case, its order should be obeyed. It is due to the
honor and dignity of this flouse that the matter thould be
investigated, and it is for that purpose that Mr. Dunn ie
caled to to Bar of the 1ouse to be examined, and why

should ho be put in a different position from any witness in
an ordinary court of justice ? defy any lawyer in this
flouse to say tbat ho ever saw a witness, when asked a que-
tion by the judge, demand to be allowed counsel in order to
protest either against the court asking him a question or to
assist him. Even-and to this I cali the attention of the
Minister of Justice-when a witness claims that ho should
not answer certain questions because they might criminate
him, not only is ho not allowed counsel, but the counsel for
the parties are not allowed to argue the question at all.
Mr. Dann stands at that Bar as a witness, called bore on the
report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to give
evidence to the louse, to explain, if ho can, an abuse, or to
show a mistake or an error in the law. We do not desire
to prejudge Mr. Dunn, but to ascertain from the returning
officer of that electoral district what the circumstances are.

Mr. BURDETT. As the seconder of the motion, I desiro
to record my voice and vote in favor of a motion that Mr.
Dunn should have counsel if he desires it. It is surpring to
methat the Minister of Justice, when he moved bis motion,
should not have been able to furnish some precedent; and it
is still further surprising that the leader of the Government
should have characterised the amendment of my bon. friend
hy such a hard name. In my view, whether thero are proce-
dents or not, this person at the Bar ought to have counsel,
especially when the leader of the Governmont admits thet ho
is here charged as a criminal. I think ail criminals ought
to have the right of defonce by counsel, in open court, no
matter where the court may ho, or however much the
judges or jury may be biased by prejudiao. But I undor-
stand, furthermore, that in this case the criminal bas sevored
in bis challenge; therefore ho may be a witness as well, aven
against the other crirminals. I have no doubt that ho neods
a counsel, a man who has taken the oath before the law
society, who will not violate that oath, and that ho will
advise this man to tell the truth, the whole truth, and
nothing but the truth; and unless this person is older in
sin than ho appetrs to be in years, ho will honestly disclose
who the other criminals are, and then we will be able te
throw the blame on the proper shoulders. For that reason
I earnestly desire this man to bave counset, first, last, and
ail the time. But I do not think ho shouid have counsel te
adviseohim whether he should answer the questions truly,
or not. Ie should answer the questions unadviscd by counsel,
even though ho may be a criminal.

Mr. FREE MAN. I am astonished that this gentleman
who is at the Bir of the flouse should bave changed so
wonderfully since we had him here a few days ago. At
that time, as I listened to hon. gentlemen on the other side
of the House, they denounced him as the vilest criminal in
the country, and if the Ransard is taken up and read to-day
yon will find that I arm correct. Read their expressions
with regard to this gentleman, read their statements, and I
th:nk it will be admitted by all who examine thoir state-
ments, that ho is certainly a criminal. But what is ho bore
for to-day? To give evidence against whom? Why, cor-
tainly against himself. For what purpose is ho bore, if
it is not to give evidence against himself? And, Mr.
Speaker, those gentlemen have condemned him, and tbey
bring him here to-day to establish the correctness of their
condemnation, and out of bis own mouth to convict.him.
It is for that purpose, and for no other. What does ho ask?
Ie simply asks what I have frequently heard asked by
cri ninals at the Bar, by mon who have never been convicted,
men who are simply accused. I bave seen scores of mon in
that position, and does the judge refuse them counsel.?
Never, Sir. I never knew of such a thing. The judge
always tenders them counsel, not that justice may be. de-
feated, but that justice May be had. That man has as
good a right to justice as hon. members opposite, and if ho
ie allowed couneel that counsel will see that ho gets
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justice. Now, who has this man to contend against-a
young man and a layman as he is ? Why, Sir, ho bas
not only one of the best counsel against him, if I am cor-
rectly informed, that is to be found in this Dominion, but
he has several of them; he has philosophers opposed to him;
he has mon of ability, not one but a score, to entrap him in
every way possible. I say entrap him-certainly, because
the bon. gentlemen wish to establish their position that
he is a criminal. I say that is the common sense view of
it. They wish to establish that he is a criminal out of bis
own mouth. Now, Sir, all my botter feeling revolts against
the refusal to allow this man counsel. I nover saw him
before; I never had anything to do with him; I have no
fellow-feeling with him any more than I bave with every
man, more than I have with every man who is placed in his
position; nor have I any prejudices, nor any political feel-
ings in the course I take. But, Sir, I claim for him justice;
I elaim for him the rights of our common humanity; I claim
for him what every criminal is granted, every unconvicted
criminal. I think ho should have counsel on the grounds
of humanity, and I am astonished that hon. gentlemen call.
ing themselves Liberals should take the ground that ho
should not have counsel to assist him to defend himself.

Mr. GIROUARD. The question seems to me to be one
of procodure. Is it usual for the House of Commons to
permit a party called to the Bar of the iIouse to bo assisted
by counsel, or is it usual for the fHouse of Commons to
permit parties to be heard by counsel ut the Bar of the
House on any matters of public interest. I find in May,
page 460, the tollowing words :-

" Questions of public policy can only be discussed by members, but
when protection is sought for the rights and interests of public bodies
and others, it has not been unumual to permit parties to reprosent their
claims by counsel.

If on a public Bill, parties may be heard before the Hfouse
by counsel, it seems to me that parties at the Bar of the
liousein the position of this gentleman to-day, have also a
right to be oheard by counsel.

Mr. LAURIER. It seoms to me my hon. friend who
has just sat down, and many of the hon. gentlemen who
have spoken on the other side, are forgetting the prociso
nature of the duty which we have to perform. In order to
remember what it ise, let me read from the report of the com-
mittee, which Baya:

I It was moved that, la the opinion of this committee on the papers
returned to the House, the conduct of the returning officer, Joha R,
Dunn, requires explanation, and that the said retarnng uffleer, John R.
Dunn, be ordered to appear without delay before the Bar'of the House
to be heard thereupon, and to answer for his conduct."

What is the first thing ho has to do ? Ris conduct requires
explanation, and ho is bore to give explanation. His ex-
planation may be satisfactory or not. If he satisfactorily
explains his conduct, ho goes away; if the explanation he
gives is not satisfactory, then a motion may be made
against him, and upon that ho may b heard by counsel ;
but not until he bas given the explanation which the House
may require of him. Now, the House should not forget
this either, that in the explanations which are to be asked
from that gentleman, only such questions will be allowed as
the majority ci the House will think proper, and when he has
anawered trese quetions, il they are answered satisfao-
torily, and convey the impression that ho has acted in
good faith, I. suppose that under such circumastanoes he
would be alowed to go, but if not, if the explanations are
not satisfactory, thon a motion wili be made against him,
he would be brought back before the House, and be liable
to censurO. Unaer such circumstances, for my part, I
would be only too happy to hear him by cousel, but not
until thon.

Mr. F&UEMAN.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon, gentleman has just been
making out a case in favor of the gentleman at the
Bar. We sit he-e as a court like any other court. When
a complaint is made against a person and he is at large,
he may be arrested and brought to court, he may be re-
fused bail and may be treated in any way the authori.
tifes may order, but the moment he comes before the
court and bas " to answer for his conduct," he is never re-
fused counsel. He is here to answer for his conduct.
We bave decided that he should be examined. Are we
going to say that by our own actions, by our own con-
duet, we are going to prevent the inan who is here in
the double capacity of witness and acoued-are we going
to prevent him from saying: I am bore to speak, you
have brought me up, and before -speaking I want to object
to your jurisdiction ? Had that man the right to say,
when we put the question, as to what questions should
be put to him? le had no such rigbt; ho had no right
to object to the questions, and suggest that ho did not
want to be examined. Ho was not then before us. When
lie came before us that was the time to speak; it was
the time to speak when the question was put to him. Hon.
gentlemen who are accustomed to practice before the courts
are aware that when the first question is put the party
accused has a right to say, " I object to your proceodings,
and I ask the privilege of being representod by counsel."
When our proceedings have commenced, that is the mo-
ment when ho has the right to speak; that is to say, when
the question bas been put and ho is callod upon to answer.
I will not say it would be an indecent, but it would be a
most immoral proceeding, that a man should not enjoy the
fullest liberty of the subject, and that is, to be freo in bis
defence; and his defence is not after the questions have
been put and answered, but it begins from the first moment
of the examination, because he may come and convince us
that we have no right to examine him. The hon. member
for East Hastings (Mr. Burdett), for the sake of making a
joke, which was good in form, but not correct on its merits,
said : "I do not object, and I think he should have counsel at
first as well as last, and during the whole proceeding; but
I do not want him to be advised as to what answer to
give." We do not know what answer he will give ; surely
ih is time afterwards to raise that point.

Mr. THOMPSON. I insist that this person ias come to
the Bar in a very different position from that of a witness
in a court of justice, and in a position very different from
that which a witness at the Bar of the House of Commons
or House of Lords in England occupies. But, even if
he is simply in the position of a witness, the authorities
are abundant to show that sometimes the entire examination
and cross:examination of witnesses in the Imperial Parlia-
ment is sometimes conducted by counsel. I admit that the
ordinary rule is that it shall only be conducted by questions
put from the Chair after they have been put to the House ;
but by the first relaxation permitted members are allowed
to interrogate a witness directly, and it is assumed on the
part of the House that it concedes that the question should
be put. The second relaxation is, that sometimes a cross-
examination is conducted by counsel, as hon. gentlemen
will seo on looking at page 485 of May, where the whole
subject is dealt with:

4 When a witness is in the custody of the Sergeant-atArms, or is
brought from any prison in custody, it in the usual, but not the constant
practice for the bergeant to stand with the mace at the Bar. When the
mace is on the Sergeant's uhoulder, the Speaker has the sole manage-
ment."
Just previous to that it says:

"For the sake of avoiding the repetition of each question members
are usually permitted to address their questions directly to the wituess,
which, however, are still supposed to be put through. the Speaker."

May goes on to eay that in such cases (that is, when the
prisoner is in the oustody of the Sergoant) it is usual for the
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questions to be read by the Speaker, but, with that excep.
tion, they are allowed to be put by a member. Then, if the
question is objected to, or any difference arises, the motion
is put to the iouse by the Speaker. In Committee of the
Whole House any member may, as a matter of right, and
not as a matter of convenience, put a question directly to
the witness. Thon May goes on to say:

'' Where counsel are engaged, the examination of witnesses is mainly
conducted by them, subjeet to the interposition of questions bymembers."

Mr. EDGAR. That is by counsel for the louse.
Mr. THOMPSON. Dues the hon, gentleman mean that

the House would engage counsel against a witness appear-
ing ut its Bar ? Surely the hon. gentleman does, not mean
that counsel should b aliowed on one side and not on the
other ? I need not say any thing more on that point. The
whole practice of hearing and allowing counsel to intervene
in the examination of a witness is distinctly recognised by
English practice, and I put to the calm judgment of the
House this proposition: that, whatever the form may b
by which we resolve to hear the examination, this man at
the Bar is here in a position altogether different from that
of a witness. The motion made by the hon. member for St.
John (Mr. Weldon) was merely to fix a day for him to come.
In so tar as the hon. member for Ontario West (hfr. Edgar)
bas referred to the language of that motion, it indicates that
we are to examine him ; but it was founded on the report of
the Uummittee on Privileges and Elections, and hon. gontle-
men opposite will find, i they read the language, that it
indicates that he was to be summoned here (and he bas
corne to Ottawa in obedience to that summons), to answer
fur his conduct in retuining as elocted a candidate who d id
not receive a majority of the votes cast at such election'
What right and what authority have we to summon anyone
to our Bar oxcept for a breach of the privileges ot the
louse for whieh the individual is amenable to pumishment.
This man, therefore, stands not in the position of a witnoss,
but in the position of a person charged with a contempt
against this House, and ho is hure to-day to answor not
only our interrogatories, but to answer with respect to his
conduct in the very words of the report of the committee,
of having committed what appeared to be a contempt of
the privileges of tbis House. It is true that when ho came
to the bar ho mercly mado the rcquost that counsel
be heard to argue the question as tu the right u the
llouio to proceed lurther with this business. Ho
lancied that was a question of law. So far 1
sgroe with hon. members who have spoken on the
other side of the Hous, that it is a point of
law not well taken; but surely hon, gentlemen on both
sides are willing to hear before deciding, and that is all the
person appearing at the Bar ha asked. Admitting that,
the opinion cf buth sides of the House is, as I fancy it ia,
against bis view of the House having no legal right to pro-
ceed further, the least we can do betore pronouncing judg
ment is to say that we will hear this man and counsel who
can argue the case for him, ho boing a laiyman ; and as the
Secretary of State said, the reason why he should be heard
now is because, although there was a resolution that called
him to the Bouse, be had no opportunity of raising the
question previously, and this flouse could not in faü nsâ
and justice, say bate because we had the matter up and
decided it yesterday or the day before, it is Dot convenient
for you now to raise ii, aithougi your whole deferce may
ruat upon it. If ibis point is not well taken we, at least, are
not wa4ting time by complying with the forma of justice and
hearing him before he is condemned. The reason why I
made the motion that counsel b heard on all legal points
which might arise, is simply this: It would be inconvenient
to put a separate rmotion on each legal question. He comes
to the Bar, and states what he thinks is a legal point in bis
favor. He ask that counsel be h&ead on hat poi-al

though my opinion is against him on that, I move that coun-
sel be hoard on ail legal questions which may arise dur-
ing the examination. Itl is too late after the trial
is over to allow a man counsel, because the legal
points are only those which he or counsel instructed
by him can suggest. When the question is put to the House
whether this question or thei next question be put, who is
to say nay ? Why should we say nay ? We are not in-
structod as to the defence; we do fnot know what legal ques.
tions arise. Why should we refuse permission to any
question which an hon membor may please to ask ? But
if this man bas counsel instructed in the details of his case,
having made it a study and knowing what the legal dofenco
is, if ho has a legal defence, it is for that counsel to rise and
argue that such a question should not be put to the witnoss,
the reason for which ho may state to the House, and it may
be a reason which no member of the House may know. So,
as an hon. friend beside me suggests, in relation to the
whole proceeding and in relation to each question, it is
nothing more than allowing him to raise legal questicns, if
ho bas them, and present them by word of mouth in the
nature of a demurrer, and these points we will be ready to
decide on the spot. Surely we will be observing botter the
forms of justice, and there will be less probability of doing
wrong, and depriving him of any legal rights, if w. hear
him fully, and we eau only hear him fuilly in his defence by
allowing him a person who is capable of arguing the legal
questions which may arise touching bis defence. Now, the
hon. member for East lHastings (Ur. Burdett) suggested
that one reason why counsel ought to be heard was,
that thore were other criminals as well as the one who
appears at the Bar. Surely the hop, gentleman does not
object to his havin g counsel under these ciroumatances. He
has already had au indication that gentlemen on this aide
cannot be very deeply implicated in the crime, when they
prop>se that the case hali be fully hoard, insteal of being
heard after the trial is over, as has been asuggested. I would
suggost again that the person at the Bar is in the position
of a person charged with an offence, and ho should, at least,
when questions are put to him, have counsel to say whether
the questions shoald be put, and to argue as to any legal
questions which may occur.

Mr. E DGA R. With reference to te quotation which the
hon. gentleman maie, I arn not surpri-ed that ho dropped
the book very suddenly, because if ho bad gone on ho woud
have found that May doos not at ail sustain his contention
that witneeses examined by tho flouse are assisted by
counsel,

Mr. THOMPSON. I read every word bearing on the
subject.

Mr. EDGAR. The hon, gentleman did not read the fol-
lowing words:-

I Where counsel are engaged the examination of wituesses is maialY
conducted by them,--

Mr. TEHOMPSON, Cortainly.

Mir. EDâAR.
" -subject to the interpoùition of qnestions by members."

Now, how can counsel for the witness conduct the exnmina-
tion for the witness ? Theofore, May d>es not show any-
where that the contention of the Minister of Justice is
correct, cle that gentleman, who is famous for bis research,
if ho is famous for anything, would have found it if it was
in the book. One reason why witnesses, when before the
Bar of the louse, are not allowed to be asisted by counsel
in answering questions, is this : That if counsel is allowed,
instead of the witness, to diseuseoach question, we will be
in a perpetual wrangle with the ounsel, Each member
will have the right to disousn every question with the pris-
oner,-
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL[D. Hear, hear.
Mr. EDGAR-with the person at the Bir or with his

counsel. There would bo no end to it. There would b a
perpetunal wrangle over every question. I do nlot know
whether that is the object with which the hon. gentleman
made the proposal to introduce counsel, but I suppose the
motion will carry, and I predict that that will be lhe result,
at any rate. The time of the House will bo delayed and
objections, perhaps trivial ones, will - be raised. We will
make no progress, and we rnay bo here tilt the fall discussing
this question. Now, the First Mini-ter spoke of its not be
ing in accordance with English precedont for a person ex.
amined at the Bar not to be attended by counsei. Doos not
the First Minister know that now a days criminalh are not
examined under the English law-are not called upon as
witnesses, and, therefore, it is not until this witness is askel
the questions to be propounded to him by the House that
we shall know whether he is guilty or not guilly. Hie may
exonerate himself altogether, or ie may think ho bas done
so, and then will be time enough to catl on counsel to assist
him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. gentlemen have
rather retrograded fron the liberal principles they form.
erly fought for. In 1873, when Mr. Bell, returning officer,
was brought to the Bar ho was asked his name, and if he
was returning officor. ie answered both questions, and
ho then applied for leave to have counsel, and the House
unanimously agreod that he should have counsel. They
were not aI all alarmed that the whole tirne of the Session
until autumn would be taken up, and I have no doubt, from
My recollection in looking at the Journals, that the time of
the Ilouse was saved. I shall read the entry in the Journals:

" The Order of the flouse of Monday the loth March, inst,, for the
attendance at the Bar of this House, of Richard James Bell, Esq.,
returning officer at the last election for the electoral district of Mus-
koka, to answer for his return to the writ of election for the said elec-
toral district, being read;

" The Sergeant-at-Arms reported that, in obedience to the Orderofthe
House, Mr. Bell was in attendance.

"Mr. Bell was then called in, and at the Bar examined, as followeth

I By Ir. Blain:-
"I. What is your name, residence and occupation ?-My name is

Richard James Bell; my residence is Bracebridge ; my occupation is
clerk.

" 2. Were you the returning offiaer at the last election fir a member
Io represent the electoral district of Muskoka inithe Bouse of COommons
in Canada 7-I was.

" The witness then requested that he might be allowed the assistance
of counsel.

" On motion of the right hon. Sir John A., Miedonal 1, seconded by
Mr. LDuguay, leave was granted to the witness to be assisted by counsel."

There was no discussion upon it all. The Liberals of that
day saw the justice of the request, and it was grantLed with-
out a word.

Mr. ARUISTRONG. It may seem prosumptuous for a
humble layman to express any opinion on a questi>n of this
kind. Stili, I wish to use my undoubted right, as a member
of this H1ouse, to say that I cannot agree with the objections
urged against the resolution. They seem to proeed on the
assumption that the statement of the gentleman who stands
at the Bar is going to prevail, and that ho is going to be
allowed to relu-e to answer questions that may be put to
him by this 11ouse. Now, Sir, if I understand the matter
rightly, b las been summoned to answer thoso questions
by the Ilouse, and I have fulI confidence tiat th Iouse
will maintain its own dignity by c>mpelling him, if he
refuses, to answer the questions that may ho put to him.
Thon as regards the merite of the case, the gentleman
stands hre not only to answer for the procedure in the
case of the election, but, if I understand aright, hoestands
here to answer for his own conduct in the matter, and the
humblest criminal in the land, under these circumstanos,

ir. BDAaà,

would be allowed to bave counsel. I, Sir, for one, am not
going to do anything to deprive him of that privilege.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not at all take exception to the
position taken by tho gentleman who last spoke. But it is
as to the time of granting this privilege that I take excep.
tion. When the gentleman at the Bir is put on trial-if
ha is put on trial-thon is the time to ask the House for
counsel, and then the Houso will concede it. But the
special pleading of the right hon. gentleman in referring to
the authorities read and eubmitted by himself on a former
occasion, and the special pleading of the Minister of Justice
and the Sucretary of State upon this subject-what does
it all means ? Lt goas upon the assumption that this man
is upon his trial. Sir, hoe is not on his trial.

Some lion. MEMBERS. He is.

Mr. MITCHELL. No, hoeis summoned to this louse to
give a statement of facts. ie is not on trial, and if the exam-
ination which this House will put hirn through should prove
that ho las been guilty of a gross violation of the law, I
hope that he wili thon be put on trial, and if he is ho will
be in a position to ask the House for the aid of counsel. But
divesting this question of ail the legal flammery which
legal gentlemen on the other side have thrown abut it, the
case stands thus: What appears on the face of the docu
ments laid before this Howe is a graoss act of injistico, un
act against the liberty and freedom of the election law.
That is what appea s primd facie, and, upon a report of a
committeeof this House, the returning officer waî u r<-
moned to be brought to the Bar, to give an explanatio rof
his conduct and acts. We do not want to try him, with a
view to punish him, if guilty, but what we do want is infor-
mation. That information we have the right to get, and to
get it, it is not at ail necessary that the person at the Bar
should employ counsel, nor is it desirable, in the intereste
of the procedure of this House or in the despatch of public
.business, that ho ehould have counsel, and, therefore, I shall
vote for the amendment.

Mr. DAVIE -. I do not propose that my position in the
matter shall be misinterpreted. J, for one, do not object
that the person at the Bar, if any charge were brought
against him in the course of these proceedings, or any
questia, asked him to the form of which ho objected,
snould bave counsel if he applied for counsel. What I ob-
jected to in the first instance was that the person at the
Bir comes bore and challenges the jurisdiction of the
court. This louse having already argued the case, and
decided upon it, I did not think it would be consistent with
our dignity that we should re-open it and argue it again.
I do not think the case is arguable; I do not think hon.
gentlemen opposite think it arguable; and, therefore, the
demand made by the person at the Bar seemed to me to be
merely trifling with the House. He did not ask for coun-
sel to advise him as to the question, or a to the proceedings.
He merely asked for counsel to protest against his boing
bore at ail. This House has already decided that question,
and I say that it would be derogatory to our dignity, after
having decided it once, to re-open the whole question now,
and determino whether this offil-r of the tiouse should
answer a singlo question or not. He was asked one ques-
ton: "'Aro you the returning officer ? " And he says: "I
want counsel to advise me whether I should answer that
or not, and to protest against the wholo proceedings."

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. DAVIES. I am.sorry that hon. gentlemen opposite
dissent, for his language was clear and distinct. He says :
<'I ask for connsel to protest against the proceedings of this
Houso." If there ls any donbt about it, I would ask the
1Ork to read the answer made by the person at the Bar
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to the question that was put to him.. It is on that point
and that alone, that we on this side contend that it is not
proper that he shoull bave consel. The hon. gentleman
smik s. I suppose, having already determined in his own
mind, and having voted, that if an offlier of this louse is
guilt. of conduct that isprimd facie wrorg, this Houae is
entitled to call him to an examination-having voted that
proposition, he is now willing that we should solemnly sit
as a court ard listen to arguments whether this House of
Commons, the highest tribunal in the land, bas power to
cali one of its officers before it and ask him certain questions
as to his proceedings. Legal gentlemen on the other side
know that it is an insult to their common sense and intelli-
gence ; but if any question is put to the witnesss that he
thinks is not in proper form or as to which he desires legal
assistance, 1, for one, would be only too happy to allow him
to have counsel.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to a question of
order. The hon, gentleman says hon. members on this side
know that what they say is an insult to common sense.
I want to know that if that is in order.

Mr. DAVIES. I was reasoning that it would be an in-
sult to their common sense. The hon. gentleman did not
make the distinction. I say that the reason we oppose the
proposition made by the man at the Bar, is one which hon.
gentlemen on the other side have evaded from the tirst, and
they are attempting to thrust on that gentleman what he
has not asked, advice as to the legality of the question put
to him.

Mr. MACDONALD (Kuron). Would it be in order to
ascertain the reason why Mr. Dunn asks for counsel ? I
understood him to use the words, " to protest against the
proceedings of the House of Commons." What the remark
was will determine my vote. If he simply asks for counsel
to advise him as to the questions put to him by the House,
I shall willingly vote to allow him to have counsel. I think
it would be in order for us to know before the vote is taken
whether he wishes counsel to protest or to advise him dur.
ing the investigation.

Mr. LANDRY. I think all wo have to vote is the reso.
lution before the Bouse. 1 do not think any expression
that was made by the gentleman at the Bar ought to
influence ns in our votes. Ifwe thirik the resolution is right,
and that it is only proper that the gentlemun sho'iL have
counsel, I think that is the question that chal'Imnges our
votes, and not what he thinks or wants. Suppose bu wants
something after he gets counsel, that we think he should
not bave, we will refuse it; but at present we have only
before us wbat is contained in the resolution. I dinit that
I beard the gentleman use words similar to what Abe hon.
gentleman from Prince Edward Island bas attributed to
him; and if there is anything that covinces me thut fie
should have counsel, it is that very fact, that he, as a lay.
man, bas already used words, not knowing the fufi force or
significance of them, which, in my mind, prejudiced his
case. Ho las challenged the jurisdiction oi the lonse. It
is exactly beeause he is here alone as a layman and has
already, by the first word he bas utered, prcjudiced his
own eae, that I aM willing to vote for his having counsel.
le evidently feels timid in coming here to the highest

court in the land, considering his age, and all this shows
the necessity of his being represented by counsel, who eau
look into the questions and proceedings of the House calmly.
I think we bave only to vote on that resolution, and when
tbe counsel appears before ,as and undertakes te advise him,
that will be the time for ns to decide whether the course of
the counsel is one we can sanction or not.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Edgar (p. 618):

I

Amyot,
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,
Borden1
Bowman,
Burdett,
Campbell (Kent),
Oasey,

harîton,
Cimon,
claves,
Davies,
De St. Georges,
Desaaint,
Edgar,

A rmstrong,
Audet,
Baker,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burns,
Oameron,
Oargill,
Oarling,
Carpenter,
Oaron, (Sir Adolphe),
Oasgrain,
Chaplesiu,
C bislisoîs,
oock burn,
Colby,
0oughlin,
0 ou loiibee
Coursol,
Couture,
Daly,
)aoust,
Davin,
Davii,
Dawt )n,
Denison,
Deeii niers,
Doyn,

Dupit.
FrgQson (Welland),
liynn,

Poster,
Faeeman,
Gaudet,
Gigaul:,

Mesieurs
Edvwards, fille (Bothwell),
R llie, Mitchell,
Fiset, Perry,
Fiaher Ricfret
Gauther, fobet on(King',s PlI)
Gillmor, Ste. Marie,
Guay, Semple,
Hale, Sutherland,
Inne"', Trow,
Kirk, Tureot,
Landerkin, Watsan,
Langelier (Montmor'ey)Weldon (St. John),
Laurier, Wilson (Imlgin),
McMuluen, Yeo.-43.

NAYo:

Messieurs

Girouard, Perley (Ottawa),
Godbout, Platt,
Gordon, Pope,
Grandbois, Porter,
Guilbault, Purcell,
Guillet, Reid,
Raggart, Riopel,
Heseon, Robertion (Hastings),
Hickey, Robiliard,
Holton, Roome,
Hudspeth, Royal,
Jamieson, 8yart,
Jo nets, Scarth,p
Kenny, Scriver,
Kirkpatrick, Shakespeare,
Landry, Skinner,
Langevin (Sir Hector), Smali,
Macdonald (Sir John), Smith (Ontario),
Macdonald (Huron), Somerville,
MacDowall, Sproule,
Mackenzie, Taylor,
M Cartby, Temple,
McOulla, Thérien,
McDonald (Victoria), Thompson,
MeDougald (Pictou), Tiadale,
McDougall (G. Breton> Tupper (Sir Charles),
McKay, Tupper (Pltou),
Mbelan, Tyrwhitt,
McMillan (Huron), Vanasse,
MeNeill, Waldie,
Nadill, Wailace,
Mallory, Ward,
Maia, Weldon (Albert),
Mills (Annapolis), White (Cardwell),
Moncreiff Wilmot,
montgue', Wilson (Leinoxi,
O'Brien, Wo.d (Brockville),
Paterson (Braut), Wood (Westmoreland),
patterson (assez), Wright.-119.
Perlny (Asainiboia),

Amendment negatived.

Huse divided on motion of Mr. Thompson (p. 616):

Yole.

Messieurs

A myot,
A rmstrong,
Audet,
Baker,
Beehard,
Bergerozs,
Bergin,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bawell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brien,
drown,
Bryson,
Surdett
Burns,
Cameron,
CampbAll (Kent),
Cargill,

Poster,
Freemtu,
Gaudet,
Gauthier,
Giganit,
Glmor,
Girouard,
Godbout,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Gnay,
Guilbault,
Guillet,
Hale,
Hagg4rt,
Hesson,
Hickey,

Hudspeth,
>nes,

Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (asez),
Perley (Assiniboia),
Perley (Ottawa),
Perry,
Platt,
Pope,
Porter,

Purceli,
Reid,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Robertson Hastings),
Roberteon (Kiug's, PEI),
Robillard,
Roome,
Royal,

e. Marlie,
soart,
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Carling,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Oasey,
Vasgrain,
Chapleau,
Ohariton,
Ohisholm,
Cockburn,
' olbyi

oughlin,
Coulombe,
Coursol,
Cout ure,
Dâly,
Daoust,
Davies,
Davin,
Davis;
Dawson,
Denison
De St. deorges,
Desaulniers,

Duchemnay,
Dupont,
Edgar,
Ellis
Perguson (Welland),
Fidet,
Fisher,
Flynn,

Jamlebonl, 8oriver,
Joncasa, Semple,
Kenny, Shakespeare,
Kirk, Skinner,
Kirkpatrick, Small,
Landerkin, Smith (Ontario),
Landry, Somerville,
Langelier (Montmor'ey)Spronle,
Langevin (Sir Hector), Taylor,
Laurier, Temple,
Macdonald (Sir John), Thérien,
Macdonald (Huron), Thompson,
MacDowall, Tiedaie,
Mackenzie, Tupper (Sir Charles),
Me0arthy, Tupper (Pictou),
Mc1ulla, Turcot,
McDonald (Victoria), Tyrwhitt,
McDougald (Pictou), Vanasse,
McDougall (O. Breton), Waldie,
McKay, Wallace,
McLelan, Ward,
McMillan (Haron), Watson,
MeMullen, Weldon (Albert),
MoNeill, Weldon (8t. John),
Madill, White (Oardwell),
Mallory, Wilmot,
Mara Wilson (Lennox),
Mills (Annapolis), Wood (Broekville),
Mitchell, Wood (Westmoreland),
Moncreiff, Wright,
O'Brien, Yeo.-154.

Messieurs
Edwards, and Trow.-2.

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. According to parliamen-
tary practice, the members who asked for a division should
vote nay, in this instance, the five gentlemen who called for
division have voted yea.

Mr. LAU RIER. It has not been the practice of the
House for those who simply asked for the yeas and nays to
vote nay.

Mr. CASEY. If the practice of the louse had been
that those who asked for yeas and nays should vote nay, the
hon gentleman should, in pursuance of that pracuLce, have
voted nay in the previous vote.

Sir JOHN A. MIACDONALD. So I did.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If my memory serves me

right, when the yeas and nays were demanded on one oc.
casion, the right hon. thie First Minister took the same
objection that he did to.day. I think it was a vote ho was
not anxious to give, and his objection was overruled by the
thcu Speaker; and, on its being overruled, the lon. gentle.
man was suddenly called outside when the time came to
v'ote.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for Halifax has not
voted.

1Mr. JONES. I paired with the hon. member for Cape
Breton ?

Mr. FISHIER. The hon. member for North Victoria
has not voted.

Mr. SPEAKER Has the hon. gentleman for Montmagny
voted.

Mr. CROQUETTE. I paired with the hon. member for
Qaiebec West. If I had voted I would have voted against
the amendment.

Mr. H ESSON. The hon. member for Bothwell, las
not voted.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member for Bothwell was not
houe when the division was taken.

Mr. SPEAKER The hon. member for Bothwell not
boiDg in the louse, I cannot enquire why ho did not vote,

Mr. Laxiary.

Mr. SPEAKER, Counsel may be admitted.

Mr. DNN. Could I have until to.morrow to confer with
my counsel ?

Mr. SPEAKER. That must be lefit to the decision of
the Rouse.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. Simple questions may be put and
auiswerod at once; more diff[cult questions my he reserved.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. I quite agre with the
bon. gentleman, the questions sha1 l be put, and if there is
any question on which Kr. Dunn wi6hes to consult with his
counsol, the House will give ovury consideration to iL.

Mr. DAVIES. I am glad both sides of the liose concur
in that, as that is the principle upon which we voted on the
hon. gentleman's motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad my hon. friend
has found a principle at last.

Mr. SPEAKER. The question you have to answer is the
following: IlWere you the returning offieer for the electoral
division of Queen's, N.B., at the late election, and who was
your election clerk ? "

Mr. DUNN. I wish to wait until my counsel arrives he-
fore answering any question. I am under the advice of
counsel, and, therefore, have to act under his guidance.

Mr. MACKENZIE. You must, Mr. Speaker, enforce the
Order of the House.

Mr. SPEAKER. You have to answer this question.
Mr. CASGRAIN, I think that the witness at the Bar

ought to answer at once. I recollect an extreme case be.
fore the Bar of the Quebec House, when the witness, in
reply to a question as to what was his nme, asked for
twenty-four hours to consider his answer.

Mr. LyoNs (Counsel for Mr. Dann). Before the witness is
called upon to answer any question at the Bar of this louse,
we, as counsel, wish to be hoard as to whether this House has
any jurisdiction or authority to call upon Mr. Dunn to come
from Qiueen's county to Ottawa, under a writ or Order of
this flouse, to answer for the offence stated in it, as having
returned to this louse a candidate from the election in
Queen's county having the minority of votes; and we, as
his counsel, submit that, while the authority of this House
is recognised as far as it extends as a court, Mr, Dunn
should no more answer to the question put to him than if
tbe flouse bad summoned him here and attemptel to try
him for violation of any statute law of the country. While
the House of Commons of Canada, under the conetituLion,
possesses many of the powers of a court, we submit and
pres strongly the objection that it is only a court for the
purpose of hearing or dealing with matters of contempt or
breach of the privileges of thel House of Commons; and,
speaking in the hearing of many eminent lawyers in the
House, and of gentlemen who are versed in the privileges
of Parliament, I venture to assert that the principle, and
only principle, under which the House of Commons of
England has ever declared any matter to be a breach of
privilege of the House of Commons, was the necessity
of the case, simply that there was no adequate remedy
at law for the redress of the matter of which they com-
plained of as a breach of privileige. The law of the land
provides, as we submit it does in this case, for dealing with
the offence, if any, with which Mr. Dunn is charged; and if
the privilege of Parliament has been, as it were, merged into
the law of the land and become part of the statute law of
the country, thon Parliament will leave this question, as
Parliament has aiways left thosequestions, to be decided by
the courts. If 3 ou permit me to give you an illustration of
the objection that t urge here, it is simply this: If you,
Sir, had been assaulted by anyone within the preoincts of
this building, there is no doubt that the prty could be pun,
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ished as ordinary offenders are under summary conviction
and before a magistrate; but still I have no doubt that the
House of Commons would take the matter up, and say that,
while that might be some remedy, as far as any personal
injury you suffered was concerned, the dignity of the House
had been outraged by the insult offered youMr. Speaker; and it
might be very well contended thatthe louse, in vindication of
whatit would consider its privileges, should bring the offender
before the Bar of the House, try him here and have him
punished by imprisonment during the pleasure of the Hlouse.
But I take it, Mr. Speaker, that if such offences became so
frequent that it was found necessary to introduce a bill into
this House, and if that bill was concurred in by the Senate,
assented to by the Governor General, and atterwards be.
came an Act of Parliament and the law of the land; if that
Act provided that, if anyone ehould insult, or obstruct, or as.
sault the Speaker of this Blouse within the precincts of this
House, he should be guilty of a misdemeanor or of a felony,
there would be no question whatever that the matter which
had been before that a breach of privilege, would now have
become a breach of the law, and that the House would leave
the matter to the court, and the guilty party, who at one
time would have been dealt with as a violator of the privi.
lege of the House, would afterwards be dealt with as
a violator of the law, and would be so punished, and
punished only by the courts. Would it be contended
that, if the House has dealt specifically with any one
matter of that kind which heretofore was considered a
breach of privilege, the House would afterwards, if it
became part of the law of the land, attempt to bring
the offender before the Bar of the flouse, and treat him as
for a breach of privilege ? Letters written to the Speaker,
threatening him for anything lie may do, might be con-
sidered, and have been considered, a breach of privilege
of the House; but, if afterwards the House had con-
curred in a bill for the purpose of preventing repe-
titions of such Acts, and an Act was passed for that very
specifie purpose, surely, I submit as a question of law to the
House, it would not be considered that a person should be
punished twice, or that a person, after being fined and
imprisoned under a statute of this country for that offence,
would be brought before.the Bar of tho House and punished
a second time for a contempt and breach of privilege. Dealing
with this very case, questions which were considered before
as breaches ot privilege are now merged into the Statutes and
have become breaches of law in ieference to elections, and
we submit here that under different sections of the Election
Act, this very matter into which the House is going to
enquire or seeks toenquire is provided for, and adequate
penalties are provided for the offender against the law.
Section 59, I think it is, of the Election Act, provides that
the returning officer shall return the candidate baving the
majority of votes. If he violates that Act, if he does not do
what that Act commands him to do, penalties are imposed
by three different sections of the Act. He is liable to a
prosecution at the suit of the candidate whose case has come
before the court-that is, if the court adjudicates under a
petition-and he is liable to a fine of $500 and costs. Then,
further, he is liable t a penalty of $200 to anyone who
may sue for the same, for the violation of any of his
obligations and duties. Then, if prosecutions have been
instituted against a returning officer for a violation of the
law, would it be right, would it be held proper, to have him
afterwards up before the House for what was before con-
sidered a breach of privilege ? The assumption that the
returning officer is an officer of the House, I take it, is
unwarranted, any further than you may say that a judge
who may try an election petition is an officer of the House.
The returning officer is appointed by the Government,
appointed for a specifie parpose; his duties are defined by
statute, and if he violates those duties penalties are imposed.
Then, as the House has dealt with this matter by passing
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the Election Act, and bas left it to the law of the land to
deal with violators of that Act, why bring Mr. Dunu up
here and have him punished for what was considered ere.
tofore a breach of privilege of the House, but what is nOW
a violation of the statute law of Canada 1 Now, there are
other objections.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
Mr. LYoNs. Mr. Speaker, before Receue I was dealing wlth

one point, and it is the only point I intend to allege as an
objection to these proceedings, and it is, briefly to restate
it, that Mr. Dunn cannot be guilty of any breach of privi-
lege, because the offence charged against him and mentioned
in the summ-ms, is one that ie a violation of the publio
statute law of Canada, and being so, it cease to be treated
as a breach of privilego by the louse. I intend to say very
little in addition to what I have already said, further than
to point, as an illustration of my argument, to the Indepen-
dence of Parliament Act itself. All the offences mentioned
in that Act-if an improper person sits in the House, if a
disqualified person takes a seat in this House, if a member
of the House receives a bribe, or fee, or reward, if he hap-
pens to have a contract and is interested in it-all these
subjects were at once dealt with by the House of Gommons
as breaches of privilege, as the House claimed the privilege
to deal with them, and the offenders were brought hefore
the Bar of the House. But I take it, Sir, that since that
Act has been passed, you leave all these matters to be dealt
with by the courts; you allow parties to bring their actions
in the courts against the sitting member, or against
a disqualified member for anything he has done in the
House, and when the general law of the country provides a
penalty for such an offence, it surely is enough to have that
one penalty enforced against the party, without bringing
him up when there is no necessity for it, and treating the
case as one of breach of privilege. I do not for one moment
question the right of this House to deal with the members
of this House-to say what party shall sit in the House, to
take a seat from one member and give it'to a candidate out-
side and bring him in as the membar; and I take it that if
such was the object of this prooeeding, there would be no
objection to bringing Mr. Dunn here as a witness. I admit
freely that the flouse bas the right to call witnesses to any
proceeding before you, but I do not understand, nor can it
be contended, that fr. Dann is ere before your Bar as a
witness. I would ask, who is he a witness against, or who
is ha a witness for ? Suroly it is not geing to be said that
you can bring a man before the Bar to make him a witness
against himself, to examine him, and after you have ex-
amined him, to put him on bis trial for something that yon
learned from his own evidence. If it is a right that the House
of Gommons should exercise to try the returning officer for
any matter that happened during the time he was returning
officer, and to say that inasmuch as he returned the wrong
person to Parliament it is a breach of privilege of the Com-
mons, then the House ias the same right te try any man
who is guilty of bribery at the elections, any person at any
election, who is guilty of personation. If there is a row at a
polling place, for instance, and a disturbance caused there
by which voters are kept back, and an improper party gets
into Parliament, would the House constitute itself a court to
try Euch a case? There was a time when the House even
dealt with these matters as breaches of privilege, because
there was a necessity for it, but since the Act has been passed
in both flouses and assented to, whereby any person guilty of
bribery, personation, and of any offence on an election day,
is liable to punishment by the courts, the House has very
properly left those matters to the courts and refused to in-
terfere and treat them as matters of privilege. I recognise,
too, Mr. Speaker, that the Hiouse has the power, notwith-
standing all counsel may sayT to order Mr. Dann bore tq
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answer any question that may be put to him and try him
for this very offence. But I ask whether the House will do
anytbing-I am sure it will not-that is not right and just
to the party. If Mr. Dunn would ho prejudiced, as ho must
be prejudiced by being tried in a Court such as this, if the
House considers itself such a court for the purpose of try.
ing Mr. Dunn, thon look at what a position he is in.
The very first thing that is done with this criminal
in this court, is to put questions to hin as to whether
lie is guilty of the offence charged, and on those questions
ho is going to be convicted. Further than that, the very
material that will corne out in evidence before the House
of Commons bore to-ight would be used against Mr. Dann
by parties outside the Bouse to bring suits against him to
make him liable to penalties under the Election Law, and
he would be punished a second time for this offence.
I take it thon that the House should be very slow to
go further in this matter unless they feel that it would
be just, right and proper to do so. I wish to ask, what
other object can there be in this enquiry furtber than
to punish Mr. Dunn ? The Flouse has passed a goneral
law to leave all these disputed elections to the courts, In
this very matter it bas decided by its own resolution not
to interfere in the case between the sitting member and
the candidate whom it is alleged sbould bave been returned.
Thon, as I take it, the only other object that can possibly
be reached by this investigation, is to punish Mr. Dunn.
I submit very respectfully to the House that lie bas already
been punished. He has felt, at least, the power of the
House ; ho bas been brought here frum his home, a great
distance away; ho bas been put on his trial; ho bas been
forced to employ counsel to take these objections before
the House ; and I do trust, Mr. Speaker, that, under the
circumstances of the case, and in reference to one point-
if the House consider it well taken, that the law already
provides amply for this very case, and can deal with it
botter in every way than the House can do-that Mr. Dunn
shall be further discharged from this investigation, and be
dismissed without being called upon to answer any ques.
tions.

Mr. THOMPSON. I presume after the remarks the
learned counsel bas made for Mr. Dunn, the House has to
consider whether the question proposed by the hon. mem-
ber for St. John (Mr. Weldon) should still be put. The
learned counsel who bas argued against the further pro.
ceeding of this case, has taken various points against the
propriety of the House so proceeding. In so far as
his argument bas been addressed to the House as a
means of persuading the House that it eught not to
further consider this question, I submit that that point
can be more appropriately decided at the close of the
investigation, and after the House bas heard the questions
which it proposes to put te the person at the Bar. In so far
as the learned counsel bas contended that it is not in the
power of the House to proceed further, I submit that the
power of the House romains notwithstanding the passage
of the Election Act and the penalties theroin prescribed.
The argument bas been substantially this: That in conse-
quence of Parliament having in the Election Act ostab-
lisbed certain penalties against Mr. Dunn, he ought thereby
to bo relieved entirely from the procedure ani penalties
which attach to a contempt of the privileges of this House.
I submit that the establishment of penalties by an Act of
'arliament has not that effect. Notwithstanding the gen

erzl operation of the principle that a man ought net
to be punished twice for the same offence, it is a well
recognised principle that the enactment of various
penalties sometimes has merely the effect of establishing
cumulative penalties against the offender, and not sub-
stitutive penalties. The effect of that would be, in this
instance, that a returning officer who offended against

a provision of the Elections Act, would be, in the firet
instance, liable to the public for the wrong done to the
public by indictment, or bv any other suitable procedure for
an offence against the E!ections Act ; and ho would, in
addition to that, be liable for the pecuniary penalties which
the Act declares may ho recovered by any individual
aggrieved, and notwithstanding the establishment of those
penalties he might still be liable at the hands of Parliament
for contempt committed against its privileges. I might
illustrate my view of this question by changing for a
moment the offence for which the person at the Bar is
charged, by supposing it was a case of libel, in order to give
an illustration more fanilliar to the House. Assuming that
you, Mr. Speaker, or any individual member of this House
acting as such, had been libelled, it would be quite clear
that the offender would be liable, first, to criminal prosecu-
tion for libel; second, to a civil suit at the instance of the
person aggrieved; and, third, the offender could be sum-
moned for contempt against the privileges of this louse.
Under these circumstances I, as one member of this House,
entertain this view: that this House should persevere in the
question proposed; and I only presume to express these
opinions now because it may b convenient on both sides
of the House. according as questions of law arise, that
those conversant with such questions should express their
opinions, and consequently lead the House more clearly to
a decision.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think the opinions ex-
pressed by the Minister of Justice are in accordance with
the law and the precedents which were presented before the
Committee on Privileges and Elections. We are net trying
Mr. Dunn at the Bar for penalties, but ho is bore simply for
the purpose of interrogating him with respect to mattors
connected with the privileges of this House, and I fail to
see that by the statute respecting election trials this House
bas divested itself of its ancient rights and privileges in
that respect. While the judges are entrusted with the
power of trying election petitions, a power conferred on
them by Parliament, Parliament has not divested itself of
the right to investigate into any subject. We find not only
by the cases referrod to before the Committee on E!ections
which are on the Journals of the flouse, but we are also
aware that in many cases to which the learned counsel bas
alluded the House of Commons of England has investigated
election matters ever since the Election Act came into force.
The person at the Bar is not being cited on any criminal
charge. That is a fallacy on the part of the counsel. The
House of Commons has considered that this is a subject of
publie importance and public poliey, and that explanation
should take place, and for sau h purpose as subsequently
this House may determine ; and for that purpose they
have required Mr. Dunn, the returning officer for
Queen's county, to attend at the Bar for the purpose
of giving explanation as to certain matters. With re-
spect to the argument of the learned counsel that the
Independence of Parliament Act takes away the right
of the House to deal with this matter, I have only to say
that the answer to that argument is furnished by the case
of Sir Sydney Waterlow. In the case of Sir Sydney
Waterlow, who sat for Dumfrie-, and the cases referred to
in the report of the sub-committee, although the petition
against him was abandoned in the Court of Sessions in
Scotland, yet afterwards the House of Cimmons took it up
and referred it to a select committee, and that committee
reported that Sir Sydney Waterlow was disqualified to ait
in the House. This goes to show that the power to investi-
gate the question romains. In this case Mr. Dunn stands
bore as a witness, as a servant and officer of this H1ouïe, for
the purpose of oeffering explanations to this House for its
information with respect, not merely to what took place in
that partioular election, but with regard to the publie

626



COMMONS DEBATES.

policy of retaining and maintaining in its efficiency, and in
purity, honesty and uprightness, the election law of the1
land. It is not, therefore, a matter of this particulari
election simply, but it is a matter affecting the public at
large and the rights of the people, and, therefore, it eoms to
me that when it is put forth that this person is standing
bore subject to penalties, or that there is a second charge
for a particular offence, I maintain that ho does not stand
charged with any offence but that under the direction of
the House ho is brought to its Bar to give explanations as
to bis conduct. The case referred to by the Minister of
justice seems to me so entirely conclusive upon this point,
that any one who bas followed the argument rmust see that
the plea that this House bas no jurisdiction is one without
any foundation, legal or constitutional, to s'stain it. I
submit that under those circumstances the question 1
propose must be answered.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not propose to argue the question
at any length, but I think it is desirable to state one fact
with respect to the remarks of the learned counsel. The
learned counsel based bis arguments on two principles, one
of which was that the House had deprived itself of all its
jurisdiction in respect to controverted elections. I think it
is well understood~ by all those who bave given the subject
any consideration whatever, that the passage of the Contro-
verted Elections Act, vesting in the judges of the land the
power to try election petitions,bas not deprived this House,
as a court of Parliament, of any jurisdiction which it pos.
sessed prior to the passing of that Act. In other words,
the judges do not possess any jurisdiction which the flouse
possessed before. The judges possess about the same juris-
diction ibat the Committee on Privileges and Elections
possessed before Parliament in its wisdom chose to give it
to them. My own opinion has been, and I think it will be
borne out by all precedent in the Parliament of Canada,
ai.d by the Parliament of Great Britain, from which we
draw our authority, and by whose precodents we are to a
large extent governed, that this authority bas been not
only possessed by the flouse but that it ha@ been exercised.
The other point, the learned counsel suggested was, that
because certain penalties attached to an act of mal-
feasance on the part of the returning officer, ho may
be punisbed for that act in the courts of the land,
and that, therefore, Parliament should not try bis action at
all here, is an argument which I think ià unfounded, and for
this reason: The penalties which the law prescribes for any
act of misfeasance on the part of its officers, are penalties
which are payable to any person who is individually dam-
aged, and they can only be recovered by the person who
allegod that ho suffers that damage. If the gentleman,
who, we think, ought to have been returned in place of Mr.
Baird, brought an action, it would be necessary for him first
to institute a suit before the judges of the court, and only
after we have a declaration by that court of bis right to b
roturned, could he maintain an action for damages. That
action is one personal and peculiar to himself: it does not
affect the rights of the people, and it does not in any
sense affect the privileges of the flouse, and therefore, so
far as Mr. Dunu is concerned, if Mr. Dunn was liable to
damages at all, at any time, those damages cannot ho recov.
ered against him now, because the time for filing a petition
bas expired. I have not the slightest doubt in my own
mind as to the jarisdiction of the House.

Mr. SPEAKER. The objection not baving been sus-
tained by the flouse, you are ordered to answer the question.
I will repeat the question: "Were yon returning officer for
the electoral district of the county of Queen's, N.B., at the
late election, and who was your election clerk ? "

Mr. DUNN. I was returning officer for the electoral dis-
trict of the county of Queen's, N.B,, at the now late eleoction,
and my oeletion clrk wa uCouncillor T. Williams.

Mr. WELDON. I move that the witness b now asked
the following question : "Look at number three of the Votes
and Proceedings of the louse now shown to you: are the
writ and letter of Mr. Pope, pages 13 and 14, correct copies
of the writ and instructions sent te you; and is the return
you made correctly set out on pages 15 and 16?"

Motion agreed te.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think it is customary that
the party at the Bar should have the question in his haud.

Mr. CASEY. It is being written out for that purpose.
Mr. HESSON. I think the gentleman charged should have

had notice of the-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mc. HESSON. I am quito in ordor.
Some hon. MEM3BERS. Order, order.
Mr. HESSON. lon. gentlemen opposite cannot put me

down.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. HESSON. I would suggest-
Some hon. MERMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. HESSON. I would suggest the propriety of the

gentleman at the Bar having notice of the questions which
are to be put to him. Some gentlemen in this louse are in
possession of the notice, but the gentleman at the Bar may
not have notice, and now wo have to wait till ho gots
through with the question and discovors for himself whethor
or not ho thinks it is a correct representation of the caso.
I say that ho ought to have been supplied with the ordin.
ary notice, so as to have a fair opportunity of answering the
questions.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have put the question, whether the
question which Mr. Dunn now bas in his hands will bo put
to him or not, and the House agreed that it be put. It is,
therefore, not now a debatable question whether that ques-
tion shall be put or not.

Mr. HESSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say-
Somo hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair; order, order.
Mr. HESSON. 1 will speak, anJ hon. gent lemon op -

site cannot put me down. 1 have rmy rights in this louse.
Mr. SPEA KER. The suggestion which the hon. gentle-

man is making may very well come up when the next
question is put.

Mr. HESSON. Mr. Speaker-
Some bon. MEBERS. Order, order; Chair, Chair.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Mr. Speaker-
Mr. HESSON. I ask the hou. member for Bothwell

(Mr. Mills) to take his seat, as I have the floor.

Mr. SPEAKER. I beg hon. gentlemen to sit down, as 1
have given my ruling. When the question is put and
answered, and the next question is asked, it will be time
enough to raise this point.

Mr. FERitUsON (onnsel). Mr. Speaker. I consider it proper
to object to this question, and to the witness answering it, on
grounds which might have been urged at the beginning of
this examination, but which I consider can more properly
be urged now, when this question, the nature of which I con-
sider has a tendency to inculpate the witness, bas been asked.
I object to the question which is now directed by the flouse to
be put to this witness, on the ground that it will expose him
to a prosecution for a penalty under the Election Act; and
I need ecarcely urge, especially to the legal members of this
House, that the privilege which I claim for this witness is
ane which is acknowledged by the law of the land, and in
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every court ofjustice and before every tribunal which bas the
right to investigate any matter of a criminal or a civil nature.
I need scarcoly refer to the authorities, which are familiar
to you, Mr. Speaker, and to the hon. members of this House
who belong to the legal profession. I might refer, however,
to Taylor on Evidence, and to Best on Evidence, the last
editions, in which it is clearly laid down that any question
the tendency of which is to criminate the witness who is
asked the question, or to subject him to a liability for a pen-
alty, or anything in the nature of a penal action, ho cannot
be compelled to answer. I submit that the question which
the House has now directed to be put to the witness il; of
that nature, because it asks him whether the return which
he bas made is correctly set out on pages 15 and 16 of the
volume which bas been put into lis hands. I submit that
the effect of answering that question, if ho said yes, would
be to make an admission against himself, which could be
used in evidence in any action which might be brought un-
der those proviions of the statute which provide for the
recovery of penalties against a returning officer or a deputy
returning officer, or any other officer acting under the Elec-
tion Act. The effect would Le to make him liable, out of
his own mouth, for the penalties provided by those provi-
sions. I refer more especally to sections 101 and 105 of
the Flection Act of 1874. Section 101 provides:

"If any returning officer wilfully delays, neglects or refuses duly to
return any person who ought to be returned to serve in the House of
Commons for any electoral district, such person may-if it has been
determined on the hearing of an election petition respecting the election
for such electoral disti ict, that such person was entitled to have been
returned-sue the returning officer who has so wilfully delayed, neg-
lected or refused duly to make such return of his election in any court
of record in the Province in which such electoral district is situate, and
recover from him a sum of $500.

" Every officer and clerk who is guilty of any wilful misfeasance or
any wilful act of omission in violation of this Act, shall torfeit to any
person aggrieved by such miefeasance, act or omission, a sum not ex-
ceeding ,500 in addition to the amount of all actual damages thereby
occabioned to such person ;

" Every returning officer, depuny returning efficer, election clerk or
poll clerk, who refuses or neglects to perform any of the obligations or
formalities required of him by this Act, shall, for each such refusal or
neglect, forfeit the sum of $200 to any person who sues for the same."

In Taylor on Evidence, edition of 1878, vol. 2, page 1223,
the right of a witness to claim this privilege is clearly laid
down that a witness is not compelled to answer where the
answers would have a tendency to expose him to any kind
of a criminal charge, or to a penalty or forfeiture of any
nature whatsoever. This rule, the author goes on to
say, is one of great antiquity and applies equally to parties
and to witnesses, and is now uniformly recognised by all
British tribunals, whether civil or criminal. In the last
edition of Best on Evidence, edition of 1883, the same prin-
ciple is clearly laid down. And that it applies to the high
court of Parliament as well as to any other tribunal, is
laid down in Mr. Bourinot's work on Parliamentary Pro-
cedure and Practice, page 204:

"l In al matters touching its privileges the Bouse may demand defi-
nite answers to its questions, but in case of enquiries touching a breach
of privilege, as well as what may amount to crime at common law, the
House ' out of indulgence and compassionate consideration for the party
accused,' has been in the habit of telling them that they are under no
obligation to reply to any questions so as to criminate themselves."

The words which are in quotation marks are taren from the
English Bansard, vol. 9, 187à. Now, I submit my objection
to the question on thece grounds. I say that the result of
the witness answering this question would be to make an
admission against himself which would cortainly ba used
against him in any action wbich might be brought against
him for any penalties te which ho might be subject under
the Election Act of 1874. I almo isubmit that the question
is objectionable on another ground. Re is asked to say
whether a opy which is placed in his hands is a true copy
of a document whioh has not been placed in hi@ hands. The
question is of two branches. Tbe #rta " Axe the writ and

the letter of Mr. Pope on pazes 13 and 14, true copies of the
instructions sent to you." The witness has not been given
an oppirtunity of comparing the documents, and he is asked
to state bore whether theso are true copies or not. On these
grounds, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the question is not a
proper one, and that the witness should not be compelled to
answer.

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not know whether the course I
took under the former question was acceptable to the
House or not; but I would suggest that bereafter it would
be more convenient that the objections of counsel ehould
be taken before the question is put to the House, because
it is inconvenient, after the House has resolved to put the
question, to consider whether it is a proper question to be
put or not. Tho question the hon. member for St. John
bas put into your hands to be proposed to the witness is
substantially whether certain documents which appear on
the record and proceedings of the House are true copies of
the original documents which have passed through the
witness hands. In objection to that, there is first of all
put forward the proposition that the answer may tend to
criminati him. I presume the members of the fouse,
who are acquainted with legal proceduro, understand
perfectly well the principles which govern the recep-
tion of questions which tend to criminate a witness. As
I recolleet them, they are these : that the tribunal must
first decide whether tho question may have a tendency to
ceiainate the witness. If iL decides iu the affirmative,
the witness bas the absolute privilege of declining to
answer. I submit, however, to the Hlouse that, with
rogdrd to questions touching a matter of this kiid, wo are
not governed by the rules which apply to ovidonce in the
ordinary courts of law. I quite agree with the contention
raised by Mr. Dunn's counsel, that if this were an enquiry
taking place in a court of law, he would be abso-
lutely privileged, after making the assertion, under the
obligation of his oath, that the answer would tend to
criminate him; but the House is proceeding with an
entirely different enquiry. The House proceeds accord-
ing to the unusual procedure by which we eau interro-
gate a person who may likely be criminated by his
anbwer, and it would be entirely inconsistent with the
fundamental right, which undoubtedly exists in the House,
to intoirogate the person at the Bar, that he, in respect to
the main enquiry should shelter himsolf from all the
questions we may put to him, behind the plea that his
answers would tend to make him liable to the penalties which
we may hereafter seek to impose upon him. I take it,
when the House has the right and power to punish for an
offence, and at the same time, to interrogate a person
charged with the offence, his priviloge, based on the princi-
ple that hie answer may tend to subject him to the penalties
of the offence, is gone; and that, therefore, in respect to the
main enquiry, which is whether ho has committed the
offence charged or not, we have the right to put questions,
notwithstanding that the tendency of his antwers might be
to criminate him. If not, it would be impossible for us to
procecd at all. The prote3tion which the person at the Bar
has in such a case is in the strong hand of powor which the
House is accustomed to exercise to prevent an improper use
of his answers. It is laid down that:

" While the House punishes misconduct with severity, it is careful to
protect the witness from the consequehces of his evidence given the
House. On the 26th May, 1818, the speaker called the attention of the
Bouse to the case of the King ut. Merceron, in which the ahorthand
writer of the House was examined without previous leave, and it was
resolved, nem con that ail witnesses examined before this House, or any
committee theref, are entitled to the protection of this House, in respect
of anything that may be said by them in their evidence ; and that no
clerk or officer of this Bouse or shorthand writer employed to take
evidence before this Bouse, or any committee thereof, do give evidence
elsewhere, in respect of ay proeeding or examination had at the Bar, or
before auy committee of this louas, without the special Ieave uf this
lous.,
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I think that any person who may, from time to time, be callec
to this Bar, may trust to the exorcise of our authority for hi
protection against undue advantage being taken of the an
swers ho may give. In this instance, every member of this
louse may decide as to whether this question might be pui
or not, having in view thejust exorcise of the authority of thi
House to prevent any person whatever, whether he be a
shorthand writer of the House or clerk of the flouse or
persons present by courtesy to listen to its debates, from
testifying hereafter against the person at the bar as to the
answers given in the House; and in that respect, the person
who stands at the Bar may have the same privilege
against the improper use of answers being made againsi
him, as a member of this House is in relation to any
remarks he may make in Parliament on ary question
that may come before it. It is true, there is an
authority cited to the effect that, ont of consideration and
compassion for persons called to the Bar of the House, the
House, through its Speaker, occasionaby cautions the
person that ho is not bound to answer questions tending
to criminate him. I answer, that that authority applies tc
questions which may tend to make him liable to accusations
or disabilities collateral to those which are the subject oJ
immediate enquiry. For instance, Mr. Dann, if he were
questioned with regard to other matters than the more
question of return, would be entitled to claim privilege on
the ground that bis answer might subject him to penalties,
irrespective of those which attach to the particular offence
wit h which h is charged. I understand the authority cited
to b that, with that limitation, questions may be put. The
cou'sel has objected that it is not proper to ask the witness
w hether the printed paper submitted to him is a true copy
of the -documents which passed through bis hands, namely,
the writ and the return thereto. The objection is that it
will be impossible for the witness to answer that question
fully without comparing the printed documents with the
originals. I think that is a question entirely for the witness
himself to decide. It is not an objection to come from the
counsel that the witness may or may not be able to answer
the question, becauEe, if ho is not, ho can soy so.

Mr WELDON. I agree with the viewtaken by the bon
genternan on the first ollcetion. With regard to the second,
if Mr. Dunn carnnot arswer the question, wo must have lhe
originals produced. They are supposed to be on the Table,
ard it ought to be an easy matter to produce them. If the
miinals be produced, thon I will put tho question. whether
they are the originals, and whether the copies are correct,
I framed the question in the way I did because I thought
this gentleman would be prepared to answer any question
with regard to any paper that ho had transmitted to the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery.

Mr. SPEAKER. You are ordered to answer.

Mr. DUNN. Not having the original written instructions
and my correspondence with the Clerk of tbe Crown in
Chancery and my return, I am unable to say that these are,
word for word, copics of those returns, &c., but so far as I
am able to recollet, I believe they are of the same sub-
stance. I believe they are correct, so far as I can recolleet.

Mr. RESSON. Tue gentleman ut the Bar bas a right to
have Lotice of the question put to him, so that ho wou d, in
this case, be in a position to know whether these papers were
exact copies or not. Now, we have arri ved at the very
position I anticipated we would be in. The gentleman at
the Bar is unable to give you the evidence you want, because
ho bas not had an opportunity of comparing this with the
original papers. Those papers are in the bands of the
liouse, not in bis hands. Ie should have been put in a
position by thoseowho are pressing this case, to compare
tbee papers and to anwer these questions,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). If we went on in that way in
s the courts of law, we would be in a very nico position.
. Wbat I did was with a view to expedite the proceedings.

If the hon. member for Perth (Mr. Hlesson) persists, I will
t have the originals produced. I think I bave a right to send

for them, and thon we will see if the witness will not identify
them.

Mr. CH APLEIAU. Ho bas answered that satisfactorily.

Mr. WELDOIN (St. John). I do not suppose that the
witness at the Bar, who bas been bero for some days, since
ho notified the Speaker that ho was in attendance, bas been
so negligent as not to have examined these papers.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). Yo would not expect any
other answer ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). As far as his answer is con-
cerned, I am sat:sfied with that. I am answering the
objection of the hon. member for Perth (Mr. Hesson); and
if any such objection is to be raised in that way, I will bave
the originals placed in the hands of the witness, for I do
not want any objection to be raised afterwards on technical
grounds. The next question I propose to put is the follow.
ing: -"Look ut No. 9, Votes and Proceedings now shown
to you. Io the report of the proceedings of the election set out
ut pages 73 to 78, inclusive, signed by your election clerk, a
correct statement of the procoedinga of the election, and are
the statements on pages 7 9 and 80 correct copies of the
è,tatements of the roturning officers ?" i would like to have
the Original produced.

Mr. BLAKE. They are on the Table technically.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. All those papers are before us.
Mr. M[TCHELL. Lot tbem bD put in the bands of the

witness and lot him examine thom and have the answers
satisfactory.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is no necessity for that.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). If there is any objection I
ask to bave the originals placed in bis bands.

Motion agrood to.

Mr. DUNN. My an.wer to tho last quedtion will abaut
reply to this question also.

Mr. COURSOL. Answer that one first.

Mr. SPEAKER. Pleuse repeat in words your last answer.
Mr. DUNN. That so far as I know these are correct copies.

I believe them to be correct.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I now propose to ask: "When
were you first informed of the objection as to the deposit or
that it would bo taken ? By whom, and how long prior to
the 5th March ? "

Motion agreed to.

Mr. DUNN. Tho firrt information I got that any objec-
tion as to the paying of the depoit was to be made was from
the newspaper. Tne 5th of Mareh was on Saturday, and it
was some Lime in the beginning of that weok that I saw the
editorial in the newspaper-the Sun, I think-stating that
the agent of Mr. Baird was thinking of making objections
to the nomination paper on account of the deposit being
wrongly made.

Mr. WEL DON (St. John). I prop>e toask the following
question : " Did you not state at the time of declaration that
you had obtained law books from Mr. Currey, and looked
into the question ? When did you do that ? "
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Mr. THOMPSON. I would ask the hon. member to

state the question a little more explicitly. It is ambiguous
as it stands at present.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I will put it this way: "Did
you not i tate at the time of the declaration that you had
obtained law books from Mr. Currey and looked into the
question? When did you get the law books and look into
the question ?"

Mr. LYoNs (Oounsel). Before that question is answered by
the witness, allow me to say tbat I object to it. I do
not wish to take technical obj wtions at all, but I
submit respectfully to the House that that question is
not at all material t> the issue. Wo must draw a
line somewhere as to what questions will be put to the
witness. If a returning officor consults law books, I pre.
sume ho is doing something which we would expect him to
do; but surely it is not a matter that ho is to be examined
about, with a view of making a complaint out of it, or as
affecting his return. As to conversation which ho may
have had with third parties, unless thev are material to the
issue, I ubmit very respectfully that witness should not
be examnined upon them.

Mr. MITCHELL. Amen.

Mr. THOMPSON. It strikes me the question may be
material, and if it may be material it ought to be put. We
are not deciding now whether it is material or not. In
examining a witness we must admit every question which
may possibly be material. There are many views of the
case in which it may possibly be material ; therefore, I
think we should allow it.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. DUNN. I did not state at the day of doclaration that
I had obtained law books from Mr. Currey, and looked into
the question.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move that the following
question be put:-" Did yon obtain books from Mr. Currey
or any other person, and look into the question prior to or
on the 5th March ? If from any other person, from whom ? "

Mr. LYoNs (Cown8el). On bohalf of Mr. Dann I object to
this question most strongly. Part of it was asked before in
the last one, and now he is asked if ho received any books
from anybody previons to the 5th March. At what time ?
During his whole life ? I believe he bas been a school
teacher for some time during his life. Also ho is asked
from what other person. I submit to the House that this
is a question that cannot be material at all.

Mr. DALY. I think hon, gentlemen opposite should
employ counsel.

Mr. SCAR«TH. Perhaps it would beiwell to appoint a
committee on the other side.

Some hon. MEMIBE RS. Carried, carried.

Mr. MITC[IELL. It appears to me that this thing is
degenorating into a farce. If hon. gentlemen want to main-
tain the dignity of this House and conduct this examination
properly, an examination of a m>st serious character involv-
ing most serious consequences, they had better allow the
questions to be put; and I think ii the gontlemen who
act as counsel, having taken this objection to one of the
questions, allowed matters to proceed without continuing
evory individual objection we would get along very much
better with the business.

Mr. DUNN. Am I supposed to answer this question
literally ? I do not remember having obtained any
books from Mr. Currey. I remaember of having bought

Mr. WZLDON (St. John).

books ever since I was five or six years old from other peo-
ple. I am unable to mention the difforent parties.

Mr. TIHOMPSO N. Mr. Dann asked the question whether
ho should answer the question literally. 1 would suggest
that he should answer it fully and distinctly as relating to
this enquiry.

Mr. DUNN. I did not obtain any books from Mr. Currey
prior to 5th March -that is with respect to this question.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Or from any other per-
son ?

Mr. DUNN. Or from any other person; although-nor on
5th March.

Some hon. MENIIBERS. Although what?
Mr. DUNN. I was going to say that previous to thit

time I had obtained some; but it was previous to the elec-
tion. I had obtained some law reports that he had; but it
was previous to my being returning officer, previons to my
being appointed; but I hal no bjoks in relation to this
question from him or any other person.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move that the following
question ho asked: " Did any one assist you in or point
you out any authority? If so, who assisted you in this
subjeot? "

Motion agreed to.
Mr. FERGUsoN (Counsel). The way the question is put

is this: Did any one assist you in this question, and p )int
out to you authority ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). On this subject, with respcect
to the question of the deposit.

Mr. THOMPSON. I suggest that the question might be
put more definitely, as to whether any person assisted him
as to the return ho should make.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In conducting an examina-
tion you must frame the questions as you would in a court
of law. I understand that the witness is sufficiently astute to
understand the question. But ho bas trifled with the Ilouse;
I say so advisedly.

Mr. THOMPSON. I did not make the suggestion that
the questions be more distinct for his benefit, but that we
might understand them.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The question says: " Did any
one assist you in this ?" To what are we referring ? In
regard to whether any person assisted him in coming to a
conclusion, examining law books and citing authorities ? I
can put the question in another way if necessary.

Mr. THOMPSON. The ambiguity is here: Whether the
hon. gentleman meant to imply that anyone advised him in
regard to the point raised with respect to the deposit, or
advised him after the election as to the return made, not-
withstanding this defect.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I have not touched the ques-
tion of return. I have not got there yet. If the witnoss
says ho cannot understand the question, I will put it in an-
other shape. I propose to alter the motion as follows :
" Did anyone assist or advise you as to this question of the
validity of the deposit, prior to or on the 5th of March, and
show you any authorities on the subject ? If so, who so
assisted and advised you ? "

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

Mr. DUNN. Prior to the 5th March, no one assistod me
or advised me as to the question of the validity of the
deposit, but on the 5th March, declaration day, the matter
was argued before me by Mr. Carrey, agent for Mr. Baird,
and by Mr. Gregory, agent for Mr. King.
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Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move that the following

question be asked : " What is your occupation ?"
Mr. MITCHELL. Manufacturing members.
Motiod agreed to.

Mr. DuNN. I am a teacher by occupation.
An hon. ME5IBER. Preacher or teacher?

Mfr DU«N. Teacher-a public school teacher.

Mr. WEILDON (St. John). I move that the following
questions be put: " Were yon at the time of your appoint.
ment as returning officer, or at any time prior, a member
of any political association ? If so, how long prior, and in
what capacity were you therein ? "

Mr. THOMPSON. I would not undertake at all to say
that this question should not be put, but I submit to my
hon. friend whether it is pertinent to the enquiry which is
now being conducted. We are examining this person as te
bis own culpability; and I submit to the hon. gentleman-
and I am not presenting tbis argument as a reason why the
question should bA voted down, because I should be exceed.
ingly averse to offer any argument, against any questýon
which any hon. member, sitting as a jndge, thinks is perti.
nent-but I ask the hon. gentleman whether we are not
now trying merely the culpability of the person at the Bar,
and whether that question ought not to be tried distinct
altogether from any question as to the propriety or the
impropriety of bis appointment. The hon. gentleman will
see that the appoint ments of the returning officers are made
by the Governor in Council, by Order in Council, and that a
question as to whether ho was a suitable person to be
appointed or not is one for which the Government must
be answerable, and in respect of which the person
at the Bar sbould not be answerable at al]. If, in the
opinion of the House, the selection ought not to have
been made of a person who belonged to any political organi-
sation in the county, we are responsible; he is not, and I
submit that it would be fairer-considering that we are
acting in this matter purely as judges-it will surely ho
fairer to dissociate the question of the responsibility for bis
selection from any question of bis culpability for what be
did after ho was selected. His appointment was not of his
own choice or seoking; it was our act, for which we are
responsible. The question with respect to how ho conducted
himself thereafter is, I submit, all that we should onquire
about when ho is at the Bar.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). If the object w'th whicb I
asked the question was to make the Governmerit responsible,
I would agree with my hon. friend, but 1 do not, put it with
that view. I think, in a matter of this kind, sneh a question
may be important with regard to the personality of the
individual whom I am questioning, by leading up to certain
other points, but not with any view of holding the Govern-
ment responsible for it in the sense in which I put the ques-
tion. It i; truc that the Government are responsiblo for
the appointnent of a returning officer, but they may bc
entirely ignorant of certain facts whicýh if they had kn<'wn
they would not have appointod him, Therefore, as far as
the Government is concerned, the question cannot, as far ask
I can see, affect it in any way unlesa it was known te the
Government. But I am not asking the question in the
sense of attributing any blame to the Governmont. I am
only asking his position in that respect, because it may
affect the right afterwards to cinsider or question bis con-
duot and acts.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the objection
taken by my hon. friend behind me (Mir. Thompson) should
be almoet conclusive, but, under the circunmstances, as hon.
gentlemen desire that everything should be explained, I
think the question May be put.

Mr. MITCHELL. I agreo with the right hon. gentle.
man. If one hÀs hii bouse burglarised, or if a robbery is
commit ted on bis person, and ho goes to Sceotland Yard, they
go a long way round in oi ler to get at the motives for the
sct. Now, what we want te know is whether political or
other infnuenoe inspired this man.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ah, ah.
Mr. MITCHELL. You may " ah " as mucb as you like,

but we want to know what polit'cal or other influence
existed in this case.

Mr. GUILLET. I would ask the hon. gentleman if he
thinks iL any crime to belong to either party in this country,
unless it be the secession party in Nova Scotia.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. DUNN. Has the House said that I shall answer the
question ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think, Mr. Speaker, that
when the House calls upon the witness to answer the ques-
tion, ho should not ask any questions, but should answer the
question put to him.

Mr. SPEAKER. Yon are ordered to answer the question.
Mr. DuNm. At the time of my appointment as returning

officer I was not a momber of any pohitical association,
but I was the secretary of the Liberal.Conservative Asso-
ciation of Queen's county prior to my appointment. How
long before I am not in a position to say, because I cannot
remem ber.

An hon. MEMIBER. About how long ?
Mr. DUNN. I may have been within a month; I cannot

tell exactly.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move that the following

question be askcd :-" Did yon apply for the position of
returning officer personally or by letter, and to whom ?
Were you aware or informed anyone had applied on your
behalf for the position? If so, who were yon informed had
done so?

Motion agreed to.

Mir. SPEAKER. The House has ordered you to answer
that question.

Mr. FRaousoN (Counsel). On bebalf of the witness I
object to the question.

Mr. MITCHELL. Too late.
Some hon, MEMBERS. No, ne.

Mr. MITCHELL. According to the rnling of Mr.
Speaker, these objections must be taken before tho ques.
tions are read and ordered by the flouse.

Sorne hon. MEIBERS. Sitdown.

Mr. M[ rCH ELL. I will not sit down. I generally get
thrcugh with what [ have to say, and I intend te do so now.
L take the objection that according to your ruling any
objection to be taken by the cauaseïl for the person at the
Bar should be taken before the House orders the question
te ho put.

Mr. THON[PSON. Strictly speaking, that is no doubt
the case, but in this instance I think the question was put
to the louse and declared carried before it was sent down
to be examined, and I think it would be strict to insist
ipon it in this case.

Mr. McCARTHY. But I submit that the counsel at the
3ar cannot interfere until the House pronounces upon the
question. He is not sitting on the floor of the louse, and
cannot join in the debate, and until the question is put by
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you, Mr. Speaker, it would be irregular for the counsel to
open his mouth. The objection must come after, I think.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is not the point. No one
supposes that the counsel should .state bis objections until
the question is put, but the counsel did not submit his
objection until the motion was declared carried. The coun-
sel had the question in his hands when the Speaker de.
clared it carried.

Mr. DALY. Are we to understand from the remarks of
the hon. member for Bothwell, that as soon as you put the
quoation, the counsel is to get up and say, " no, it is not
carried."

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not wish to press the objection.

Mr. FEaGusoN (Counsel). T object in this question on the
ground that the returning officor is called to the Bar of the
fouse te answer for bis conduct in returning the candidate,
and that this question, inasmuch as it goes into matters
whieh occurr long anterior te bis appointment as return-
ing officer, is not within the scope of this enquiry.

Mr. MITCHELL. The objection is taken, and the Chair
bas ordered the answer to be given.

An hon. MEMBER. Sit down.
Mr. MITCHELL. I will sit down when I get through

with what I have to say to the Chair. Therefore, I think
the question should be answered.

Mr. SPEAKER. I certainly declared the question
earried ; but the hon. gentleman bas himself stated that ho
does not press his objection. The case is just the same as
whon I declare a motion carried, some hon. member rises t,
speak to it, and by general consent the word " carried " is
withdrawn. The question is whether the objection raised
on the part of Mr. Duan ought to be sustained by the House
or not.

Mr. MITCHELL. I quite understand that. I withdraw
my ob.jection to the counsel taking bis objection, but I do
not withdraw my objection te the porson at the Bar object-
ing to answor it. That is the thing.

Mr. THOMPSON. As regards the objection raised, I
submit te the liouse that the cardinal rule in dealing with
all these questions if what I suggested a few moments ago-
not what we consider is material te the enquiry, but wbat
may be material. I t may be that I am stating a very wide
and lib3ral principle ii relation to the examination of wit-
nesses; but I think it is safer, in consideration both of the
dignity of the louse and the rights of the person at the
Bar, to be exceedingly liberal as te the questions to be put
rather than to adhere to a too strict and technical rule. I
think we are enquiring, not merely what took place on this
occasion, but as te the good faith with which the person at
the Bar acted ; and in that view 1 submit that it may be
material whether ho set out with any design, or whether
ho performed in good faith the duties imposed upon him.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DUNN. I applied for the position of returning officer.

I asked a certain prorinent political man of our c unty to
use his influence to get me the position. I applied to Hugh
McLean first, and afterwards I applied by letter to Mr.
Baird for the position.

Mr. MITCHE LL A good man to apply to.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). The latter portion of that

question bas net been replied to : " Were you aware or
informed of the fact thatanyone bai applhed on your behalf
for the position?"

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DusN. I was informed that Mr. Baird had applied

for me.
Mr. MoCvanuy.

Mr. WELDON. I move that the following question be
put: " For what reason, when you made your return, did
you not return the ballot paperd and prooceedinge to the
Glerk of the Crown in Chancery ? Did you consult any-
body as to your doing so, and who were your legal
advisers ?"

Motion agreed to.
Mr DUNN. I did not return the billot papers to the

Clerk of the Crown in Chancery at the ti me i made my
return, because I had been served with a certificiate friom
the jadge of the county court foc a recounnt. I did consult
a legal gontleman as to my act; the legal gentleman whom
I consulted was Ez.kiel McLood, Q C., of St. John.

Mr. WELDON (St John). I move that the following
question be now put: "l ad you not refused to act upon
tho judge's order for the recount? Was not that order
served on you before you made any return ?"

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DUNN. I had refused to act upon the judge's order

for a recount. That order was served on me before I made
my returns. Am I allowed to give any reasons for my
action, upon any of these questions being put te me? 1
have to answer, yes or no. Am I allowed to give my
reasons for so acting.

Mr. THEOMPSON. The witness ought to be instructed,
as witnesses usually are in courts of justice, that he may
add anything to explain or qualify bis answer, and is net
restricted to merely answering yes or no. But ho must not
go into matters outside the question.

Mr. SPEAKER. You are allowed to give explanations
of the answers yon have made, but not to go outside the
question put to you.

Mr. McoARIHY. I move that the following question
be put:-" Why did you refuse te aet on the order of the
judge for the recount ?"

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DUNN. 1 refused to act upon the order of the judge

for a recount, because a rule nisi for a writ of prohibition
was served upon me by order of Judge Tuck.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move that the following
question be put:-" Were you a party namod in such rule
nisi? Was it not on a verbal staternent of Mr. Currey
as to what Judge Tuck said that you acted ?"

Mr. THO PSON. The latter part of the question tends
to enquire whether Mr. Dann was served with a rule nisi
or not, or whether ho refused merely on the verbal state-
ment that a rule nisi had been issued. Still yon proceed to
interrogate him as to what the rule nisi contains. We
should first ascertain whether he ever saw the rule nisi.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). When the judge orders a
recount, Mr. Dann shields himself under the rule nisi, and
when ho is ordered to produce the ballot boxes ho shiolds
himself under the order of Judge Tuck. Ie was no party
to or called on to obey that order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a question of
law.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). That may be. I put the ques-
tion whether ho did not state, in consequence of what Mr.
Currey told hi m, that ho was the party named in the rule
nisi. If my hon. friend takes the very sharp practice that
the rule nisi is not here, the witness was wrong in referring
to it. Hle based his answer on the fact that we were served
with a rule nisi.

Mr. TIIOMPdON. I do not want to take any sharp
practice. The bon. member is mistaken in saying Mr. Dunn
was served with a rate nisi. If ho was, the latter part of
the question is w: ong, because it asks him if ho was not
acting entirely on a verbal statemgent. Ail I suggested wa#



COMMONS DEBATES.
that we should ascertain whether the rule nisi was served
before asking Mr. Dann if ho acted on a verbal statoment.

Mr. DAVIES. He stated that, in consequence of a rule
nisi ho refrained from acting on a re-ount thon. My hon.
friend put the further question: "Were ye named in the
iule nisi, or was it not in consequenoe of a verbal statement
made by Mr. Curroy, eounsel for Mr. Baird, that you acted ?"

Mr. TUPPER. Did ho say a rule nisi was served upon
him ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We will find that out when he
answers this question.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). To prevent any difflculty I
propose the following question: " When you were served
with the rule niai, did not Mr. Currey make a statement "-

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). I am not aware whether or not
the witness has stated that a rule nisi was served upon him.
I notice that the hon. gentleman proposes to ask what was
said when the rule nisi was served upon him, but I have
not heArd the witness state that a rule nisi was served upon
him.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I understood that the wit.
ness said-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Let us hear what the witness said.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). I asked him-
Mr. McCARTHY. Perhaps the short-hand writer had

botter write ont the answer, and send it up to the Clerk.
Mr. DUNN. I am somewhat tired standing hore, Mr,

Speaker. Am I allowed the privilege of sitting ?
Mr. TAYLOR. The witness has made application for a

seat. I move that ho be allowed a chair.
M r. FOSTER. I move that the witness be given a chair.
Mr. SPEAKER. Will the Sergeant-at-Arme give the

witness a chair. The answer sont by the short-hand writer
is this: " I refused to act on the order of the judge for a
recount, because a rule nisi for a writ of prohibition was
served upon me by order of Judge Tack "

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is clear.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). I propose that the following

question be put: " Were yon a party named in such rule
nisi ? Was it not in consequence of something said to you
by Mr. Currey, the counsel for Mr. Baird, as to statements
made by Judge Tuck that you refused to act on the recount ?
Did you bot state to Judge Steadman that it was in conse-
quence of Judge Tuck's statement as repeated to yon by
Currey, that you refused to act on a recount ?"

Mr. LYONS (COunsel). Before the question is put, I would
ask for the information of the witness if the former question
is withdrawn, or is ho to answer it ?

Mr. SPEAKER. It hu been withdrawn.
Motion agreed to.
Mr. DUNN. I have the copy of a rule nisi for-a writ of

prohibition which was served upon me here, and I place it
mn the bands of one of iy c-nunel, and he may reid it here
for the information of the Hi.use, if the House permit&.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Put it in.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. RYKERT. You cannot talk to the witness.
Mr. DUNN. It was not in conuequence of something said

to me by Mr. Currey, the counsel for Mr. Baird said-it
was not in consequence of something said to me by Mr.
Currey as to statements made by Judge Tuck that I refused
to act on the recount. I did not state to Judge Steadman
that it was in consequence of Judge ruck's statement as
repeated to me by Mr. Currey that I refused to act on the
recount-

Mr. WEL DON (St. John). The witnes has not answered
the first part of the question.

Mr. UOCARTHY. He pute it in.
Mr. DUNN. I produce the rule.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Ho produces the rule.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). That is no answer to the

question.
Mr. McCARTHY. It is the very best answer.
Mr. FERGUsoN. I will read the rule.
Mr. THOMPSON. I propose this question-
Mr. DAVIES. Before that is done, I would point out

that there is a question which bas been asked by the bon.
member for St. John (Ur. Weldon), or rather three ques.
tions-one question divided into three. The witness has
chosen to answer two, and to utterly ignore one.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. DAVIES. Yes; he was asked whother ho was a party

named in that rule nisi. Ho has not answered whether he
was or not.

Mr. McCARTHYs He pute it in.
Kr. CHAPLEAU. We are practically judges, and any

judge can ask a question of the witness.
Mr. TIOMPSON. He did not ignore the question, but

answered it fairly whon ho said " I producoe the copy of the
rule nisi." My hon. friend from St. John (Mr. Weldon),
will remember that, when a few moments ago I suggested
that ho should ask the witness whether the rule nisi had
been served, and that, if that was the case, it was unfair to
ask any questions as to what was contained in it, he said I
was too strict and should not press that point. I felt that I
should not proceed, because the witness might not have the
papers with him, and my hon. friend might be restrained
thereby from enquiring about something that might be per-
tinent. Now, that ho has the paper we may make the
enquiry.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I asked him te read it. It
is not a part of his answer. IHo may have stated that ho
copied the rule nisi, but ho did not rad it.

Mr. TiHO 1IPSON. It strikes me the question was fairly
answered, and ho offered to produce it. I move that this
question be put: " Will you produce the rule niai served
upon you ? "

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DUNN I produce the copy of Lie rule nisi that was

served upon me.
"IN THE SUPREME COURT.
" Ex parte, Guonnu F. BAmD.

"Upon motion of Mr. L. A. Ourrey, and upon reading the afildavits of
George F. Baird and Lemuel A. Ourrey, I do order that James Stead-
man, Esquire, judge of the Oonuty Court for the county of Queen's, in
the Province of New Brunswick, T. Medley Wetmore and George G.
King, at the next Eater term of this honorable court, do show pause
why a writ of prohibition should not issue to prohibit.fames8teadman,
Esquire, the judge of tha Oounty Court fur the county of Queen's afore-
said, from in any way tur.her proceeding with or to make a recount or
fiaal addition of the votes given for said George F. Baird and George G.
King at the election held on the twenty-second day of February last
past of a member to represent the electoral district of the county of
Queei's, in the Province ot New Brunswick, in the House of Commons
of Canada, and fiom cortifying the result of any such recount or final
addition of the said votse to the returaing officer of the said electoral
district of the county of Queen's, and in th meantime and until further
order of this court, let ail further proceedingo with, on or with reference
to said recount or final addition of said votes, sud such certi-leate of the
resuit of any such recount or final adlition of votes be stayed.

"Dated, karch the ninth, A. D 1887.
"(Signed) W. H. TUOK

".Tudge ol th# Supreme Court."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. Let it be read as part of
the answer.
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Mr. THOMPSON. I move this question be put: "Are

proceedings relating to the recount and the prohibition
still pending in the Supreme Court of New Brunswick ?

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DuNN. From report, the proceedings relative to the

recount and the prohibition are still pending. The rale
was made absolute in the Supreme Court of the Province of
New Brunswick, but the case had not been argued.

Mr. WEL DON (St. John). Made absolite ?
Mr. DUNN. The rule bas been made absolute. Perhaps

I am wrong. I say from report I saw in the newspaper
that the rule had been made absolute.

Mr. WEILJDON (St. John). I move that this question be
put: "You refused to act upon Judge Steadman's order for
a recount on account of Judge Tuak's order, yet did you not
make a return to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery with-
out the ballots and proceedings, although you were aware
the proceedings were going on in the Supreme Câurt?"

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DUNN. 1 refused to act upon Judge Steadman's

order for the recount on account of Judge Tuck's order,
yet on the advice of Ezekiel McLeod, Q. 0., and ex-Attorney
General of the Province of New Brunswick, or one of the
ex-Attorney General's, I made my return to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery without the ballots and proceedings,
although I was aware by report that the proceedings were
going on in the Supreme Court.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move that the witness b
asked the following question: "If you believed Judge Tuck's
order extended to you as returning officer, how did you, in
the face of the peremptory stay ofproceedings on it, make a
return nevertheless of Mr. Baird, the minority candidate ?"

Mr. IVES. The question is hardly a fair one, for this
reason, that the order read is a stay of proceedings in the
recount, not an order to restrain the returning officer from
making a return.t

Mr. McCARTHY. I understand the stay of proceedings
was to the judge, not to the officer.

Mr. DAVIES. The witness has stated that the reason
why he did not return the ballot boxes was because he was
prevented by the nisi directing a stay of procee lings. He
is now asked : "Do you believe that the rule nisi was a per-
emptory stay of proceedings extending to you; if so, why
did you fly in the face of it and return the minority candi-à
date ? "

Motion agreed to.1
Mr. DUNN. I acted on the advice of Mr. McLeod. I pro.

ducel the rule nisi for a writ of prohibition when 1 consultedt
him, and ho told me it was simply against the recount, not
against any return.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move the foilowing quasl.in
be put: "Wby dîd you not forward the ballot papers and
proceedings with the return ? '

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DUNN. I did not forward the ballot papers and pro-

ceedings with the return because I was advied not to do se
by Mr. McLeod.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I move the following question r
he put: Do you know L. A. Currey? What is his pro -1
fossion, and where does ho reside ? H1ad you any cowversation i
or correspondence with hi-m touching the objectione te the
candidature of Mr. King. State the substance of the conver- a
sation or correspond ence."

Mr. LyoNs (CouNsel). I object to that question, on the a
ground, prineipally, that it is very comple equesion. I
think it would only be fair to the witnes to break it up into n

SIR JOHN A, MACDONALD.

three or four questions, if it is to be put at aIL Several
questions of the same character have already been put, to
which I did not object, in our endeavor to have a fai
explanation, but fault was found with the answers, that
theywere not full enough. I submit that this is a question
which it is very difficult for a witness to answer at one
time.

Mr. THOMPSON. I should like the hon. member for
St. John (Mr. Weldon) to explain the urgency of the ques.
tion, which requires the person ut the Bar to state the nature
of the conversation he had with Mr. Currey about Mr. King.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I might pureue the matter
by first asking with respect to Mr. Currey, in order to show
that fr. Currey was not only the olection agent, but was
the law adviser of Mr. Baird at the election.

Mr. TEOMPSON. Assuming that to be so, what have
we to do with the opinion the witness e;pregsed to Mr.
Carrey about Mr. King?

Mr. WELJDON (St. John). In his way: If we show that
he had a conversation with Mir. Currey as to his objections
to Mr. King-

Mr. McCARTHY. Why not ask him directly ?
Mr. THOMPSON. This is not merely a general question,

but the witness ie asked to state all the conversations he
bas had with Mr. Carrey in regard to Mr. King.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It is relative to the objection
to Mr. King.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DUNN. I know L. A. Currey. I helieve he is a law-

yer, and he resides in St. John. On the night previous to
the election he walked out to the road with me when I was
taking my usual walk, and tol-d me he was going te object
the next day-or he was talking about it; but I had no cor-
respondence with him touching the objection to the candi-
dature of Mr. King.

Mr. BUIRDET T. I move that the following queation te
put: "Who were the candidates ut the late elaction for
Queen's county? Did you receive their nomination papers
and accept their deposits and grant a poil; and did a poll
take place, and what number of votes were given l'or oach
candidate, respectively ? "

Mr. THOMPSON. The only objection I have to that
question is, that all the information asked for formally
appears in the report made by this witness himseolf. W
have it there more accurately and more fully than ho eau
possibly state it. On page 16 ho makes a special report
upon it, and describes the deposit of the papers with him,
the way in which the deposit of money was made, and the
fa'ct of holding the election, and subsequently the ballot
papers were produced, and we asaertained how the mgjority
of votes stood.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think he does set state
the summing up of the votes-what the number of votes
were.

Mr. BURDETT. Neither does he state that the retura
brought down in this report is correct return. ge says
he blieves it ise, but I do not go m.uch on thie gentleman's
beliel. I want the facts. He says he believes that Lt e
return in the Votes and Proceedhigs is correct, but we may
be led to the conclusion hereafter that it is not corret; and
f he gives a plain answer to that question it can go in
Ban&rd and in the Votes and Proeedings of tie Rous,
and thon we wil know juat who wore the eau n14,4
wbetLer they paid their depçsits, whether they had a o,
and bow many votes each reWved.

Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman says he- des
ûot want anybody's belief, and yet, in preferencle ;the
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ballots deposited on the Table and counted by the Clerk of
the Crown, ho prefera to ask the witness what ho knows
about them. If what the witness believes whom ho and his
friends have called to the Bar, is not satisfactory evidence,
of what value will that be in which ho does not believe ?
The witness answered, as I thought perfectly fair, as
regards the correctness of the raturn put in hie hands, as
to their being copies or not-he was not allowed an oppor.
tunity of comparing them, but notwithstanding that he
answered: I believe them to be true copies of the originale.
Now I submit they are far botter evidence than anything
the witness eau say about them, bth as to the fact of
roceiving the nomination papers, and as to how the vote
stood after a poli was had.

Mr. BURDET]T. If the Minister of Justice states that
ho refuses to permit that question to be asked, and calla on
his followers to vote it down-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh; shame.
Mr. BURDETT-otherwise I ask the question and I

want it answered.
Mr. THIOMPSON. I am not refusing to have it put; I

am not- asking any hon. gentleman to vote it down ; I am not
calling upon my followers or anybody else to vote at all.
I am asking if it is not botter to refer to the record we have
in the Votes and Proceedings, as to anything which took
place in writing and by the ballots cast in the election, than
by asking the opinion of the witness at the Bar as to what
the documents contained. I ask that, more especially in
view of what the witness answered on a former occasion. It
struck me that he answered it fairly, when he said he could
answer only from recollection, but that he believed that
the paper produced was a copy of the original paper. Can
ho answer this question more fnlly ? Could we desire any-
thing more than hie admission that he believed that the
effieial record of the papers was correct?

Mr. DAVIES. I think there is a good deal in what the
Minister of Justice says, but the object which my hon.
friend has, I presume, in asking the question, is to have in
a succinct form alt the material facts upon which hon.
members may be guided, in coming to a conclusion here-
after. It is true, they may be governed by what is found in
the Votes and Proceedings, away back on the 25th of April,
but if the question. is now asked the witness, it is Lot a
question of belief. He knows who were the candidates, lhe
is the man who received the money, he knows whether he
received it or not; ho is the man who had the poll and he
knows whether-

Some hon. MEMBERS. We ail know it.
Mr. DAVIES. We know it unofficially, as we know

many other facts, but not officially.
Some hon. MEMBRRS. Yes, we do.
Mr. DAVIES. I do not intend to argue the question;

the information may perhaps be fairly gathered from the
papers, but there are many hon. members who think it
would be advisable to have this information from the wit-
nese' own mouth, in a clear, succinct form, as the facts
are within hie knowledge. My hon. friend (Mr. Burdett)
reminds me that these ballot papers never went to the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery at ail, and, thereforo, I think ths
je a proper time t ask that paretictiar part of the question.

Mr. cCAlTlY. Does the hon. gentleman say that
the ballots wore not sent to the Clark of the Crown in
Chaneery ?

8ome hon. MEMBERS. No, they -wre not.
Mr. MeCARTRY. They were returned from him.
Mr. DAVIES. They were ordered by the Order of this

Hous.

Mr. MoCARTHY. To the Clerk of the Orown in
Chancery.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). But not in a formal way.
Mr. MoCARTHY. What is the difference when they

came through his hands? What more formal statement
could we have than the announcement printed in the papors.
If it is important to have a statement from the witness, and
if that ie to be treated as botter evidence than the return
itself, thon we may have to ask the whole etory. Surely we
should rely on the written evidence we have as the best
evidence.

Mr. THOM<PSON. I call the hon. gentleman's attention
to page 16 of the Votes and Proceedings, in which the repart
of the returning offcer appears, and thon to page 73, where
the other documents appear. The question is asked whether
he did not receive the nomination papers of the two candi-
dates. Now, on page 73 ho not only admits that ho received
them, but ho sets them out in full, and thon on page 77 ho
gives the number of votes cast for oaeh candidate in the
election. 1 can assure hon, gentlemen opposite that so far
as members on this side are concerned there will be no
pretence that that record is not before the House.

Mr. TUPPER. Not only so, but on the evidenco which
bas been referred to, and which is found in the Votes and
Proceedings, hon. gentlemen contended at great length that
no further evidence should be taken in thii case; that
everything was fully before the fouse; that the louse was
seized of al the facte, and should come directly to the con-
clusion that Mr. King was the candidate who should have
been roturnel at that election-the candidate who was
properly nominated, the candidate whose nomination was
fully ozplained by the returning offlcer's return, the candi-
date who received the majority of the votes-and they
asked the House on that ground to say that there was no
reason for enquiry, no further evidence to bo producod and
to vote Mr. King into Mr. Baird's seat. After taking that
ground it does seem odd that they should to-night pretend
that this evidence is insufficient, or difficult to be under-
stood, and that we should now begin all over and have the
evidence taken orally with these official documents before
us.

Mr. DAVIES. Perhaps the explanation inay be found in
this fact, that the papers may have beon in such ,onfu-ion
as they came from the returning officer, as to lead my ton.
friend to corne ta the conclusion that Mr. King did not re-
cMvà majeity, while they led other hon. members to the
conclusion that he did.

Mr. TUPPER. There was no confusion about the facto;
the facts were admitted. The decisioi of the House was in
favor of leaving this matter to the election courts, and there
was no dispute as to the facts. No hon. gentleman in that
discussion raised a single question of fact. The discussion
was on a question of law, pure and sinipie.

Mr. WELDON (Sb. John). Assuming all that the hon.
member for Pictou says, I do not think it makes this ques-
tion an improper one.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have the best possi-
ble evidence on this question before us. The hon. gentle-
man wishes to supplement the best evidence possible by
inferior evidetce.

Mr, BURDETT. I do not wish to be technical in this
qastion, but the point that occurs to me is this, that the
witness does not admit the accuracy of the copy of the
original docmment. He asys there may bo verbal difference.
For ail we know, the verbal differences may be that Mr.
B.ird Lad the majority of votes, and it may be assertod by
the person at the Bar and his friends.' If the person at the
Bar àa willing to aduait that the doeunient. in the Votes and
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Proceedings are accurate, and is willing to be bound by
them as accurate, I am willing to withdraw the question;
but I want to have no escape from this point-that the
minority candidate was returned by this man with the
knowledge of what hQ was doing at the time.

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to suggest to the hon. member
for East Hastings that his purpose would be much botter
served by putting the documents in the hands of the wit-
ness and asking him to admit their correctness. I think
that should be done in any case.

Mr. BURDETT. I am not going to press the question to
a vote, because I know the result of it, If the Minieters will
not submit the question I will withdraw it.

Mr. DAVIES. I propose this question: " Why did you
return the minority candidate Baird instead of the maj>rity
candidate King ? "

Motion agreed to.

Mr. DUNN. I returned the rinority candidate Baird
instead of the majority candidate King, because after hear.
ing the arguments that had been advanced before me on
declaration day, both pro and con, I considered that Mr.
King had not been properly nominated, and, therofore, could
not be returned by me as the man having the majority of
the legal votes; and afterwards, before 1 made my return, I
consulted counsel, Mr, McLeod, and the counsel advised me
to make the return that I did.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I propose this question: " Was
it under the advice of Mr. E. McLeod, that yon returned Mr.
George F. Baird as the member elected by acclamation ?
Was such advice in writing, and when received by you ?"

Motion agreed to.

Mr. DUNN. It was under the advice of Mr. E. McLeod
that I returned Mr. Geo. F. Baird as member-elect by ac-
clamation. The said advice was both verbal and in writing.
I am not in a position to say exactly when it was given. It
was received by me prior to the time that the return was
sent and made.

Mr. THOMPSON. Are there any further questions to
be asked by the hon. gentlemen opposite?

Mr. WüLDON (St. John). I have no further question.
Mr. THOMPSON. An opportunityought to be given to

Mr. Dunn to make any statement, if ho has any statement
to make.

Mr. LANDRY. I would like to submit one question:
"IDid you on nomination day, before two o'clock in the after-
noon, advise Mr. King, or any one for him, to have alegally
appointed agent?

Mr. DAVIES. Same objection applies to that question
which was successfully raised by the Minister of Justice to
a question put by my hon. friend behind me. The facts are
all stated in the return.

more handed me the nomination papers of George G. King, of Chipman,
Queen's county, New Brunswick, merchant, accompanied by the sum
of $200."

That clearly mu-t have been betore two o'clock.
" On my calling the attention of Mr. Wetmore to the fact that no

election agent had been appointed by Kr. King, I was handed the ap-
pointment of John McLcan McLean as election agent for Kr King. At
two o'clock I granted a poll and announced the names of the candi-
dates."

It seems to me, in view of the argument of the Minister
of Justice, in reference to the motion of my hon. friend
from Hastings, that we have it there very clearly that the
nomination paper was put in, that the returning officer
called attention to the fact that no agent had been ap-
pointed, and that at two o'clock ho granted the poll. We
have the statement here of the superior evidence, according
to what the Prime Minister said, and now the hon. gentle-
man is asking for the inferior evidence.

Mr. THOMPSON. I should say, on re'ading the papers,
that the inference was what the hon. gentleman suggests.
The question is designed to ascertain the fact, so that it
should not be left to inference.

Mr. BURDETT. My question was to get an answer as to
facts, and not to leave it to inference.

Mr. THOMPSON. In that case the documents showed
the fact without leaving any inference at all.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). So it is in this case.
Motion agreed to.

Mr. DUNN. On nomination day, before 3 o'clock in the
afternoon, I did advise Mr. Wetmore to advise Mr. Kirg
to appoint an election agent, as I believed that Mr. King was
rendering himself at that time liable to the penalty of a mis-
demeanor by not appointing him, by not appointing one.

Mr. AMYOT. At what time?

Mr. DUNN. I êay it was before 2 o'clock.

Mr. LANDRY. I propose that this question be put to
the witness : " Did you know on nomination day that the
law requircd candidates to appoint agents and to notify you
of the fact before 2 o'clock, and did you then know or had
you considered the legal effect of the deposit being made by
anyone on behalf of the candidate outside of the regularly
appointed agent ? "

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the latter part of that
question is objectionable, because the hon. gentleman may
draw wholly different conclu-ions as to what the legal effect
of a certain act may be from the conclusions which I would
draw, or those which the witness might draw. The hon.
gentleman should confine himself to questions of fact. I
do not think the latter part of the question should be put.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It is not a question as to fact,
but it is a question as to the legal effect. It l assuming a
logal effeet, which is a mattor of law te ho discussed.

Mr. TUPPER He says in the return motion agreed t.
" On my calling the attention of Mr. Wetmore to the fact that no

election agent had been appointed by Mr. King, I was handed the Mr. DuNN. 1 knew on nomination day that the law re-
appointment of John McLeau MoLean as election agent for Mr. King." quired candidates o appoint agents and Vo notify me of the
That is not an answer to the present question. fact before 2 o'clock ; but I did not thon know that the non-

Mr. WELDON (St. John). He states that h. did call appointment of such an agent or the payment of a deposit
attention to the fact that no clection agent had been ap. by a person not an agent would have the effect I afterwards
pointed by Mr. King. judged it would have upon the nomination paper.

Mr. McOARTHY. That is oniy advising him. Mr. LANDRY. If there be no other questions to ask the
Mr. WELDON (St. John). The question has been put entleman, and if I am in order, I would move that Mr.

in the hands of the witness. [ find ho says: John R. Danu be discharged fron further attendane on
this House.

"On February 15th at 12 o'clock, I opened eourt for the nomination
of oandidatesu for the houe ef Commons of ganada. T. Medley Wot. MOtion AgrOOd t0,

,M.r. Bauvwa.
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IMPERIAL TRUSTS COMPANY.

lionse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 15) to
incorporate the Imperial Truste Company of Canada.-(Mir.
Denison.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 4,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). There are two points in this

Bill to which I desire to draw the attention of the Minister of
Justice. I doubt whether we have power to pass such a
Bill, which enables a company to exercise the functions
which this company might do, as trustees of estates in the
different Provinces, where the company might not be under
the control of the courts of the Provinces. For instance,
tbis company may have a head office in Toronto, and do
business in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, and yet b
beyond the control of the courts of those Provinces. It
seems to me the matter should be left to the Provincial
Legislatures to be dealt with. Then there is another
objection, that is, the propriety of incorporating a company
of this kind which really deals with local matters within
each Province, because there are very few matters which
are interprovincial, with the exception, perhaps, of a rail.
way or steamboat company which might have interprovin-
cial lines. There is nothing under this Act that I can sec
which would not be of a provincial or local nature. It
would be an unwise policy on the part of the Dominion to
prss a Bill giving a company of this nature powers overall
1hli different Provinces. That is a matter which should be
fuirly left to the different Legislatures to deal with.

Mr. THOMPSON. M y attention was turned to that
point and I came to the conclusion that the Bill was one
within the power of this Parliament to pass. My reason
for forming this opinion was this: The Bil is one to incor-
porate a company to do business in more than one Pro.
vince, in tact in all the Provincçs of Canada. It is true
that if the Bill is of that description, and the compary's
transactions are of that description, or if its operations
were confined to any one Province, it would not come
within our power to pass it; but inasmuch as the company
seck to do business in all the Provinces of Canada, it is
rot felt tbat ary PI ovincial Legislaturo c>uld pass it, and
therefore this Parliament alone can pass it. i think the
principle is clear-we have power to legislate over ail
thoFe matters which are not assigned exclusively to the
Local Legislatures. We have incorporated-and this obser-
vation I think wilI answer the hon. gentleman's questien,
both as to the constitutionality of the Billand the propriety
of passing it-we have passed two accident corporations of
precisely the sane character, and for prccisely the sane
purposes. The hon, gentleman will remember that
we have in almost innumerable cases incorporated
companies to do fire, life, marine and accident insu
rance business in the different Provinces of Canada,
and it is only because their operations are extended into
more than one Province that we can empower a company
to do business of that kind, which, after ail, is only aut bor.
ising them as a coinpany to cngage in privato contracts.
The point was raised in one case which the hon. gentleman
will remember, the case of Dobie, in the Privy CounciL It
was there decided that the question of territoriality, if I
may so call it, that is, the extent within which the company
was to operate, is te be one test of its constitutionality. I
take it, as I said at the outset, that inasmuch as this Bill
provides te incorporate a company to do business in more
than one Province ot Canada, it is one whieh this Parlia.
ment can pass. Of course I appreciate the weight of what
the hon. gentleman has said as to the propriety of creating
a comPanY to undertake the business of trustees in the differ-
Ont •I'iOf qf Canada, and the danger of doing so, in

view of the fact that the company may not have a bead
office, or even a principal agency, in the different Pro-
vinces of Canada. It is not exactly the time to con-
aider the propriety of a policy of that kind, when we
have already incorporated two companies who are now
actively engaged in that business, as I am informed; and if
we decide that we should not incorporate this company, we
are simply deciding that it is not wise to incorporate three
companies, but it bas been wise to incorporate two. If the
company acquire any right whatever under this Bill to
assume the office of trustee, of its own motion, and by ils
own authority, I certainly, as one member of Parliament,
would oppose it strenuously. But the company can only
exorcise the office of trustee, or executor, or adminis.
trator, on being appointed by a legal tribunal, it can only
be a trustee by the action of one of the superior courts in
each Province. It would b. for the court to consider
whether this company should be appointed a trustee or
administrator, in view of the tact that its head office may
not be within the Province, and in view, likewise, of the
fact that it may undertake that office, if appointed to it,
without giving any security. At the same time, it is well
to bear in mind the other provisions of the Bill, which are
in the nature of security, to those for whom the office is
undertaken as trustee, namoly, the provision as to the pay-
ment of capital stock, or investment of a trust fund, and the
supervision which the courts are empowered to exorcise
over it, from time to time.

Mr. WELDON. What two companies were incorporated ?
Mr. DENISON. The Union is one, which is for the

whole Dominion; and there is another one, which is aiso a
trust company, in Toronto.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not think the Minister is correctly
advised.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. I am. We found that Act, the
Union Act, was more carofully drawn than this, and we
extracted from it a number of clauses which we substituted
for the clauses in this Act. There are two Dominion
charters at the present time.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Notwithstandinig the position
taken by the Mmister of Justice that if the Act was Provin-
cial, it could notdo business over the whoIo Dominion, il seoms
to me that no matter where the company may be incor.
porated, from that moment it becomes a person in law, an
artificial person, it is true, but nevertheless, a person who
may do business in any part of the Dominion, in tact it
may do business anywhere throughout the world, wherever
it may be permitted to do so. Of course it may bo logis-
lated against in a Province, but it seems to me to be a very
extraordinary policy te incorporate a company with Prov-
incial objects to carry on busine-s over the entiro Dominion.
I know that rule is laid down in the case to which the hon.
gentleman bas referred, but it was cxceedingly questionablo
whether that was very fully argued, and whether, if il was
reconsidered, it would be followed. It is anomalous,
to siy the leat. We know that by the last clause of
Section '2 of the British North America Act everything
of a local or private nature belongs to the Provinces,
and those not of a private or local charactor belong to the
Dominion. But I do not see very well, if the Piovinces
were to adopt the policy in regard to questions within their
exclusive jurisdictions, how we could croate corporations te
exorcise authority wnîhin that jurisdiction. At all events
if it were don., it would be an extremely bad policy to
adopt, and yet that is pratically what we are doing bore. If
the rule is one that is tenable and can be maintained, the
whole functions of the Local Legislature might b. brought
within the jurisdiction of this Parliament by creatin cor-
porations to exercise powrs exoluuivoly veted in the ocal
Legislatures,
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Sir JOEN A. MACDONALD. The Local Legislaturescien

always prevent that.
Mr. DENISON. These points brought up by the hon.

member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) have already been con.
sidered in the committee, and passed upon; and when we
bear in mind the fact that a Bill on the same lines as this
Bill has been passed by this House, I do not think this
House will object to the present Bill.

Bill reported.
On motion for third reading,
Mr. DAVIES. I object, as I entertain some doubts with

respect to this Bill, and I desire to look into some of its
provisions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You must repeal the
other Act if yon do not pass thie Bill.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[IHT. I do not see how this
is any excuse for hasty legislation. There have beon many
cases in which acts of a very dubious character have passed
through committee, and we would now be very glad if they
had been more carefully considered.

SECOND READINGS.
Bill (No. 99) respecting the Ottawa and Gatineau Yalley

Railway Company.-(Ir. Wright.)
Bill (No. 109) respecting the Manitoba and North-

Western Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. Scarth.)
Bill (No. 106) to incorporate the Standard Printing and

Publishing Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)
Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourninent of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and flouse adjourned at 11:40 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TUEsDAY, 31st May, 1887.

The SPEAKcER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYEas.

NEW MEMBER INTRODUCED.

The following momber having taken the oath, and sub.
scribel the roll, took his seat:

GCORGE MOFFAT, Eq , member-elect for the county of Reatigouche-
introduced by Sir John A Macdonald and Mr. Bùtns.

FIRST IREADINGS.
Bill (No. 117) respecting the Western Counties Railway

Company. (Mr. Mills, Annapolis).
Bill (No 118) respecting the Guelph Junction Railway

Company. (Mr. lunes.)
Bill (No. 119) to confer certain powers ,upon the St.

Johns and Iberville Hydraulic and Manufacturing Company.
(Mr. Ooursol.)

Bill (No. 120) rospecting the New Brunswick Railway
Company. (.1r. Skinner.)

RULES RESPECTING PRIVATE BILLS.
Sir UE 3'TOR LANG EVIN movod :
That in accorda:ce with the recommendation of the Select Committee

on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines in their fifth report, aSpecial
Committee be appointed to assist Mr. Speaker in revising the rules
respecting Private Bills, in so far as they relate to the incorporatin of
and amendment of Acts incorporating railway companie3 ; the said
Committee to be composed of Mesurs. Kirkpatrick, Weidon (St. John),
Hall, Edgar, and the mover.

Motion agreed to.
Mr, MILLS (Bothwell.)

CANNED GOODS.

Mr. BOWELL, in the absence of Mr. CosTIGN, moved for
leave to introduce Bill (No. 121) to amend the Act respect-
ing canned goods. ie said: This Bill simply provides that
the word " soaked " bhall be legibly printed in sufficiently
large letters to be seen on packages of canned gools when
sold. The present law provides that ail packages of fruit
and vegetables that are canned shall bear the word " soaked "
upon them. It has been ascertainel that this word has
been placed upon packages in such smalt letters that it is
not observed by the purchaser, thereby imposing upon him
an inferior quality of goods, and this Bill simply provides
that the word "soaked " shall be printed in letters of at
least three-eighths of an inch in width and one half an
inch in heigLht.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firet time.

CONVEYANCE OF LIQUORS ON BOARD HER
MAJESTY'S SHIPS.

Mr. FOSTER moved for leave to introduce Bill (NZo. 122)
respecting the conveyance of liquors on board Her Mijesty's
ships in Canadian waters. He said: By an Act of the Brit-
ish Parliament, passed in 1853, for maintaining botter dis-
cipline on board Her Majesty's ships, it was provided by
section 12 that spirituous or fermented liquors were not to
be carried aboard such ships without the master's consent.
The substance of this Bill was communicated to the Cana-
dian Govornment last year, as also to the Governments of the
Colonio, with a request that similar logislation to section 12
of that Act should be embodied in the laws of the different
colonies and the laws of Canada; and it is in accordance
with that request that this Bil is introduced. It provides
that every person who, without the previons consent of the
chief officer, conveys spirituous or fermented liquors on
board Her Majesty's ships, or who sells or gives such liquors
to any person on board Her Majesty's ships, is guilty of a
misdomeanor and is liable, on summary conviction before
two justices of the peace, to a fine of $50 for each offence.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

C3UNTERFEIT AND IMITATION NOTES.

Mr. TIIOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
123) respec ting the defacing of counterfeit notes and the use
of imitations of notes. fie said: The provision of the first
section is that any person having the receipt or disburse-
ment of public money, receiving a counterfeit note, shall
have power to obliterate or deface it. The second section
makes it penal to make or circulate any imitation of a
bank note.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

QUEEN'S COUNTY, N.B, ELEOTION.

Mr. WEL DON (St. John). Bafore the Orders of the
Day are callod, I rise to make a motion with respect to the
Queen's County election return. Yesterday the returning
officer in that election was examiaed at the Bar of this
House. Although he stated that he had acted on the advice
of counsel, I think it must be cesr to every member of this
House that he committed a gross violation of the law.
While the law was clear and plain that he should return
the man who had the majority of votes, ho clearly did not
do so; and he also did what-even if he had the
right to exercise judioial powers, which I ques-
tion-no judge in the land has the power to do,
and that is, to reverse his own judgment. He
aceepted the nomination of the parties; h. had given
the receipt as required by law, as evidonoe of that faot; he
had doolred a pl, and appointed the deputy retrning
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offlmrs; he had distributed the ballots with the names o
lhe difreamt qandidates upon them. That poll was held or
tbe 2sd df Febraary, and when he reoeived the rturni
f thàe different deputy returning offlners, after summiing
up the *otes and discovering that Mr. King had a majrity
ie thef, as I say, in violation of the law-in fraud of thE

law-returned the man who was the minority candidate
On this matter I do not intend to address the House at any
length, because the subject bas already been pretty wel
debatPd. But we are now in this position, that the time re
quired by the Election law for the fiting of a petition has
gone by. I may say that Mr. King feels that he has
been deeply aggrieved, and that after the strife and trouble
of a contest, he should not b3 subjicted to the expense and
inconvenience of another contest in the courts of law, which
it would be *Iurest impossible for him to attend to.

ie feels that if this Huse is powerless to cor-
rect the wrong which has been done to the rights
and liberties of the electors of Queen's, it is not
incumbent upon him as an individual to spond bis time and
money in e»doavoring to vindicate those rights and liberties
which ho believes it was the bounden daty of this House to
do. We stand in this position, as appears from the exam-
ination of the returning officer yesterday, that the individual
whom ho returned, and who sits in this House representing
the county of Queen's, was the minority candidate, and
a person who was not by law entitled to be returned. I
say that was a frgud perpetrated upon the people, and if,
with ail the advantages which our election system is sup-
posed to rossess, su<h a wrong and violation of the law is
allowed to be perpetrated, and this House is powerle s to
afford a remedy, thon we had botter return to the old system
altogether. That Mr. Dunn has violated the law is perfectly
clear; that ho was the nominee of Mr. Baird whom ho has
roturned, is also clear; and I think, so far a, Mr. Curroy is
concerned, the counsel and election agent of Mr. Baird, wo
can show that to a certain extent ho was in communication
with Mr. Dunn. In his examination yesterday the return-
ing officer stated that ho had had no communication with
that gentleman, that he had not obtained lis law books,
and that ho had not stated so on declaration day. Now, I
find, in the report of the proceedings held on declaration day,
that, at the conclusion, after ho had changed his mind --

Mr. FOSTER. What are you reading from ?
Mr. WELDON (St. John). I am reading from a report in

the Dailv Telegraph of the 7th of March of what took place
in Queen's, by a reporter specially sent there. It sys :

"Aftpr this there was an attempt to raise three cheers fo • the return-
ing officer, at which honest men turned away, and then the fan ,began.
OomIpliments flew aroind in an uncomplimentary manner, anj John R.
Dunn waa the brunt of the attacking party. It grew s bot at last that
h. rose and ssil ho had'actf*d ftccordi-ng to bis conviction

" Mr. T. N. W-rcuns Mr Dann told me-only thee days ago that he
Could not decide against Mr. King on the point in question in the nomi-
nation paper.

"air Kîn. Mr. Dunn made a remark of a similar nature to me later
than ihat.

" r. DUNM. I, like every other man, am subject to a change of
opinion. fdid tell Mr. Wetçnore whathe has said that I told bim, but
since that time, through the kiudae$s of Mr L A. Ourrey, [ haey b. en
able to look at some of bis law books and have been le I to ehange my
opinAon. I have doue wbat I tbink ii righbt and I will stand by it.

f àKr. KING. 1 would ask yon, gntlemen, not to argue this matter
further now. 15 will be argued elsewhere.

"The crord dispersed, and it was noticeable from the general tone of
the convesstion di the streets and in the hotel, that Mr King had the
vari, sympathy of*very honeat conservative and every Liberal pre-
sent?,

I read thatbecause I know that while an attempt was made to
impugn the veracity of that statement, it was subsequent ly
admt ted by porson- there presert, who were friendly to Mr.
Baird and Mr. Dunn, to be a correct statement of what took
Place en that eecasion. Now, it appears also thatam order
Ws made by ove of the jalges of the Supreme Court which
did wot «aU Kn Mr. Dan to show onse in *ey abape or

r form, but whieh was aimply a rule niti obtained to requie
i the judge of the county court, Kr. Medley Wetmore and

Mr. King, to show eau!e wiy a writ of prohibition should
not issue, in the meantime all proceedinge being stayed. In
tbat writ Mr. Dunn was net mentiene-1 at ti,and while I
am not iere to argue whether that rule nisi abould have
been issued, or whether the Supreme Court had any Juris.
diction at all, I do eontend that Mr. Dann sheltered

l himself behind it to refase to comply with the explicit
- direction of the Election Act, to return the ballot papers to
i the judge of the county court for a recoant, and at the
i same time to make a return to the Olerk of the Crown in

Chancery. IIe did make a return, but not the return re.
quired by law. Ho sitmply sent a certificate of the return
of one of the candidates, stating that the other candidate
was not duly nominated. Yesterday, I asked Mr. Duann
how he came to obey that rule nisi, whother it was not in
consequence of a statement made by Kr. Currey, as to
what the judge told him at the trial. Now, I Î14d in the
Telegraph of the 12th of March a report of the proceedings
before Judge Steadman, as follows:-

"It was then pointed out to the court by the counsel that the rule
niai was a matter between the Supreme Court and Judge 8teadman,
with which Mr. Dunn was not concerned or was his name even men-
tioned in it, and Judge Steadman was requeated to intimts teo àr.
Du n his opinion that Judge Tuck bas no jurisdiction In the matter.
Judge Steaman then said that suo ws his opinion and clearly mani-
fested by bis being there ready te preeed.

" gr. Dunn then said that when Wr. Ourrey serv3d him with the paper
he told him that Judgi Tuck had said to Ourrey to say to him, Dunn,
that ,ht paper was e qual toe a comnmand t pruce this statement and
ballots, aud lie, therefore, declined te produco tiem."

It is qute clear that the returning officer sheltered him;elf
ander that rule niai for the purpose of evading the na;uire-
monts of the law and the order of the judge of the county
court, and of committing a grose violation of the law. Now,
I say that every member of this House, no matter what
party ho belongs to, muet feel that this was a clear viola-
tion of a provision of the law, which did not require the
assistance of legal advisers to explain, but a clear and
plain statement that any man could read and understand.
I foel, Sir, strongly with regard to this election, as it took
place in the Province in which my own constituency is
situatcd ; but I feel further that this is a matter of moment
to every man who bas a seat on the floor of this fIouse. It
is a matter of consequence to every man who has a right to
exorcise bis franchise. It is the rigaht of every elector that
is now at stake, because, lot us airmit that the returning
officer may thus violate the law, and the privileges and
rights of the electors may be trampled on with impunity.
If the la v is so defective that this can go nnpunished, and
that a man who has not been elected to represent an elec-
toral district can still sit in this House for years to corne, [
trust that the Minister of Justice and the Government will
without delay bring in a Bill to remedy this state of affairs
and preventesnch ari outrage-for [ cannot characterise it by
any othbcr name-being perpetrated on the electore of any
e'oetorêl dist-icr. It is not merely the present but the
future we ame to 10Y'k to. I fin 1 in this matter, because
Mr. King was a Lib rd and %Ir. 9-vrd a Coiservativa, that
it is made a party question, but I fiad, au- I say iL
to the crolit of the press, that a great portion
of the prose which suppQrt the Governmont have denounced
th's proceeding in as strong terms as the press on the
Reform aide. That shows what the public opinion of a
country is. If that is the public opinion, as expressed by
the press of both sides, I think it is the bounden duty of
the flouse to give expression to public opinion, and teach
returning offleers and others connected with elections that
the law mus4 b. obeyed. When a man bas obtained his seat
by improper means, althongh ho had the majority of votes,
the law is olear as to the course to be purmued te ascertain
whether e las rightly obtained his .eat or »ot, Alter a
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ballot has been demanied, and a poll granted, and the
electors have cast their votes, the question as to whether
the candidate who has the majority of votes has the right
to the seat is not one for the returning officer to determine,
but is left to the tribunal specially authorised to deal with
it. The act of the returning officer in this case was
an invasion of the rights of the people. To show
the opinion of Parliament, I may refer to wbat passed
in 1873, when this Parliament legislated on that subject.
That legislation dealt with the only instance in which the
returniig officer bas special authority given him to ignore
the candidate who bas the majority of votes, viz.: that
where a man is a member of either branch of the Local
Le gislature, at the time he is nominated for the Gommons
and runs his election, and is disqualified by tho law of the
Province in which his elec'ion takes place, from sitting, on
that account, in the Dominion Parliament, the returning
officer shall ignore the vote given to him and return the
other candidate. That is a special law, and the fact that it
is a special law shows to my mind clearly that the views of
Parliament were that, without that special power being
given the returning officer in that special case, al though the
candidate was disqualified to be elucted and nominated by
virtue of an Act of the Local Legislature-without this
express provision of our Parliament the returning officer
would be bound to return him. I presume upon that prin-
ciple the Prince Edward Island case may be defended,
because the ground taken there was that Mr. Robert-
son had not ceased to be member of the Local Parlia-
ment of the Island and, therefore, was disqualified
to be elected for this House. So far as that case is
concerned, and it has been cited as an authority, it
was founded upon that very Act. I am not going to discuss
the question of deposit; all I will say is that even if the
nomination had been improperly made, it having been
acted upon by the returning officer, bis judicial powers
with regard to it had ceased, and the only tribunal to deal
with the matter was the tribunal created by this Parlia-
ment. When Mr. King, who was so nominated, had the
majority of votes, ho should have been returned. Therefore,
I consider this act of the returning officer, viewing it in
the position in which it stands, viewing the facts we have
before us, as one of the greatest encroachments upon the
liberties and rights of the people. -It is an encroachment,
wbieh, if allowed to go forward as a precedont, will imperil
the election of every man who offers himself as a candidate,
and, instead of being riturned by the voice of the poople,
it will only be by the whim, or caprice, or the villany-if
I may use an expression perhaps too strong-of the return-
ing officer, because the returning officer, blindly shutting
his eyes to the law, will seek to exorcise jurisdiction where
ho bas no right, and return the candidate with whom ho is
in sympathy, political or otherwise, or in whose favor ho
bas been influenced through eorrupt motives, and who is
by no means the choice of the people. I beg, therefore, to
move :

That the second report of the Select Oommittee on Privileges and Elec-
tions be not concurred in, but that it be resolved : That, in view or the
provisions of the Dominion Elections Ru4. Revised Statutes of Canada,
chap. sand the duties of a returningofficeràb therein defined, an d alsoin
view of the facts elicited on the examination of Mr. John R Dunn, the Re-
turning Officer of the Electoral District of the Oounty of Queen's, N. B.,
at the last election for the said district, and it appearisg that
nominations were received, a poll granted and held, and that a4i e
suxoming up of the votes Geo. G King had 1191 votes and Geo r. Baird
1130 votep, it was the duty of the said John R. Dunn, at the said election,
to have declared and returned Geo.G.King as the 'nember elected for the
taid electoral district

Sir JOHN A. MACD)NALD This is a very grave
matter, and it would have been well, althongh not obliga-
tory on the part of Lhe hon. gotleman, to have given
Lotice.

Kr. SPEXKER. I think the duty of the Speaker is to
notify the member whose seat is in jeopardy---

#r. WELDON (St. John).

Mr. MACKENZIE. But Mr. King is not here.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member for Queen's, N. B.,
may offer any explanations he has to offer on this motion
now ; and if ho has noue, ho will please withdraw from the
House.

Mr. BAIRD. I would take this opportunity of explain.
ing to the House-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise for the purpose of
suggesting this. This is a very grave question which has
been sprung upon the House without notice, and one has
not had the opportunity of considering the phraseology
even of the resolution now in your hands, and I should
thorefore desire that it should stand as a notice and b
brought up to-morrow.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I have no objection to that.

Sir JO RN A. MACDONALD. I move the adjournment
of the debate, and that it should stand on the paper.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). As the first Orderto-morrow.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a matter of privilege

and can be brought up at any moment.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned, to stand as the

first Order of the Day for to-morrow.

BANFF NATIONAL PARK BILL.

Mr. WEITE (Cardwell) moved that the House concur
in the amendments made by the Sonate to Bill (No. 16)
respecting the Banff National Park. He said: The
amendments are not of very great importance. The first
amendient is a change in the name of the park. Under
the Bill introduced here, it was called the Banff National
Park. The Sonate propose to call it the Rocky Mountains
Park of Canada. The second amendment has relation to
the power of making regulations for the preservation
or protection of game and fish, and the amondment is to add
after " fish," " and wild birds generally and." The third
amendment has relation to the imprisonment proposed to
be imposed for an infringement of the regulations. The
Bill as it left this House, provided for imprisonment of
three months. The amendment is that it shall not be moi
than three months. The fourth amondment bas relation to
the promulgation of the regulations. According to the
Bill, every regulation was to be published for four consecu.
tive weeks in the Canada Gazette, and the Sonate has
added: "and in any other manner provided by the Gover-
nor in Council." Then there are two new clauses inserted.
The first is as follows:-

"Nothing in this Act contained shall affect the obligations of the
Government, if any, ariuing out of the azquisition of the North West
Territories."

This bas reforence to a question which has been raised
whether the Hudson Bay Oompany have any right in that
section at ail or not. It being an open question, their
rights, if they have any, are simply preserved by this sec-
tion. The other clause is this:

" This Act may be cited as ths Rocky Mountains Park Act of 1887."

The title when the Bill left this House was : "An Act res-
pecting the Banff National Park." It is now a Bill: " reg-
pecting the Rocky Mountains Park of Canada."

Motion agreed to, and amendments conourred in.

SENATORIAL REPRESENTATION FOR THE N. W. T.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House
concur in the amendments made by the Sonate to Bill (No.
17) respecting the representation of the North-West Terri-
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tories in the Sonate of Canada. H said: The Sonate have
added certain provisions. One is this :

" No person shall be appointed a Senator under this Act unien he
pouesses the qualification provided for by section 23 of the British
North America Act of 1867; and for the purposes of this A et, the word
'Province,' wherever it is used, shall be eonsidered to mean the North.
West Territories."
This subject was introduced by the hon. member for Both.
well (Mr. Mille) hore. The Sonate consider that the ques.
tion of residence is not sufficiently specified. On looking
at the British North America Act, I find it declares that a
Senator shall be rosident in the Province lie reprosents, and
this is, in fact, to provide that the term 'Province ' shall in-
clude the North-.West Territories, so far as a Senator ooming
from that part of Canada iso oncerned.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I did not hear exactly what the
hon. gentleman said. Was there not something about the
qualification beyond the question of residence ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The proposed amend.
ment is :

" No person shall be appointed a Senator under this Act unless he
possesses the qualification provided for by section 23 of the British
North America Act of 1867; and for the purposes of this Act, the word
' Province,, wherever it is used, shall be considered to me»a the North-
West Territories."

We may not have the power in any way, but there is no
harm in stating it in the Act. I went a considerable way
in the direction of the argument of the hon, gentleman
opposite.

Motion agreed to, and amendments concurred in.

PENITENTIARY ACT AMENDMENTS.

Mr. THOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill
(No. 65) to amend the Penitentiary Act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentle.
man explain what ho desires to do ?

fr. T HONPSON. Perhaps the hon. member was not in
is place when I moved the resolutions on which the Bill

is founded. The object of the Bill is, in the first place, to
maire a definite provision for the salaries of the offldrs
composing the staff of the different penitentiaries. It is
found that that provision is, to some extent, made in the
existing Act, but that Act simply fixes the maximum of the
officers' salary. It is proposed in this Bill that ail the offi-
cers-as hon. members will see on referring to the chedule
--shall begin at a fixed minimum, and proceed, the superior
officers by increases of $50 a year, and the inferior
officers by increases of $80 a year, until they attain
the maximum. This will avoid the inoonvenience of
depending on uncertain circumstances as they occnr from
time to time. Then another branch of the Bill is intended
to make provision for the regulation of perquisites. As
I explained to the House in moving the resolutions, the
practice bas grown up of allowing the principal offleers
certain perquiEites, such as fuel, light, the keeping of a
horse or a cow, and a certain amount of convict labor. It
is intended still to continue the practice of allowing to all the
officers, in so far as it is possib'e, a house on the penitentiary
property, because there is a great advantage to the institu-
tion in having the officers close at hand. But it is proposed
to abolish ail other perquisites, except what are mentioned
in section 8, which is, that the house, and grounds and
gardons immediately attached to the houas, may be kept
in order by conviet labor. Ail other perquisites, uch as
the keeping of a horse and carriage, fuel, and light, are to
be abolished. Then there are regulations as to retiring
allowances and gratuities. There is no increase in the
gatuities which it is proposed to allow, except that the
Governor in Counoil is permitted a 4iscretion to increase
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the gratuitius of an ofciai who hua been injared in the
service of the institution.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman, I se , provides here,
by section 5, a retiring allowance to bepaid toan yparty
dependent upon the employé, equal to the salary which the
employé receives. I fnot tht a prettv wide departure from

. the rule recognised generally in the Civil Service?

Mr. THOMPSON. The hou member refers, [ think, to
section 6 instead of section 5. But the gratuity is not in
any case to excoed the amount of salary for two months
next preceding the date of retirement, or three months next
preceding that date.

Motion agreed to, Bill road the second time, and Rouée
resolved itseolf into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 4,
Mr. MULOOK. I would call the attention of the Minis-

ter of Justice to this provision for a gratuity on the bais of
the offlcer's salary. I would ask him whether that gratuity
is to be calculated on the salary which ho reuives at the
commencement of the terni, the middle of the term, or ut
what period? The Bill says that hoeis to receive a gratuity
of half a month's salary for the first five years, and of a
month's salary for each of the other years of service. Of
course his salary is a changing quantity. It is material to
provide whether it is to be on the basis of his highest salary,
namely, at the time of his retirement, or at nome other
period.

Mr. THOMPSON, The gratuity is now paid on the
salary which h receives at the time ho leaves the office.
This Bill provides that the gratuity or retiring allowance
may be calculated at the rate of balf a month'a salary for
each year of his service up to five years, and a month's
salary for each year of service in excess of five years. The
salary, it i true, will be obanging from time to time, but
after the five years the gratuity will be calculated on the
increased salary.

Mr. MULOCK. It is open to argument on the text of
the Bill on what the gratuity should be calculated. If it is
intended that ho is o be paid this gratuity, calculated on
the highest salary received at the time of hie retirement,
it ought to be made clear to him.

Mr. THOMPSON. We have no objection to make it so.
But the hon. member will mee by the schedule that before
the five years shall have elapsed ho will have obtained his
maximum.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the object of
introduciug the words : "or retiring allowance." If I
understand the object aright it je simply to give a gra-
tuity of so many montha' salary. I do not se. any objeot in
introducing the words "or retiring allowance," because it
is not intended to confer any pension.

Mr. THOMPSON. Gratuity and retirig allowanoe are
used as convertible terme, and in the Orders in Council both
terme are used.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I doire to enquire whether the
phraseology of sub-section 2, with respect to increases of
salary in the Department of the Kiniater of Justice, i the
same as that respecting salaries in the other Depart-
monts ; and, also, whether any more power is granted to
the Minister of Justice with respect to inoroses of salary
than is given to any other Miniter ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The Bill does not confer on the
Linister of Justiço ny larger powes th*a ar posmessed
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by the head of any other Department ; but I am not able
to say that the words in the Civil Service Act are precisely
the same, although the effect is the same.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGB.T. Who are entitled, un-
der the present rules, to receive a superannuation allow-
ance ?

Mr. THOMPSON. Only those officers appointed by
Order in Council.

Sir RICH ARD CART WRIG RT. How low does that go?

Mr. THOMPSON. The officers included are the warden,
deputy warden, surgeon and accountant. The chaplains are
mentioned as being appointed by Order in Council, but
they are not on the superannuation list.

Mr. DAVIES. Ie there any change in the salaries?

Mr. THOMPSON. The minimum is less than at presett,
the maximum is in some cases greater.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION.
Mr. CHAPLEAU movea second reading Bill (No. 54) to

amend "l The Chinese Immigration Act."
Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and House

resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. CHAPLEAU. As I havé already said in introducing

the Bill, this measure is practically a repetition of the Bill
which passed the House last year on the same subject, with
the exception of the first clause, which says that no duties
shall be payable urider this Act in respect of any woman of
Chinese origin who is the wife of a pëeson who is not of
Chinese origin, and who, for the purposes of this Act, shall
be of the same nationality as her husband. Another clause
provides for the passing of Chinese in transitu by railway
through the country. The next section provides for the
procuring a passport or certificate of leave for Chinese resi-
dents of British Columbia, who desire to visit their native
conntry, with the intention of returning within three
months. It is also provided that the person who presents a
fraudulent certificate shall be liable to a penalty, and that
one-fourth of the duties and penalties under the Act shall
be paid, after all costs, to the Provincial Government of
British Columbia.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman proposes
that the Chinese wife of a British subject shall not be
treated as a Chinese woman, but under bis pohicy, when a
Chinaman is married to a woman who is not of Chinese
origin they are both treated as being of Chinese origin.
The hon. gentleman bas made enquiry into these matters,
and he knows what statements are made with regard to the
morals of the Ohinese, and it would seem to me that this
was almost legislating in such a way as rather to militate
against the moi-als of those people.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I refer the hon. gentleman to tho
report of the Chinese Commission for any information on
that subject, but I may say that experience has shown that
Englishmen coming from China who are married to Chinese
women, were obhiged by the Customs officer to pay the duty
for thoir wives and children. It really strikes anyone that
the wife of a man who is a Christian and a British subject
should.not be subjected to that duty, for, according to a law
which is higher than ours, being married they are both one,
hnd they should be treated as one.
. Mr. DAVIES. As I understood the scope of the ques.
tion raised by the hon. member for B>thwell (Mr. Kills),i
it was whether it was not desirable, in the interests of moral.
ity, that married Chinese women should be admitted free |
6f this duty.

Mr. THDmÉsoN.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. As I understand the remarks of my
hon. friend, ho thinks it would probably encourage the im-
migration of married people among the Chinese if this
restriction were removed. Well, Mr. Chairman, I fear that
in that case there would be considerable diffleulty. As bas
already been stated, there was a politocal diffieulty felt in al.
lowing Chineso immigration into America, without certain
checks sud restrictions, and in the United States that has
been recognisel to an extent to which we do not feel dis.
posed to go in this country, but I do not think it would ho
wise at the present moment to prevent Chinese married
women from paying a duty in the same way as their lus-
bands do, and thus encourage, instead of preventing, Chinese
immigration.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is precisely the point
which I would bring under the hon. gentleman's attention,
because the hon. gentleman's regulations at present prac-
tically prohibit married mon from coming into the country,
because this prevents thom from bringing in their wives. I
think there are social grounds upon which that policy ought
not to be persisted in. If the hon. gentleman is disposed to
execlude Chinese immigration altogether, that is, of course,
a perfectly intelligible policy. If ho proposes to restrict the
immigration by imposing a tax on every male coming from
China, that is an intelligible policy; but when he proposes
to impose a tax indiscriminately on every Chinese man,
woman and child that comes into the country, he proposes
a policy which, I think, is not in the interest of publie
morality.

Mr. CEIAPLEAU. There is this inonvenience: when
a Christian or a British subject marries a Chinese woman,
proof of the marriage can be made which is satisfactory to
the authorities. But we know that by the customs pre-
vailing in China not one wife merely is aHlowed, but-several;
there the concubine is called the second wife; and when the
Pacific coast Province is complaining that Chinese immigra-
tion is already too great, and thatthe majority of the female
immigrants are such as should not be encouraged, it is easy
to see what abuses and difficulties would rosult if they were
allowed to come free into British Columbia on the pretence
of being married.

)Ir. DAVIES. That scems to be a fair ground of argu.
ment, and perhaps the lon. gentleman is right; but to one
who has nt had the same opportunity of studying the ques-
tion that he bas had, the very opposite resuit would appear
to follow from his policy. The people protest against the
introduction of the Chinese because a class of women who
are not desirable come; but the question my hon. friend
raises is whother, if yon adopt the more generous policy
and allow the botter class of Chinsmen to come with their
wives, the objections now naturally felt against Chinese
immigration would be materially lessened. I think the
subject is worthy of consideration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole policy of this
measure is to restrict the immigration of Chinese into
British Columbia and into Canada. On the whole, it is
considered not advantageous to the country that the
Chinese should cone and settle in Canada, producing a
mongrel race, and interfering very much with white labor
in Canada. That may be right, or it may be wrong; it
may be a prejudice or otherwise; but the.prejudice is uni-
versal. Whether it be in the United Stttes, in Australia
or in Canada, white labor and Chinese labor will never
work harmoniously together, and we shal bave the same
scenes in Canada, if that immigration is permitted, that we
have scen so lamentably exhibited in the United States..
The policy of the Act which now exists is to restrict
Chinese labor, and therefore any step which is contrary to
the principle of the measure, which reoeived the sanotion of
Parliament, I believe, would not be satisfactory to those por-
tions ofOanada where Chinese labor has been introduoed to
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any extent. I think my hon. friend the Secretary of State
has hit exactly on the objection to the admission of the
wives of Chinese immigrants. If that were allowed not a
single immigrant would come over without a wife, and the
immorality existing to a very great extent along the Pacifie
coast would be greatly aggravated in Canada. Under the
system of Chinese labor as it now exista, the Chinese come
over and make a little money and then go back. That is
the least objectionable form of Chinese labor; but I do not
think it would be to the advantage of Canada or any
other country occupied by Aryans for members of
the Mongolian race to become permanent inhabitants
of the country. I believe it would introduce a con-
flict between the working classes which would only re-
sult in evil. If there could be no other labor obtained than
Chinose labor, perhaps the argument of necossity or great
expediency. might prevail; but now there is not much diffi.
culty in getting white labor in any part of Canada, Under
these circumstances, to encourage Chinese labor would be
merely to prevent white labor settling in those portions of
the Dominion where Chinese labor was settled to any ex-
tent. As regards the clause for whieh this Bill was prin-
cipally introduced, to allow a Chinese woman married to a
British subjeet, and taking the nationality of her husband,
to enter free, that is obviously right. The law worked se
absurdly in the case of Mr. Moore, an English gentleman
of standing, who married a Chinese lady 20 years ago, that
when they arrived at Victoria ho was-obliged to pay 850 for
bis wife and $50 for each of bis children. Of course, in the
case of bis children, the money was refunded the moment the
matter was represented here, on the ground that the children
were British subjects, taking the rank and nationality of the
father; and there is no doubt they were not Chinese in the
meaning of the Act. But there was no means of remitting
the fine on the wife, who was a Chinese woman in every
respect; in the opinion of the Minister of Justice, there was
no remedy but to collect the fine. I think it would be a
great relaxation-a reversal, in fact. of the policy whieh
was approved of by Parliament for the restriction of Chinese
labor, to adopt the suggestion of hon. gentlemen opposite,
to remove the restriction as respects the wives of Chinese
men.

settlers. What does the hon. gentleman say, and what do
all those who object to Chinese immigration, say? They
say that the Chinese come to this country, enter into com.
petition with our laborers, spend nothing in the country,
acquire no real property, and, as soon as they earn enough
money, leave the country. That is the chief reason given
for excluding them. It is in the moral interest of the Chi-
nese, and of the community in which there are Chineso
rettlers, that we should allow Chinese women to come in,
that we should allow them to bring in their wives, and that
we should not impose a tax on the wife as we do on the hus-
band. By imposing such a tax we legislate against the
morals of the community. The hon. gentleman may say
no, but it is the fact. It would bo botter to double tho capi.
tation tax on the men than to persiat iu the policy laid down
in the Bill. If the hon. gentleman thinks there are too
many Chinese in the country, let him double the capitation
tax. I do not object to such a tax as will serve to excludo
the Chinese, but 1 say let the tax ho upon the Chinaman
and let the Chinaman's wife come in fro. You will thus as
effectually carry out the policy of excluding the Chineso as
at present, and, at the same time, you wili protect the rmorals
of the community in which Chinose come as settlrs.

Mr. CUAPL EAU. The hon. gentleman complains, and
I think without reason, that ho has been misropresonted.
He should remember that, as a question of principle, it is
understood Chinese immigration should be restricted; it is
upon that principle that all those who represent the country,
especially those who repr osent British Columbia, object to
having Chinese in Canada. That is the principle which has
induced us to impose restrictions on Chinese immigration
argounting nearly to prohibition. If you encourage tho
inerease of Chinese population in this country you go
against that principle, and the proposition of the hon, gen-
tleman woild have that effect. As a matter of fact, I eau
tell hon, gentlemen that if we were to allow Chinese wives,
as ho calls them, to com in, instead of morality we would
have groater immorality. This is known by alt those who
have studied the question. It has had that affect, as has
been, unfortunately, too well proved, in the United States.
Take away that restriction, and the worst population in
C~hinaL woul] b, broght to> our s [re t is badc enourh

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not intend to allow the for the people to have the Chinese hore at all, but the com-
lion. gentleman to misropresent my position. mercial interest of Canada and Eogland require that there

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no desire to mis- §hould not be actual prohibition. The nOcsities of the
reprosent it. times demand, also, that there should be Cinese labor in a

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Nevertheless, the hon. gentle. new coçtntry, but it would be not only imprulent but most
man's whole line of argument bas been in that direction. unfortunate if the barrier was opened to the extent the hon.
I said nothing about relaxation of the regulation proposed, gentleman proposes.
or of the policy on which the Government has entered. I Bill reported,- and read the third time, and passed.
said nothing about the desirability of having Chinese in this
country in competition with the labor of the ordinary white SICK AND DISTRESSED MARINERS.
settler. If there is any ground of complaint on that score
the hon. gentleman himself is answerable for it, for I be. Mr. FOSTER moved second reading of Bill (No. 76) to
lieve the hon. gentleman refused to allow Chinese labor to amond the Act respecting sick and distressed marinere.
be excluded from British Columbia, or to confine those en- Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time and House
gaged on public works, especially in connection with the resolved itself into Committee.
Canadian Pacifie Railway, to the employment of white
labor. The hon. gentleman has not proposed to exclude (Ln the Committee.)
the Chinese. Ho has not proposed to put such a capitation Mr. FOSTER. The object of this Bill is to remedy atax on them that would completely exclude then from the defect in the Revised Statutes. By Act 45 Vic., chap. 19,country. le permits them to come here under certain re- all fishing vossels were exempted from paying sick marinera
strictions. I do not think that this restriction, except in se duos. iy Act 47 Vie., that exemption was taken away asfar as it acta as a prohibition, ie of any advantage far as Canadian registered fishing vessels were concerned,
te the laboring classes. I apprehend, so far as British Act 45 was repealed when the revision wa4 concluded, and
Columbia is concerned, that the competition Of the that leaves the law at present in this position, that foreign
white and the Chinese labor there i just as active as it fishing vessels coming into Canadian ports are subject to thewas before the hon. gentleman imposel his restrictions, duty, so that the law is altered from what it stood before.
because there are several thousands of those people within This Bill is to replace the law in its former position, so thatthe limits of that Province. If you permit the Chinese to foreign fishing vessels will not be liable for tnp dues and willcorme here at all, you had be#er permit them to come ig a0 not participate in the beaefts.
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1fr. JONES. I suppose iBritish fishing vessels do not
Mr. JONES. I suppose British fishing vessels do not

contribute in the Umted States.

Mr. FOSTER. No.
Bill reported, and read third time and passed.

PROCEDURE IN CRIRINAL CASES.

Mr. THOMPSON moved second reading of Bill (No. 19)
to amend the law respecting procedure in criminal cases.

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

On section 1,
Mr. DAVIES.

(In the Committee.)

What change does this make in the exist-
ing law ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The object of the Bill is to make it
clear that there shall not be an appeal in criminal matters
to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. When I
introduced the Bill, I mentioned some of the circumstances
which led to its introduction. I think there is very good
reason to believe that, under the Statute as it now exists,
there is-no appeai to the Judicial Committee in such matters,
but there has been no determination of the committee that
such an appeal does not lie. I need hardly remind the
House that very great inconvenience in the administration
of the criminal law in a country like Canada .would result
from an appeal being held to lie to a tribunal so distant as
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. The result of
sach an appeal would be that a long delay would be made
necessary. There have been one or two decisions of the
Judicial Committee under btatutes somewhat like that in
force in Carada now, and in one of those cases the opinion
was expressed that the statute was itself sufficient to pre-
vent further appéal to Her Majesty in Council, notwith.
standing that there was no express mention of the preroga.
tive in the etatute, but simply an enactment that the decision
of the Court of Appeal for the colony was final. In the
case of Cuvilier vs. Aylwin, 2 Knapp's P. C. Cases, page
72, it was decided---

Mr. JILLS. That case has been overruled by the Judi.
chal Committee since.

Mr. THOMPSON. Not exactly overruled, but it was
stated, in a subsequent case, that it had not been fully con-
sidered. The only doubt that arises under the commente
which were made on that case ,is whether the statute we
now have is sufficient to cover the appeal or not. On a
recent case, when an appeal was taken to the Judicial Com-
mittee, the counsel on the part of the Crown were instructed
to raise this point, but the appeal was dismissed on its merits-
without that question being decided. There are, how-
ever, several cases in which members of the Judicial
Committee have expressed themselves very strongly against
such appeals being considered, in conseqdence of the incon.
venience which would result to the admipistration of crimi-
mal law. ln th case eof the Falkland Islands Company
vs. the Queen, Moore's P.C. Reports, Vol. 1, page 312,
Lord Kingsdown said :

" It may be assumed that the Queen hs authority, by virtue of Her
prerogative, to review the decisions of al colonial courts, whether the
proceedings he of a civil or criminal character, unlessi Her Majoaty Las
parted with such authority. But the inconvenience of entertaining
uch appeals in cases of a strictly criminal character is so great, the ob-

struction which it would offer tu the administration of justice in the
colonies l& s. obvious, that it is very rarely that applications te this
Board, similar to the present, have been attended with success."

That, of course, was in a case where it was clear that an
appeal would lie, but the Judicial Committee was reluctant
to entertain it, because of the inconvenience which would
arise from the intervention ofthe oommittee. In a later case,

Mr. F08M1L

Regina vs. Bertrand, Law Reports, P. (. cases, Vol. I, page
530, Chief Justice Coleridge said:

" In all cases, criminal as well as civil, arising in places from which
au appeal would lie, and where, either by the terme of a charter or
statute, the authority has not been parted with, it je the inherent prero-
gative right, and, on al proper occasions, the duty of the Queen in
Uouncil, to exercise an appellate juriediction, with a view not only to
ensure, so far as may be, the due administration of justice in the indi-
vidual csee, but aIso to preserve the due course of procedure generally.
The interest of the Crown, daly considered, is at leat se great in cri-
minal as in civil cases ; but the exercise of this prerogative is to be
regulated by a cousideration of circumstances sud consequences ; and
interference by Her Majesty In Council in criminal cases is likely in so
many instances to lead to mischief and inconvenience, that in them the
Urown will be very slow to entertain an appeal by ite officers on behalf
of itaelf, or by individuals, The instances of such appeals being enter-
tained are, therefore, very rare."

We have always contended for the principle that an appeal
does not lie from the judgment of the Supreme Court
of Canada, but there has been no dotermination of the mat-
ter by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, and I
think it should be settled.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The First Minister has cvi.
dently made a great deal of progress since the Suprerne
Court Act was under consideration in this House. The
hon. gentleman then, though the Act did not propose to
interfere with the Royal prerogative, nevertheless seemed
to think that we were going a very long way in takiug
away the right of appeal granted by our own legislation. I
can see verygreat rcason-for refusing to grant the right of
appeal in criminal casos to the Judicial Committe of the
Privy Council, and 1 conceive that, in the great majority of
cases, if it were proposed to apply to the Judicial Com-
mittee for leave to appeal, great inconvenience would arise
in the administration of criminal justice. That, howevor,
has been so rarely applied for, the right to make that
appeal has been so rarely sought, that no serious direct
inconvenience bas arisen in this country on account of the
prerogative right of appeal. The question is rather one for
the Imperial Government than for the Government of
Canada to consider, how far they would comply with the
hon. gentleman's proposal that the prerogative right to
grant an appeal which Her Majesty exercises through the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council shall be abolished.
Now, let me take a case of this sort. Supposing someone
in this country was tried for a criminal ofience which ren-
dered him liable to death, but which was connected with
the relations between the United Kingdom and the United
States. The Government which would be responsible for
the maintenance of peace between the United Kingdom and
the United States, might have very serions objection to per-
mit this country to legislate in such a way as to make it
impossible for the Imperial Government to protect its own
interests by interposing its sovereign authority. Now, if
the hon, gentleman succeeds in carrying this Bill thraugh
this House-and I admit that it is a very wide departure
from the views expressed by the First Minister a few
years ago-he may flnd himself brought, in this particular,
face to face with the Imperial Government. Tbey may
say that a party might be convicted in Canada of
treason, that the act might be one of which the American
Government would assume the responsibility, as the British
Government did in the case of McLeod, and that it would

.o in the interest of the sovereign authority of the United
Kingdom, that the Imperial Goverument should have power
to intervene and to prevent the law from being carried into
execution. Political feeling, or the state of the public mind
in this country, might be such as to make it impossible for
the Government to interpose by the exercise of the pre-
rogative of pardon, it might be such as that the effect would
be that the law would be carried into execution and serions
difficulties might arise between our own country and the
neighboring Republic. I mention this just to point out cases
when the maintenaneof the royal prerogative might be asab.
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stantial advantage. We have had so very few appeals from
the decisions of our courts in criminal matters, to the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, that it eau
scarcely be said to b. a practical question, or one of such a
character as to necessitate the interposition of Parliament.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I agree with the hon. member
for Bothwell that such cases may be very rare. But accord-
ing to this section, if the court in the first instance is unani-
mous, there is no appeli at all provided for, therefore the
party accused would be entirely without remedy, although
there is a royal prerogative. The effect of the section will
he to take away entirely the right of appeal. In the case
to which the Minister of Justice alluded, the court was
unanimous; but we find cases where the prerogative had
been exercised, and where the decision of the court was
reversed, even where there was no appeal. The case of the
Queen against Bertrand, in New South Wales, a very import-
ant point was raised on which the decision of the Privy
Council was entirely adverse to the decision of the Supreme
Court of that colony.

Mr. SKINNER. This section says that it shall apply to
Courts of Oyer and Terminer or Gaol Delivery. So far as
that wording is concerned, it would be applicable to the
Province of New Biunswick. Now, the County Courts in
New Brunswick are not, in the common law definition of
the term, either Courts of Oyer and Terminer, or of Gaol
Delivery, therefore they would not be comprehended within
that section. I think it would b botter to introduce two
or three words to cover the County Courts of New Bruns-
wick. I cannot speak with the same information with
reference to the other Maritime Provinces, but I can say
that, in so far as I understand this section, it would not
cover the County Courts of New Brunswick; and a very
large proportion of the criminal business in New Brunswick
is tried in the County Courts of that Province.

Mr. WELDON (St.John). Ithink the County Courts have
concurrent jurisdiction in criminal matters. A largo portion
of the criminal business is exercised by the County Courts.
The judge there has the same power as the judge of the
of the Court of Oyer and Terminer. To meet the suggestion
of my hou. colleague, I would propose to introduce the
woi ds "or before any other court of criminal jurisdiction."

Mr. TIIOMPSON. In order to meet the suggestion in
roggard to the County Court of New Brunswick, I propose to

,n e .d this section by making the words in the first line read
Lhus: "Any person who bas been convicted of an indictable
otfence, or whose conviction has been affirmed before any
Court of Oyer and Terminer." It applies now to any per-
son who has been-convicted, or whose conviction has been
affirmed.

Mr.WELDON (St. John). The judge has now the power of
reserving a case. Under the criminat law it is entirely in the
option of the judge who tries a party, whether there is a case
reserved or not. If he declines to reserve*the case the party
bas no appeal, or practically noue. It is, thorefore, within
the power of the judge who tries the case to exorcise a power
that is not correlative to any other power which ho ho!ds.
I may instance a case which occurred in New Brunswick.
A case was tried before the judge of the County C;urt and
objection was taken to the verdict. The case was argued
before him, and he refuse to ieserve it. Eventually it was
brought before the Supreme Court by writ of habeas corpus,
and the Supreme Court decided that the Cunty Court
judge was wrong. A very grave question was raised as to
whether the Supreme Court could do that in that way ; butj
the effect was that if there had not been that means of act-
ing the pairty might have been without resort. Some
modification should be made, because power is given to a(
single jndge who hears the case whether he will reserve1
the efe or Dot. il we do away with the royal prrogative

when the court below is unanimous, that would practically
take away the right of appeal. Although there are five
judges, two may form a court, and the more fact that the
judges below are unanimous does not necessarily imply
that the full bench is unanimous. *No doubt the Minister
of Justice has often succeeded in reversing unanimous
judgments in civil matters before the Supreme Court of
Canada. I do not see why the same rule sbould not apply
to criminal cases. Since the opening of the court there
have been very few criminal casas appealed, but it is in the
interest of justice that an appeal should be given, more
particularly as the royal prerogative is proposed to be
taken away by this Bill.

Mr. THOMPSON. As regards a general amendmont in
the direction indicated, I hardly like to deal with that mat-
ter in a Bill of this kind, although I think the suggestions of
the hon. member are worthy of attention. I thinir the true
way te consider this Bill is not with relation te appeals
given from the various tribunals of first instance in the
Provinces, but rather with a view to the proper conduct
of criminal justice, se that there shall be no appeal out of
the country to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Councih,
If the law is not sufficiently liberal at present, it can easily
be made so, either by amending the Criminal Procedure
Act or by the intervention of local statutes under which
the courts are organised. It is quite true that thejudges of
firt instance have the discretion te prevent an appeal by re-
fusing to state a case. I was not aware that in any Pro-
vince two jadges could fori a quorum of the court for
cases reserved. It is not so, I think, in any other Province
except the one mentioned by the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Weldon).

Mr. WEILDON (St. John). There is nothing in the con-
stitution of our Supreme Court that requires the majority of
the judges to be present. Two. judges can form a court as
weli as six.

Mr. TIIOMIPSON. I may mention a case which occurred
a year ago in the Province of British Coiumbia. . Ample
time had beon given for a full examination of the case by
the Supreme Court of the Province, and after a further stay
had been given in order that every opportunity might
be afforded, an appeal was asserted to the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council. If that appeal had boen
followed and allowod, wC should not have got rid of
it for something like a year or two. lu the meantime the
criminal law of the country would have been entirely par-
alysed in that particular case, and the execution of the law
eventually, after the lapse of so long a time, would appear
cruel, as public attention would have become disassociated
from the crime itself.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Thero is a marked contrast
between tho law here and in the neighboring Ropublic, for
across the border there are too many appeal. I quite
agree with the Mini3ter ot Justici that the appeal te the
Judic-ial Committee of the Privy Council might be done
away with, but when we undertake to take away the royal
prerogative the hon. gentleman should not leave it ontirely
to the tribunal of the first instance. As the law stands now,
and the hon. gentleman is changing the law, it provides
that there is no appeal to the Supreme Court where the
court below is unanimous. But there is al ways the right of
petition to the Judicial C0mmittee of the k'rivy Council.
The hon. gentleman proposes to tako that away. I would
suggest the striking ont of the provisions depriving the
right of appeal where the court below is unanimou.

Mr. THOMPSON. I cannot do more than promise to
carefully consider the hon. gentleman's suggestions. I
think we are doing no more than simply declaring what
bas always been oonsidred to be the Iaw, that the dciuion
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of the courts in Canada should be final, and removing doubts
in that regard.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

OXFORD JUNCOlON AND NEW GLASGOW BRANCII
INJERCOLJON[AL RAILWAY.

Mr. POPE moved second reading of Bill (No. 77) respect-
ing the Oxford Junction and New Glasgow Branch of the
Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. JONES. When this subject was under discussion on
a previous occasion, the hon. the Minister of Fina-ce made
an explanation with reference to the position the Govern-
ment had assumed in this matter. He stated on 6th May
the course which the Government intended to pursue and
the position which the company occupied in the matter.
Referring to the company who had undertaken the con-
struction of this road, the hon. gentleman said:

" This company proposed to carry ou a gr.,nd echeme of communica-
tion, intersecting Newfoundland They had already made a contréact
for a line across that island, and this was a portion oft ihe scheme for
which they were preparet to make a contract. They did make a con-
tract, and 1 must say, in justice to the company, that the mode in which
they experded some $2,W,000 or $300,0oo of their own money, shows
that they did it in good faith, and that they intended te complete the
line. Th contract enabled them to draw a subsidy of $3,200 per mile,
on the completion of every ten miles, but they have never drawn a dol-
lar on that subsidy, for, instead of building it in such a way as te
be able to avail themselves of the subsidy, they expended between
$300,009 and $300,00 of their own money-they say tIhe larger sum-
in such a way as not to entitie them to a dollar of the subsidy.
They failed in carrying out that great enterprise in which they were
engaged, they were unable te obtain the means of carrying it forward,
and theystoppedwork, leaving some $151,000 due to tOe sub-contractors,
which they owed to the men who furuished the labor, the food and the
materials which had gone into the line. Under these circumstances, the
Government of Canada, feeling that this work muet be completed at
sone time, as the Minister of Railways has said, that it was too import-
ant not teobe carried out, if it could n>t be carried out by the company-
and tbey were a long time in making the arrangements in France and
England, endeavoring to negotiate the bonds, and professing that they
would be able at an early date to carry te completion-my hon. friend
the Minister of Railways felt that it was right, as no portion of the
subsidy had been drawn, te ask the House te allow him te appropriate
8150,000 of the subEidy for the company te enable them to go on and pay
the contractors and carry on the work te completion."
The hon. gentleman gave that as an explanation of the
course adopted by the Governmont in paying the sub-con-
tractors. But there are words used. in this Bill which do
not appear to be quite in accordance with the statement
made by the hon. Minister of Finance. The Bill says:

I And whereas the company with whom an agreement was entered
'ntO, as aforesaid, for the construction of the said line of railway hav-
ing represented tbat they had expended a considerable sum of money

'in prosecuting the said work prior te failure in cirrying out the agree-
ment, it is desirable tOat they should b 3 reiimbutrse i sch sur, if any,
as they shall establish in c>urt that they are entktlei te for work doue,
or such aum as may be awarded by arbitrators and approved by the
Governor in Coune 1, subject to th deductioa hereinafter mentioned."

Now, that is an entire departure, as I read it, from the
grounds taken by the hon. Miister of Finance in his expla.
nations to the House on the occasion referred to. The
hon. gentleman then stated that the Government had taken
part of the subsidy to puy the contractors for the work
done on the road, a very proper appropriation of that
monoy, no doubt; but ho did not say that in making this a
Government work, they intended to ask ParIiament for
power to refund to the defunct company all the money
thoy hai exponded ii carrying ont the contract. I do not
wisi to be understo>d as opposing the appropriation for
this work. As I stated on a provions occasion, I aM very
glad tho G-.,vernmoent harve decidel to make that branch a
portion of the nteroolonial tailway, and have no doubt that
in time it will b as remunerative a portion of the Intercol-
onial Railway as any other. But the hon.gentlemau in the Bill
now asks this Huse for authority to pay the representa-
tives of tit company whatever m>aey they may have
exponded o the road. That id a point whieh I wih to

Mr. TzOxP&ON,

bring to the notice of the House. If the Government pro.-
pose to allow the company, who entered into an arrange-
ment with them, and who failed to carry ont their contract
in good faith, to establish such a claim on the Government,
it is entirely at variance-and I say it with all due respect -
with the principles on which all business or public under-
takings are carried on. When a company undertake a
contract with the Government or with a private individual,
and are not able to carry it out, the other party should not
be called upon to compensate them for any losses they have
incurred through an error of judgment or through not
understanoing their business. If those people had not
sufficient knowledge to carry on the work or sufficient
financial standing to negotiate their bonds or to procure
money for the completion of the work, [ do not think this
House should stop in and relieve them from a reoponsibility
which they voluntarily assumed. It is not in any sense to
threaten the passage of this Bill, but with the view of
protecting the interests of this country against- a foreign
company that I have ventured to bring this matter to the
notice of the House.

Sir CHJARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman, I think,
lost sight of the fact that certain expenditures having been
made under a charter which was granted by Parliament, in
order to acquire a right to take possession of this work and
make it a public work-which I am glad the hon. gentle-
man entirely approves of-it is necessary to provide that
there shall bo no infringement on any private rights that
exist. It is not admitted here that anything is duo to the
company. The hon. gentleman will find that the Bill pro-
vides that such sums, if any, as may be found by the House,
or may be docided by arbitration, shall be paid to the corn-
pany, Unless the company are able to point to a boná fide
claim they cannot receive anything under this Act; but, if
by a petition of right they are able to establish in the courts
a just claim to any sum, larger or smaller, of course it is
necessary to provide that thore shall be means of meeting
their claim. But the Bill doos not admit anything.

Mr. DAVIES. If this Bill passes there can be no possi-
ble doubt that the company will be entitled to receive the
payment of their claim. The preamble of the Bill expressly
rocites : that this company having represented that they
have exponded a considerabe sum of money in prosecuting
the said woi k prior to failure in carrying ont the agree-
ment, it is desirable that they should be reimbnrsed such
su ms.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Such sums, if any, as they
shall establish in court that they are entitled to.

Mr. DAVIES. No one presumes that you aee going to pay
them mor, than what they are entitled to. But this point is
beyond doubt, that no matter what they have expended,
whether it is $20,000 or $120,000, you are bound to pay them.
The principle that they are to be paid for the work done is
adiopted beyond peradventure by the Bill, and the amount
that they are to be paid is afterwards to ba asgessed by arbi-
trators. What I understood the hon. member for Hlalifax
(Mr. Jones) to say, was that the adoption of this principle to
pay thom money for a contract which they had faitei to carry
out was a principle at variance with the views the hon. Min.
ister of Financi had laid down in his speech; and I think it
is well for Parliament to unlerstan ithat whon they'adopt
the preamble of this Bill, thay bial themselves to paty this
company what they have expondel Vhether this $L00,00),
or 8200,000, or $50,000-it does not matter what it id.

Mr. POPE. No.

Mr. DAVIES. It is perfectly plain it cannot be other.
wise, because the proamble of the Bill recites, it is desirable
to reimburse them, whatever moneys they may have
expended, and the esoting part of thie Bii says, it saL ha
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lawful for the Minister to psy any atnùunt that may be
assessed by the arhitrators or the courts in the case of a,
petitien of right. In case the Minister expropt-iated any
private .property, they would have the right to have arbitra
tors assess the value of the property, and experience lias
shown they would be paid every dollar it c-sat them, with
50 per cent. additional beside erpense. That has been
pretty generally the case.

Mr. POPE. Pretty generally.
Mr. DAVIES. Whether it is right or not is another

question ; but we ought to understand clearly what we are'
doing, and we certainly are doing that.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman is entirely wrong.
They might have expended $.40,000 or $100,000, and their
proper ty be of no use to anybody. Would any court say
,we ahoùrd pay for that which is'cif no use to us.

Mr. JONFS. Why have you that clause then ?
Mr. POPE. We have not it there. All that any eourt

or arbitration could do would be to say that the value was
so much to us. It could not say because men expended
1500,000, we would have to pay it back to them.

Mr. DAVIES. I submit, with reference to the hon. gen-
tleman, that while that may be bis intention, he bas not
expressed it in the Bill. The preamble expressly recites
that it has been represented they have spent a considerable
sum in prosecuting the work, and it is desirable they should
be reimbursed such sum The property may be worth the
money or not, but what he has expressed in his preambleisq
the desire that they should be reimbursed whatever money
they bave expended in carrying on the work. ILthink the
hon. the Minister will find that it will be necessary, if his
intention is simply to' pay them what value the works are
to•the Government, that that should be declared in expli-
oit terms. I have no doubt that if he were sitting as an
arbitrator, under this Bill, he would feel himself bound to
award a sum, not represeoting the value of the work to the
Goverument, but representing the amount paid by this
company in building the road.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). The Bill, on ifs face, is not so
clear to the hon. gentlemen opposite as it is to hon. gentle-
Inen on the Treasury bendhes, but it would be clear to tbem-
if they underStood some of the facts relating to the position
of the company. The hon.gentlemeti who criticised a clau e
of the Bill, approacbed the subject with the impieusion that
4he Government is dealing too generously or desires todeal
too generously with the company, and that the company.
will be, under ibis clause, enabled to obtain an amount of
money that Parliameut should not give them in this fashion.
I may say that the case of the company ie at preseint
in litigation, and the courts, up to ibis day, bave
virtually decided that the company are entitled to not a
single dollar, riotwithstanding the fact, as stated by the
Minister of Finance in a recent speech, to which allusion bas,
been iade, that the company did expend several hundred
thousand dollars in the construction of part of this scheme.
I May explain that a Session or two ago this kous voted
S150,oo to relieve a certain clasa of ci editors of the com-
pany, such as laborers, &e., and the Government was author.
ised to acquire their rights. Now the rights of these credi-
tors were finally protected by mortgage granted by the
company, which mortgage was made legal and binding by
the Legislature of Nova Scotia ; and the Government, in
paying these claiis, have virtually becôme possessed of the
cormpany's rights in the whole road, and oJbtained the
benefit of their large expenditure for this sum of 8a150,tiOO
be thereabouts. now the company claims a much larger,
sam.

Mr. JONES. Of course.

.Mr. TUP P lR (Piou'). They hawe attaehed the mOrt.
gage, and the title cf the G>overument is in litigation.
The case bas been twice argued before the Supreme Cou-rt
in Nova Scotia, and on both occasions the company were
unable to make good théir position; so that the position:of
the Government as virtual owners, under assignment of
this mortgage, is at present strong. It would not be
right, I take it, that Parliament, when passing title
to the Government sihould legislate in such a way as
to prevent the company having any redress against the
Government, in case they had rights which were being in-
kerfered with by this Act of Parliament witho t compensa.
tion. Thie B4l isdrawn so as to meet the lit ation now in
the courts. They are attempting at present to estab ish a
claim, and to en: ble the Government, if theecompany estab-
lish a claim, which the Government deny they bave the
rig'ht to establish, to protect itself. In the eventof thec ase
going against the Crown, the Government would have to
come to Parliamenfand obtain authoiity to pay the claimn
no matter what action the louse maytake in reference to
ihe Bil. This B:11 provides to meet the case of this litiga-
tion going on in court, or to meet the case, should the com-
pany abandon this litigation, and say: Now we believe we
have a claim, which is perhaps more than we can establish
in a court of law, and we make the proposition that you
pay us a certain sum representing the value of the work we
have doue, which you are geing to use and which is going
to become part of the property of the Dominion of Canada.
Undor this Bill, I take it, it would be conceded that the
Minister of Railways would have the drawing of any refer-
ence to arbitration, sud the Minister would take.good care,
nnder this Bill, which does not bind him to go any arther,
to submit to those arbitrators that one question, not as to
the amount of money these men mayhave expended in con-
nection with that scheme, whetber wisely or unwisely-
some of which has been expended in New Brunswick, and
some in Newfouanland and elsewhere-on work that the
Government does not pretend to appropriate, but as to the
value to the Government of the work mppropriated. No hon.
gentleman on the other side will question that, under this
Bill. thut reforence could confine the arbitration to the as-
certaniog of the value of the property actually taken, over
and abWvo the amount already paid by the Dominion Gov-
ernuent for that property, viz.,$ 150,000. So that, I think,
it the bon. gentlemen understand the position in which the
case now is, they will sce this Bill is drawn so as to enable
the Goverument to come to a settlement with that company,
or, if unable to come to a settlement, if it is deemed wise
not to go on in the courte, but to leave the case to arbitra-
tion on that one point, there is no danger of the company
obtaining, by any provision here, any greater sum thin they
are fairly entitled to.

Mr. JONES. I think the argument of the hon. gentle.
mari would go to show how unwise it would be to passethis
Ac.t with that clause in it. He stated very corre2tly that
the poeition of the railway was now before the couit and
that statement was flsou made by the hon. Mirieterof Finance
in the speech to which I referred hofore. He said :

1 Therar*ète difficulties in the way. Whea the nioaey was paid, the
Governmreat took over a mortgage which ha. been given to the subècon-
tractors for the sum of $15o,0u. That mortgage tnrned out to.be not
a legally and duly exeeuted instrument. The company denied the right
of their agent toexecute it, and so important the Government of Nova
Scotia consider this road that at once a resolution was passed unani-
moubly by the A&Bembiy of thstt Province toe ejitie the Qovernament of
Cannda te seliunder the mortgage for the money which had been ex-
pended for labor to to the amount of $I50,00."

Now, it-wilile seen that the Government owned the road
already. I suppose they have not taken legal proceedinga,
but the Government are the owners of that road at the pre-
sent moment, gnd, as stated by the hon. member for Pictou
(tr. Tupper), the company were dissatisfied-naturally
they were; I 4m not surprised t that-and they went to
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the courts to get redress, to get a larger sum. The courts on
two occasions have decided against them, and now the Gov.
ernment come in and say, in the resolution before the
House, it is desirable they should be reimbursed that sum.
That is directly at variance with the agreement and with
the judgment of the court. and it appears to me to be
opening up a wide field for those gentlemen who are, I have
no doubt, prolific enough in reRources where money is con-
cerned to snch an extent as this, and who could make their
claim on the Government without such an additional inainu-
ation as is contained in this Bill, that, if their claim 1s
pressed against the Government, the Government have
power to settle it by arbitration, if it is established in prin.
ciple. I think it is a most pernicious principle to establish,
and it is against the principle which was announced by the
Minister of Finance. I have no doubt that it will lead to a
large expenditure of money, because we know when a claim
is put in by companies like this, they will not make it

-smaller because they are to submit it to arbitration.
Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). I want to explain more fully the

position of the case in the court. There is not, as hon.
gentlemen evidently have understood, a suit brought by the
company against the Government to ascertain what ameunt
is due tbem, nor 18 it brought by themn on any obligation
on the part of the Government, but, in connection with that
mortgage which was ratified and made valid by the Nova
Scotia Assembly, a sale was about to take place, and the
eompany went into the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia to
obtain an injunction. They obtained an interim injunction
to prevent that sale. The sale was prevented, and that has
been the sole question before the court up to date. The
judge in equity dissolved this injunction, and an appeal was
taken from that decision to the Supreme Court of Nova
Scotia, and the Supreme Court dismissed the appeal, so that
the company have failed to establish their right or to
establish the invalidity of that legislation passed in connec-
tion with the mortgage. It is not clear ibat they would
not be able to establish a claim in some form of proceeding
for some money over and above $150,000, and, as was stated
by the hon. the Minister of Finance lately, they claim that
they have spent a much larger amount of moncy on this
road.

Mr THOMPSON. The Government at present does not
own a foot of this road. The mortgage is not to the Gov.
ernment but to trusteps for the benefit of contractors to
whom the company owed various debts. The Government
have paid the debts of the company, taken an assignment
of those debts, and now stand in the position of the credi-
tors for whom the mortgage is taken. I understand that
there is no difference on either aide of the House as to the
principle of the Bill, that it is desirable to build this road
as a 'Government work and to pay the company for the
present value of the work, less the amonunt we have already
paid to its creditors ; and, if the Bill is not sufficiently
guarded in its terms to carry that out, that object can be
perfectly attended to in committee.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Six o'clock.
Mr. POPE. Let us take the second reading before six,

as there is no difference of opinion.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a great deal

of difference of opinion, as under the Bill you ropose to
take power to pay all the money they have expendcd. There
is a strong difference of opinion as to the preamble, which
I have just been reading over.

Mr. POPE. There is no such intention as that, and, if
there is any alteration to be made, we can make it in com-
mittee.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). We have been discussing it as
if we were in committee.

Mr. TUppma (Piç‡ou).

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEHT. No doubtwe have, and
it was desirable to do it. But that particular point is not
answered by the Minister, as to the expenditure to which
we may be committed in order to pay these people the
moneys which they have expended.

Mr. POPE. If the intention is not clear enough, we
oan make it clear enough in committeo. The intention is
that, if the courts so decide, w may be able to pay for the
present value what it may be worth to the Government,
about $ 150,000, and not more. If that is not clear enough,
we can make it clear.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker loft the Chair.

After Recess.
Mr. DAVIES. I think we are entitled to some further

information before this motion is carried. This Bill con.
tains several clauses, one of which authorises the Govern.
ment to expend $500,000 in constructing this branch of
road as a Government work, and I understand that that
clause 1s fairly based upon a resolution introduced by the
hon. gentleman in commitîce. But the Bill gees further.
How far I am unable to say; how far this House bas not yet
been informed. This Bill commits the House to an expen-
diture of an unknown and unascertained sum, in payment
of certain works which it is alleged a company, which
originally contracted to build the road, have spent upon it.
Now, I would like to understand two things from the
Minister: In the first place, whether the resolution on
which this Bill is based, authorises the introduction of a
Bill giving power to him to expend this sum, of money at
all ; and, secondly, I see that the resolution on which the
hon. gentleman ased his Bill declared that it is right to
expend $500,000 for the construction of this road. So far
the Bill is based properly upon the resolution, but I do not
understand the resolution, on which the Bill is based, author.
ises the expenditure of an unknown sum to acquire certain
works which it is alleged the original contracting company
built, and which the Government are taking power to
expropriate. Inasmuch as the Bill does not do that, it is
out of order, of course. But even supposing that that point
is got over, and that the Bill was in order, I think the very
least the Minister could do would be to inform the House to
what extent this country is to be committed by the passage
of this clause.

Mr. POPE. We did that on the resolution.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman did not do so. I

have looked over the report, and I have not seen any state-
ment from him whatever, or any approximation towards a
statement. If I understood one of the hon gentlemen who
spoke behind him to-day, they doubt if there is any money
due at all to this company-it may be a dollar, it may be
8500,000. The House is in perfect ignorance. I do not know,
it is utterly impossible for me to say, in the absence of infor.
mation, what the work is, whether it amounts to one
dollar or $500,000. I am sure there is not a member in the
House that knows; and the House is assenting to the prin-
ciple of a Bill which involves the expenditure of an unknown
sum. The resolution 'upon which the Bill was introduced
does not justify that clause being put in the Bill, and it has
never yet been assented to by Parliament.

Mr. T HOMPSON. The .Bill, I take it, only authorises
the expenditure of the money which was voted by the com-
mittee. There is already legislation provided in relation to
the subsidy, and the expenditure that is contemplated by-
the first section of the Bill, is to be made by the vote of a
subsidy. The third resolution, which proposes to carry on
the work, aut horised the expenditure of $500,000.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the Minister of Railways ought
to give us some information on this point I do not thin#
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the resolution is sufciently large to embrace this Bill in
its present form.

Mr. POPE. I think the resolution was broad enough to
cover the money I am asking from the House. I explained
to the House at the time, that the estimated cost of this road,
over and above the subsidies already granted, was about
$1,000,000. When we want more we shall corne to the
House, as we always do, and ask for it. Bat I think the
resolution covers all we are asking for now.

Mr. BLAKE. I think not. The resolution proposed that
a certain sum of money should be granted, haif a million, I
think, and the unexpended sum of a former subsidy for the
construction of a railway. That is the purpose. The Bill
proposes that an indefinite sum should be applied towards
the reimbursement or the purchase of certain work. There
has been no information in the committee as to the appli-
cation of any portion of the public money for that purpose;
there is, therefore, no proper foundation lor a disbursement
of public money for that purpose. One purpose for which
the committee authorised the disbursement of public money
was for the building of the road.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman is quite right. It waq
for the building of the road, and this is as much a part of
the building of the road as the rest of the work we have to
to do, and I think was covered by the resolution. I explained
at the time-

Mr. BLAKE4 No.
Mr. POPE. I explained at the time that we might have

to pay something, or we might have to pay nothing ; I
could not say. But if thore was anything that fairly belonged
to the company, I wanted authority by this Act to be able
to pay them.

Mr. BLAKE. I have no recollection of any such explana-
tion of the bon. gentleman, and I am quite convinced the
resolution does not cover any proposal to pay any private
individual one sixpence for money or work already done
upon that railway. I believe, in point of law, there is no
claim on the part of this company for one sixpence from
this Government, and every sixponce that is paid to the
company will be a gift. It may be a right thing to give
the money, it may be a wrong thing, but the question of
the moment is whether the resolution authorised that dis-
position of the public moneys. The hon. gentleman's ex-
planation, according to my recollee.tion of it, was confined
to the proposition that he was about to build and to pay for
building, not to buy and pay for buying, the works already
constructed.

Mr. THOMPSON. The resolution, I think, is pretty
explicit. It reads:

I Resolved, That it is expedient that the railway from Oxford to lew
Glasgow should be completed as a Government railway, and that, in
addition to an y unexpended balance of the sum of $224, 000 granted as
a subidy for t he construction of the said railway by the Act 45Lh Vic-
toria, chapter 14, there shall be granted to Her Majesty, fâr the said
purpose, out Of any unappropriated moneys forming part of the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund of Canada, a sum of five hun dred thousand dol-
lars.".

Mr. BLAK E. That is to complete the railway.
M&r. THOMPSON. Precisely, to complete the railway.

Now, as I explained before you left the Chair at six o'clock,
the Government at present, although some work has been
done in connection with this railway, own no part of it.
There is an outstanding mortgage to those who are trustees,
for the creditors, and it i3 anticipated that the mortgage in
which the Government are Interested, will be foreclosed,
and under that, in all probabilities, the work may be ac-
quired; or it may be that that mortgage being satisfied, or
released, or foreclosure being impossible, it may b. neces-
sary to expropriate the works of the company in order to
acquire the right of way for the railway.

se
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The resolution dou not oustain
the position taken by the Minister of Railways and the Min.
ister of Justice. The resolution says that it is expedient
that the railway from Oxford to New Glasgow should be
completed as a Government railway, and that, in addition
to any unexpended balance granted as subsidy by the Act
45 Victoria,chapter 14,there should b. granted out of any un-
ap propriated moneys of the Consolidated Fund,$500,000. This
is for the purpose of completing this particular undertaking
as a Government railway. So far from it being suggested
that any portion might be diverted for the purpose the hon.
gentleman has mentioned, the suggestion is that there is a
portion of the $224,000 unexpended, and it mi ght b. applied
to carrying forward the construction of the line and oom-
pleting the undertaking. If the hon. gentleman proposes
to apply the money to any other purpose, it should be stated
in the resolution, and it is not so statel. I khould like it to
be decided whether the Bill in its present fornm ean go be-
fore the committee.

Mr. THOMPSON. I contend that the resolution contains
very distinct language with respect to the appropriation of
the amounts named, and that it is impossible they can be
diverted to any other purpose.

Mfr. SPEAKER. I rule that the expenditure provided
for in the Bill is covered by the resolution, and if the hon.
gentleman desires to offer any objection it can be done much
better in Committee of the Whole, when a motion can be
made that the objectionable portion be struck ont of the
Bill. 1, therefore, see no objection to the Bill being read the
second time.

Bill read the second tUie.

SUPPLY-REVISION OF VOTERS' LISTS.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the Houe again
resolve itself in Committee of Supply.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Before you ]cave the Chair, Mr.
Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the House to the
following telegram, which, it is said in a newspaper I hold
in my hand, was received by the revising omcer of a county
in the Island of Prince Elward:

" Geo. D. Allen, revising officer for Queen's, has received the follow-
ing telegram: " OTTAwA, 26th May, 1887.
" To -- , revising officer for - county:

'' A measure will be submitted to Parliament concerning revision of
lista. Do not incur any expenditure, nor proceed with any work. Will
further instruct you later.

" J. A. OHAPLEAU,
"sBcratary of &Wa."

It seems to me that this telegram, if sent by a member of
the Government to the revising officers throughout the
country, is a gross violation of the law of the land. There
is no rule better settled since the days of Charles the Second
than that the Government have neither dispensing nor sus-
pending power. The Government in this case have under.
taken to instruct officers who are appointed for the purpose
of discharging certain duties mentioned in the law.
Whether the law was wise or unwise, it is a law that was
carried through Parliament and received the sanction of
the Crown, and it is the duty of those who are appointed
unier the law to act in accordance with its provisions and
to give effect to its provisions. If they are found to be
unwise and rot in the public interest, it is the duty of the
Government charged with the administration of public
affairs to submit to this House a measure amending that
particular statute. We find that the Government, instead
of undertaking to discharge that duty, instead of coming
down to this flouse with a measure to amend the law and
remedy any defect, have assumed to do what they have on
authority whatever to do, to instruct various importan$
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public officers throughout the country te set the law at
defiance, to disregard its provisions, and the Government
promised legislation upon the subject. I know that the
First Minister bas for some time assumed that this
House is bore for the purpose of merely registering hie
wishes, that he decides beforehand what shall and what shall
not be done; and so it may be that he, looking at the past,
might be justified in assuming that the law which is now
upon the Statute-book and which it is the duty of certain
officers te obey, will be repealed. But it would only
have been fair to his supporters in this House to have
recognised their right of independent jndgment and action,
and to have refrained from giving any such order until
the law now on the Statute-book was repealed. There
is no excuse for this conduct. It is not only a highly
improper proceeding in itself, but it is a proceeding alto.
gether unwarranted. There was no supreme necessity im.
posed on the Government in the direction in which they
have gone. Parliament bas been in session for six weeks.
The First Minister has no information he did not possess
before the flouse met. He knew what appropriations were
necessary for the votera' lists, to meet the claims of the
revising officers, their clerks and bailiffs, and the cost of
printing the voters' liste. All this information was in the
hands of the Government when the House met. If the hon.
gentleman thought it was unwise that this measure should
be continued upon the Statute-book, why did he net propose
its repeal, se that we might have had a Bill under consider-
ation, which Parliament could have dealt with before the
time came that the officers were called upon to discharge cer-
tain public duties. Instead of doing that, we have the action
taken which is reported in the newspaper; and I find the
notice was sent net merely to the revising officer in Prince
Edward Island, but I believe it was sent te revising officers
everywhere throughout the Dominion. We told the First
Minister when ho proposed the measure that it was one not
in the public interest. We pointed out the applianoes which
the House could command fer the purpose of preparing the
voters' liste, and we urged that this machinery was net such
as made it desirable that the policy which had worked
satisfactorily for eighteen years should be departed from.
We pointed out to the hon. gentleman that he would entail
very great inconvenience upon members of this louse and
upon candidates seeking election te this House; aise a very
serious expenditure upon the country and that the expense
was wholly unnecessary, and that even if the expense
resulted in the preparation of satisfactory voters' liste, it
would not have done more than had been accomplished by
the Provincial law. The hon. gentleman disregarded our re-
prosentations. He was so anxious te secure for his depen-
dents, his wards, the privilege of voting for representatives
te this flouse that he could net forego the opportunity on the
ove of the elections of making radical changes in the law.
Well, Sir, the hon, gentleman bas had an opportunity of
trying his experiment, and a trial of twelve months las net
resulted in a way so satisfactory to him or his supporteîb
that they feel like continuing te carry the law into effect.
But, Sir, the hon. gentleman, instead of coming down frankly
te the House at the opening of the Session and admitting
that ho had been mistaken, and that it was necessary that
the law should be repealed or amended, bas taken the very
extraordinary course of proposing to suspend the law, and
giving instructions to public officers te dieregard those
duties which the law bas imposed upon them, because he
proposes some time in the future te introduce a measure of
repeal. Now, we know that the hon. gentleman is net
likely to propose a measure which he does net think is in
bis own interest-and, when I say in his own interest I am
speaking of his interest as a public man, as the leader of a
party in this House. The hon. gentleman knows that
mny of those liste were defective, that serious complaints
were made with regard te the preparation of those voters'

Mr. MaItL (Bothwell).

list, and h has given instructions which show that he is
resolved to interfere with the operation of the law, and im-
pose upon the people of those constituencies where elections
are likely to take place, in consequence of the elections
being contested, an imperfect votera' list, and to deny the
people the opportunity of amending their liste. We know
that a large number of persons who are on the voters'
liste to-day are no longer even residente of the Province;
they reside abroad, and it is only by constantly amending
the voters' liste that we eau obtain a fair voters' list for the
purpose of holding an election. I venture to say that
there is scarcely a constituency in this Province where
twelve months will not make a change of ten per cent. in
the voters' list; and yet the hon. gentleman proposes not
only to continue those liste without any authority on the
part of Parliament, but he has assumed to instruct the
revising officers throughout the country that, instead of
proceeding with the work and undertaking to discharge
those duties which the law has imposed on them, they are
to disregard the law, because, forsooth, lie intends submit-
ting a measure to Parliament before Parliament rises. Now,
Sir, I say that is a most improper proceeding; it is one
which this House ought not to tolerate. But the Govern-
ment have gone on in acte of usurpation, step by step,
until they not only disregard the authority of Parliament
but set the law of the land itself at defiance.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. The objection which the
hon. gentleman takes is that the Government have aesumed
certain despotic powers, trusting to the factthat the House will
register the opinions of the Government or my own indivi-
dual opinion. Einc ille lachrymæ. Because the majority
of the flouse will not register the hon. gentleman's opinions,
therefore he gets up and makes this statement of grievances.
As I understand it, Mr. Speaker, the duties of the revising
officer do not commence yet; they do not commence until
the let of lune, and as yet, therefore, no harm has been
done. Now, I will not be drawn into a discussion pre-
maturely, nor will I think the House favor a discussion at
present on the merits of the Bill of my hon. friend the
Minister of Justice, with respect to the Franchise Act, The
hon. gentleman has made a partisan speech; he made an
attack upon that measure. Well, when that measure comes
up we will discuse it, and perhaps the House will agree that
it is a reasonable Bil; perhaps they w ill register the decree
which the hon. gentleman speaks of, or in other words will
express an opinion that it is a reasonable Bill. If that Bill
becomes law, there will be no revision of the votera'
liste in 1887. That Bill may be right or it may be wrong ;
the principle objected to by the hon. gentleman we will
diseuse when the Bill comes up, but if the House really
passes an Act declaring that there shall be no revision of
the voters' liste for 1887, don't you think it was a wise
precaution to state to the different revising officers to hold
their hands for a few days until we see whether that Bill
is passed or not. If it be pased all that the revising
officers would do in the meantime would just mean so much
money thrown away, and it was simply for the purpose of
saving that money that this was done. We said : If that
Bill is adopted all your action and aIl your expenses will
be so much waste, and therefore we ask you to hold your
hands. If the Bill is not adopted there is no time lost ;
there is plenty of time for the revising officers to perform
all the duties they are required to do under the Franchise
Act of 1885. It was simply a precautionary measure to
inform the revising officers that they need not go on
appointing their clerks and incurring all these expenees
umi they saw whether the Bill pased or not. T1hat is the
plain common sense of the matter.

Mr. BLAKSB. It may b., Sir, if the louse adopte the
views of the Government, as to the law which is now on the
Statute-book beine suspended for this year, that sme
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money will have been saved by the notice which, as now
acknowledged by the hon. gentleman, the Government has
caused to be issned to these offleers. It may be, I say, that
some money will be in that event saved, but I maintain
that a great constitutional prineiple will have been violated.
The law of the land imposes on these officers certain duties.
By an Act of Parliament tbey are called upon to discharge
those duties; they are made officers holding their appoint.
monts during good behavior, and they are required by the
law to do thus and so. But what the hon, gentleman says
is: We came to the conclusion late in the day-a few days
ago-on the 26th of May, that we would introduce a Bill,
and invite the Legislature to prevent the dischqrge of these
duties for this year ; and having come to that conclusion,
we took it upon our own authority to cause these officers
as far as an executive act can cause them, to disobey the
law. We told them to deflect their duty ; we said: Don'ti
incur an expense or proceed with any work ; don't proceed
with this work which under the law you are entitled to do-
this work which under the law you are bound to do-work
which the hon. gentleman says we, although an Act of Par-
liament has imposed that duty and given that power, we ex.
ecutivoly command you,we instruct you not todischarge these
duties, not to exorcise your powers; and ho concludes by
saying: we will further instruct you later, thus indicating
the contention on the part of the Executive Government of
this country that they had the right to instruct the revising
officers as to what they are to do, and what they are to for-
bear to do, instead of their being officers under the control
of Parliament and discharging the statutory duties which
are indicated by an Act to whieh Parliament has assented.
Now, Sir, the great act of Executive Government which
gave rise to the discussions-one of the main points upon
which the revolutionary system of the United Kingdom
turned, was an admirable executive act. No man can read
the Declaration of Indulgence of Charles II without agree-
ing in everything ho proposed to do by that Declaration of
Indulgence. No man can read it without being delighted
to see that the Executive was in advance of the Legislature
of the land at that instant, with reference to the principles
which ought to be applied as to the relation of the State or
the Parliament to religious questions. Ie doeclared in that
document, which in that respect was in advance of the
public opinion of the day, that experience had shown
that coercion by the State in religious matters was a
failure, and ought not to continue; and ho declared that
ho proposed to give a measure of tolieration to the
dissenting Protestants and a minor measure of toleration to
the Catholic subjects of hie realm. But although we all
agree to-day in the excellence of the principles which
Charles proposed to apply by executive action, we all agree
also, I trust, that his attempt to suspend the laws of the
land in order to give effect to those principles, however ex-
cellent, was an attempt which was dangerous and despotic.
And what I say is that my hon. friend was justified at this
time, before we go into Committee of Supply, in calling the
attention of the House to a grievance of the subject in this,
that the Executive Government has undertaken, of its own
volition and authority, to instruet statutory and parliamen-
tary officers not to discharge the duties or to exercise the
powers with which by the law of the land they are clothed.
So that, once again, 215 years after the event, you find an
attempt repeated to act by the executive in suspension of
the law of the land.

Motion agreed to, and flouse again resolved itself into
committee.

(In the Committee.)
Contingent expenses of High Çommissioner for

Canada in London............. ......... $2,000
Sir RICRAID CARTWIGHT. As it appears, aooaod-

ing to the statement made in the Uouo that we have noe

High Commissioner at present, I do not see the meaning of
applying for contingencies for him. If the office be as
necesary as is represented to us, it appears extraordinary
that for the time being it should be absolutely annihilated.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is for next year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you can dispense
with the High Commissioner for six months during the very
important period which we are now going through, there does
not appear to be any very sound reason why we should not
dispense with him altogether.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think we are entitled to some
further information with regard to this. The papers which
I moved for some time ago, with the view of enabling us
more intelligently to discuss matters relating to the office
of High Commissioner, and which the hon. First Minister
promised to bring down, are not yet laid on the Table of
the House. Therefore, in the absence of these papers, we
require some information. Now, I asked the hon. gentle.
man, when was it that the house occupied by the High
Commissioner and loaned to him by the country was elosed,
or whether it is closed, and if it is, who is in possession of
it ? ls it let to some one else, or ls it held on behalf of the
High Commissioner that is to be.

Sir CHARLES TU PPER. There is no doubt the House
is entitled to the fullest information on the subject. The
kouse has not been let. It is being taken care of in my
absenee, until I return to it, or until my successor returns
to it. I shall be very glad to give the hon. gentleman any
farther information in my power that he may desire.

Mr. MILLS. Is this money for the purpose of meeting
the expenses connected with taking care of that ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. For next year.
Mr, MILLS. I am glad to hear the hon. gentleman say

that the house is still in his care and under his supervision.
I suppose that he is responsible, and, therefore, it will be
well taken care of.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Quite so.
Mr. MILLS. It is the more important because it shows

that the hon, gentleman is, after all, receoiving an emolu.
ment which, I think, disqualifies him from sitting here.
The hon. gentleman laughs, but ho knows it is an emolu-
ment under the Crown; he knows it is regarded as a profit.
It is quite as much so as if ho were recoiving $10,000 a
year, and the hon. gentleman in giving this information,
which I admit ho has frankly given, has shown the House
that haeis not lagally qualified to sit here, and is liable to
the penalties imposed by law for every day he does sit bore.

Amount estimated to be reqaired for taxes and in-
surance for High Oommissioner's residence
including income tax..................... $1,200.

Mr. MILIS (Bothwell). This is another emolument.

Mr. MoMULLE!. Are we te
tax for tire current year ? The1
and certainly this tix should not
while he is in Canada.

be called on to pay this
hon. gentleman is here,
be collected in England

Sir CIHA.RLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will see
that this appropriation is for the coming year. If there
were no Righ Commissioner appointed, thr.e would be no
person to pay, and there would be no charge for income tax
on his salary.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Apart from every other ques.
tion, it seems to me thore is no more reason why the salary
of the High Commissioner, if we are entitled to appoint a
High- Commissioner,and if it is in the publie interest such
an ofâoar should. be appointed, should be taxed than the
salary of an ambsaador.
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Re should be regarded as stand-

ing in the same position. No Government in the world
would think of attempting to impose a tax on the salary of
an ambassador or foreign representative; and if we have so
far progressed as to be entitled to have a representative at
the Court of St. James, it is certainly only fair that ho should
be put in exactly the same position as the representative of
a foreign country. We should remonstrate against the im.
position of any tax upon the person of our Hiigh Commis-
sioner. He does not stand in the position of a simple con-
sul. He has certain ambassadorial functions to discharge-
so we were told, at all events, when the office was created-
and if he is not to enjoy immunity, if ho is to be liable to
the law of the country for any offence ho may commit, ho,
at ail events, ought not to be liable to a tax of this sort.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Is not that little speech
a waste of time ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. I am inclined to think it is
not a waste of time, if my bon. friend will allow me to dis-
agree with him. I entirely concur in the views enunciated
by the hon. member for Bothwell. My predecessor i aised
that question, and it was referred to the revenue board, and
I have myself paid the tax on the High Commissioner's
salary under protest, on the ground, well taken, that the
representative of the Dominion in London ought not to be
taxed, but that lis position should be regarded in this
respect, as it is in almost every other respect, as an ambas-
sadorial position. I can only say that 1, when I resume, as
I hope to be able to do at an early day, the discharge of the
duties of that office, intend to press that point as strongly
as I can on the attention of Her Majesty's Government.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the salary of the High Commis-
sioner is subject to income tax in England, it will be proper
for him to pay that amonnt out of his salary. ie receives
a salary of $10,000 a year, and the income tax on it should
be paid by him; otherwise our payment amounts to a
salary of 810,000, plus all the charges. If a civil service
employé's income were taxed, we would not supplement
the amount to his salary. It strikes me the same rule
ought to apply to this case.

Sir CHARLES TUPP.S.R. That would be extremely
unfair. It was not the intention of Parliament, when
Parliament fixed the salary at 810,000, that these charges
should be deducted. I am not there discharging the duties
of the office for myself but for the country. hupposing a
war ensued and the income tax were doubled or quadrupled,
would the hon. gentleman think it quite right that Canada
should receive the services of the party for whom they had
appropriated a certain salary, and deduct from that ealary
a very large charge for income tax, and £63 sterling is, 1
hold, a large tax on an income of $10,000. The contrary
is the view taken by the Government, and it is applied to
all the officials serving the Government in England. The
income tax on the salaries is uniformly paid by this Gov-
ernment.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This item should not pass. I do
not see why the people of England should tax our High
Commissioner $1,200 for his residing there. 1 shoild think
he would become a valuable citizen, and it is scarcely con-
sistent with British freedom to treat our High Commissioner
in this way, by imposing a tax of $1,200 on his salary. Our
Government tax the Chinese when they come here, but we
are surprised the British Government should tax our
High Commisioner $1,"00 a year, and our taxpayers are
surprised thut they t-hould be called upon to pay taxes on the
salary of a gentleman who gets 810,000 a year. There are
contingencies of $2,000. i make these remarks in no cap-
tions spuit or spirit of illWil to the gentleman who huas

"r, ill"s (Jjothwll)

occupied that position until lately. I think that, while he
consents to leave that high and dignified position in Britain
-the ambassador of this country in Great Britain-and to
return to Canada and accept a salary of 87,000 a year, it
will ho somewhat difficult for him to make the people of
this country believe that there are not some pickings here
to make up the difference. It seems so, as ho thinks it a hard-
ship for him to pay that tax, but I think there are some
hon. gentlemen on that side of the flouse who would be
willing to accept the position, and who would be able to fill
it with great ability and capacity, and who would be
willing to pay their taxes if the Goverument would send
thenf there. I have no doubt that some of them think
they could do it as well as the hon. gentleman
who occupies the position now. There is another
matter in regard to this. I find that the taxes were paid
for a year. The High Commissioner has baen hore for half
a year, so that this country has been short half a year on
account of these taxes. I should like to know if this is to
be recouped to the country. How is this to be ? Is the
money of the country to be frittered away in this manner?
I think, if we have a High Commissioner, hoeshould eithor
stay there all the time or stay bere all the time, so that we
should not be paying these taxes ali the time in advance.
I think some arrangement ought to be made so that we
should only pay three months in advance or six months in
advance, at all events, or something of that kind, and that
we should not be paying over and over again. There are
people in this country getting a dollar a day who are work-
ing as bard, perhaps not with as much ability, but as hard
as the High Commipsioner, and they have to pay their own
taxes. 1 feel that I would be an untrue representative of
the people of this country if I did not protest, in the most
solemn manner, against the payment of the taxes of a gen.
tleman who receives from this Hlouse $10,000 as salary and
pickirgs to the tune of $5,000 or $6,000 in addition; and I
say that, in view of the depression which is abroad and the
taxes on everything which the farmer and the la boring class
have to buy, this is an improper course to pursue, and the
gentleman who occupies that position-with ability, as no
doubt ho does-would make the matter come before us with
a botter grace if he struck that item out aitogether.

Mr. MITCHELL. I must say, while I very frequently
agree with my hon. friend in the motions ho makes in this
flouse, I do not agree with him in regard to this matter. I
cannot think that any one on this side seriously objecte to
the payment of these taxes. Possibly the object of these
remarks is to get information. I was not in the louse
when the discussion commenced, but I think that must be
the object. Everyone knows that the iigh Commissioner,
while in England, bas done yoeman service for this country.
I recollect an instance when ho went to Liverpool, and took
his coat off, and rolled his shirt sleeves up, and went in in a
professional way to save the cattle interests of this country,
and I think that Canada owed him a debt of gratitude in
that matter. Besides that, Canada is indebted for having at
present the beneficent Government presided over by the
right hon. gentleman, to the hon. member who bas occu-
pied the position of Hligh Commissioner and came out bore
to save the country from the rule of the unfortunate Grits.
Looking at the members on this side of the Bouse, I do not
think there is an hon. gentleman who will object to these
taxes being paid, for the High Commissioner has rerdered
good service to Canada abroad and at home.

Mr. JONES. I think the ground my hon. friend took
with reference to the services of the High Commissioror in
London might entitle that gentleman to our high approba-
tion, but the other ground, in reference to his having
returned to Canada to assist in reinstating the Goverument
which might not be in that position without hie services, is
a point on whioh we moay be allowd to difer. .Hwever,
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I did not rise to refer to that, but to say that, after the not increased the bQrthens of the country because, by the
experience which the hon. gentleman has had in that great exertions whieb I bave made in order to discharge
exalted position, I think be ought now to be able to form an the dtudes imposed upon me in connection with the minis-
opinion as to what the incidental expenses ot that position tonal duties and the duties of Iigh Commi@sioner, without
would amount to, and I think it would be much more digni- negleeting eitber more than was absolutely neoeeeary, 1
flied for us to put the saláry at that total sum, and so to have been enabled to save no tess than $14,000 silice 1 w85
avoid the discussion on the incidental expenses, on taxes charged with the performance of thoee duties.
and other small items of that kind. I would prefer to see Mr. M1LLS. The hou, gentleman, I think, las not
the amount placed at such a figure as to cover all the taken into consideration ail that hc bas saved. I might be
expenses, and then we would not have to go through such a disposed, and the committee might be disposed, to question
discussion as this. that ho las saved $14,000 in the way he las stated. But

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may explain for the infor- the hon, gentleman bas saved to tho country a very consid-
mation of the on gentleman who as drawn attention terable sum, both during the currnt year, and in one or two
the practical question of theseo tas thattinion former years, by being absent, and the large amount of sav-
relieve his anxiety and that of the poor farmers of this coun- gen n sn t been we the hon.
try as to their being particularly pressed for the payment tleman's savings reminds me very mucl of a boy's compo-
of any taxes for me. That hon. gentleman will be sition written in the high school, whore the boy said thut
glad to learn that since 1 was first charged with the pins had saved thousands of people's lives. "Mow," said
duties of High Commissioner for Canada in London, I the teacher, "is that possible?" IWhy, by net swallowing
have saved in salary to the people of this country $14,000; tem," answered the boy. And the hon. gentleman las
that the discharge of the ministerial duties which have saved to the country thousands of dollars, but 1 do not think
been imposed upon me, and the discharge at the same time it bas been in the way lie las stated. it las bean saved
of the duties of High Commissioner for Canada in London, because the hon, gentleman las not been in London for the
has resulted in there being drawn out of the Treasury of purpose of disoharging hie duties, and je net therefore draw-this country $14,000 at least less than would have been
drawn under ordinary circumstances, if I had not been
charged with these cduties, and the High-Commissioner for Poet Office and Finance Departments-CoDtingencieo
Canada had been continued in London. I will not say any. (computing interest)..................... $2,900
thing as to the manner in which I bave been enabled to Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are these sums paid,
diseharge those duties further than that my best efforts in addition te the regular salaries, te certain of these officers?
have been given on all occasions to doing all that I Because, if se, I think, as a mattor ofpractice, it weuld have
found it possible to do in the interests of Canada. been botter te have added the amnt te the salaries in those
And further I will say, as - the House knows, the Dopartments, than te have taken spccial votes. A good deal
salary was placed at $10,000 and an amount of 84,000 bas been said while the bon. gentleman las been away, and
was voted for contingencies in addition to tbat salary. a good deal bas been very properly said, as te the inexpedi-
My predecessor, who went to London and took a suitable ency of allowing men te draw twe distinct salaries from the
residenco, a residence such as the High Commissioner for public chest for diflerent species ef work; and aithengh the
Canada ought to occupy in London, found himself unable amounts are not very large, and the work je censiderable, 1
to live at that amount of 8 10,000 for salary and $4,000 for think it would have beeu botter te have added indirectly te
contingencies. He addressed a letter to my right hon. the Finance and lst Office charges, that ib te say, if you
friend to say that, unless the salary were increased, ho muet are paying double salaries.
give up the office. Tho Governiment doclinied te iricreaso SrCALSTPE.Teei nya nraeoo salary; r left the reaidence, which was a suitable 1in or a icae

teeridence forda fligt a Commistsioner te occupy, and wentwi
into private lodgings in London. 1 have n hesitatihn in Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. Itisnet4th incroase
eaying that 1 could have dcne tlie same, if, wlien I was am speaking o because that may be fairly accounted for
appointod te that office I lad censidered it properly dis. by the additional ameunt of work; there na ne doubt
charging my dnty to Canada. I ceuld have gene int larger amount f work in cmnsquencot the iercse of eo
private lodgings, and lived upon the sulary and contingen- pesits. I am speaking et0 the practice cf paying certain
cies. witbout any incenvnionce whatever. In tact, I could officers of the Finaneha and Post Office Departments thoir
have saved a considerable ameunt in conne'tien witb iL. 1 regular salaies, and thon te make them special allowances
did net think that it was the right thing te de under the bezidcs. I say 1 wuld prefer te se thee abnounts plaed
circumstances, and my riglt hon. friend and the Govern. againet the separate Departmonts in place et' putting thom
mont taving ceme to the conclusion that it was necessary sn anis particular way.
that the Higng Commissioner for Canada shtuld occupy a
suitable and apprepriate residence, directed me te select one, Sir CLIARLES TUPPER. This is fer epetifie services;, te,
wbich was purchased for the purpose; and the amount of pay officers f tho SaVindgs Bank and Pot Office and Finance
82,000 a year ont of the contingencies voted by ibis flouse for Departmýents engaged in balancing the interest, of dopositorb'
the High Commissioner, was deducted frtm my contingeni accotnts.
cieis and dharged for the rent ofthat lieuse. The liee is Sir IRICilARD CARTWRGIT. ar awar what it is
an appropriate ene. It iî well situated for the purpose, for. I a o nt objecting o much to the charge as to the
and Ipay or have 1 aïd, out of the appropriation cf 84i000 mode et putting it. If the hon gentleman ihas had time
for centingencios lormerly made, 8 2,000 a year for rent, and to examine tbe Auditor Genieral'e report, lio will observe
thero is net a farthing of taxes cliarged on that residenoe that there is an immense number et officers who receivo, BO
whicb je net paid by the owner of any fnrnished lieuse whe te spoak, two salaries, and it appears te me that practice is
rente it te another perben in ondon. Wherever a gootlet beable ted abuse.
man in bondon rente a furnished lieuse, the landiord pays Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will look into that point and
every farthing of the taxeso; se the Goveriment et Canada bring down a memorandtm.
whP are th ownea d Ff this Dptuse, and have cenarged me
82,000 a year for the rent of the leuse, naturally and prop. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In a l these m es,
Orly 1 "k, pay to taes. Ba m I bave aidt " b ee although I do not e the ames of teo ofthers, i takoe it
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for granted that practically they are receiving the ordinary
salary as officers in the Department. Now, that cannot
very well consist, as a rule, with their doing the full amount
of work for thoir salaries.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman will understand
that it is a special work which requires a particular class
of officers, and if you fix at an increased rate the salary of
a certain number of the offlers, who are expected to do
this service, it might be that when the period for this work
arrived, these men may not be at hand to do it, or may not
be available, and it is lefL to the Superintendents of the
SaviDgs Banks and the Post Office Departments to select
their best men when this work is required to be donc, and
pay them. Tbe question about paying for extra services is
beirg considered by the Government, and we are attempting
to diminish such payments as much as possible. But in
these two services, the Government Savings Banks, and the
Post Office Savings Banks, it is thought the services are
entirely exceptional, that they should be paid for as extra
work, and that the officer should have authority to select
his men when the period arrives for making this calculation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is not very conven-
ient to put these matters off to concurrence, because, when
concurrence arives, we may not have the information
before us. Moreovor, as the hon, gentleman knows, the
flouse is apt to be extremely impatient at concurrence,
and very often we do not care to dolay about trifling
matters, Now, I tbink we ought to have had information
about this, although I do not press the point, because there
is something in what the Postmaster General has said. It
may not be possible in this case, to add an official to each
of these Departments, which I would have recommended in
ordinary circumstances. i suppose these amounts are
made up twice a year ?

Mr. McLELAN. In the Post Office Savings Bank they
are made once a year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Under these circum-
stances it may not be possible to have a separate staff for
that, but my reason for calling attention to it was more
particularly this: That year afcer year we find a very con-
siderable number of our officers are getting into the habit
of having large sums paid them, that is to say, large sums

salaries of judges, &o., in the North-West Territory, and
in proportion as you increase the regular salaries, I should
have thought there would have been a reduction of this
vote for miscellaneous justice, out of which I think in
former times stipendiary magistrates were paid. My objec-
tien is to the sum, total for judicial expenditare, which
eppears large for so small a population.

. Mr. THOMPSON. The salaries were not included in
the $20,000; they were voted separately. Besides, the
hon. gentleman will find that this amount includes a large
sum for the maintenance of prisoners, the expenses of wit-
nesses and jury fees, amounting to 815,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe there is a
special vote of 85,000 for Prince Albert gaol. What is the
policy of the Government with respect to this matter?
Have they decided on erecting a number of gaols in the
North-West, or is the gaol at Prince AIbert to be the gaol
or penitentiary for the whole of that region'?

Mr. THOMPSON. One gaol has been erected at Regina,
and this at Prince Albert is the second gaol. Hitherto,
prisoners have bon confined in celis at the police barracks.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am aware that in a
country like the North-West, where the population is very
much scattered, it is not unreasonable that a considerable
expenditure should bc incurred. But when you come to
examine the different items and find the total of 86 1,500 for
judicial purposes, it appears an extravagant expenditure
for the population, and unhappily there does not appear to
be any great probability of an early reduction.

Supreme and Exchequer Courta of Canada..........$45,600

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the total
salary of the registrar ?

Mr. THOMPSON. $2,600.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much does he
receive in his capacity of editor of the reports.

Mr. THOMPSON. $100.

County Courts, N........... ...... 16,200

taking into account their original salaries, in the shape of Mr. J0N ES. The salaries of the County Court judges in
extra work. Now, that is liable to be vory much abused. the Province of New Brunswick are: one ai 83,000, five at

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 'that is being steadily re- 82,400; whereas in the Province of.Nova Setia the salariesb et the (ounty Court judges are only $2,400. The county judgc
duced. ln Halifax has a very large business te attend te, and 1 be-

Administration of Justice .............................. $64,000 lieve he deals with more cases than any other ceunty judge.
1, therefere, bring te the notice of the Government the posi-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. Miscellaneous justice, tien in whicls he stands. I believe representations were
including North-West Territories 820,000-1 sec later on made te the Goverament some trne ago with respect te in-
that we have added considerably to the expenditure for the creating his salary, as le is a very competent judge, and
North.West Territory. Is it necessary to have this vote of perferma a large ameunt of work. I cannot understand on
$ ,0,000 in addition to all the other votes we have for that what principle his salary is lus by 8600 than that of a sim-
purpose? Looking at the total population in tho North- ilar jadge in St. John.
West Territories, the sum total that we have voted for
judicial purposes there is very large indeed. Here are M oh HMS The salay of th outUt jadgc
60,000, $4,000, 820,000 and $2,500, ani I think some allow-
ances besides-nearly $50,000 for a population of 23,000 passed in relation te thc Halifax judge, and, therefore, ne
whites and some Indians. In addition to that there are additional amount las been placcd in the Estiratea. The
large expenditures for gaols, &c. This seemas a very con- hon, gentleman is aware that ail such matters are regulated
siderabie figure for judicial expenditures.- by statute. No doubt the resns given weme ample when

the increase of salary was given te the conty judge at St.
·Sir CHARLE 3 TIUPPER. The hon. gentleman will sec John. ounty judges in New Brunswick have a very large

that in this iten the only increases are four statutory crininal juriadiction, which je motthe case with Nova Scetia
increases of $50 and 85,000 for the maintenance of Prince ceuntyjudges. When the time arrives, and the Govemnument
Albert gaol. sec their way clear te increaing judicial salaries, I shah lie

Sir RICHARD CARTWBIGIIT. This amount of $20,000 Vary glad te seo an increase made in the salary given te
was voted at a time when we had a very small vote for the the oounîy jadgo at Haf among others.

8ir theHA Co oeTwauin. o
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Mr. MITCHELL. There was a very sufficient reason

giveT at the timne that this idcreased salary was given to the
county judges at St. John. The appointment made was
that of a very distinguished man, oue for whom the people
have very great regard, Hon. Charles Waters. He received
a larger sum bocause his duties were more onerous and his
position a more important one. I am satisfied the hon.
gentleman will not expect as high a salary for the County
Court judge at Halifax as for the county judge in the im-
portant commercial city of St. John.

Mr. JONES. After having brought this matter to the
notice of the Government I hope they will remove the
difficulty by placing the county judge for the city of Halifax
in the same position as the county judge at St. John. I
have in my possession some statistics of a number of cases
the former had before him during the last twelve months,
and I believe he fills the position with acceptance.

Mr. TUPPER (Picton). I desire to say a word with
regard to the disparity of salaries at different places. In
Quebec Vice-Admiralty Court, the registrar and marshal
receive t wice as much as the registrar and mai shal at the
Vice-Admiralty Courts in Halifax and St. John respectively.
A return was brought down some Sessions ago showing that
the amount of work was not at all in that proportion in the
different Vice-Admiralty Courts, and when several hon.
members brought the matter to the attention of the Govern-
ment, they were tolid that the attention of the Government
had been called to the desirability of passing legislation so
as to place those courts on some new basis ; and this ques-
tion of the salaries would be then taken up. I do not know
in what position those negotiations now are. I believe it
was stated at the time that there was some correspondence
between the Imperial Government and the Government of
Canada with regard to the jarisdiction of those courts. But
in whatever position the matter may be, it does seem unfair,
or at any rate irregular and anomalous, that these officers in
these different courtq, where the work is pretty mach the
same, should be paid such disproportionate salaries.

Mr. W ELDON (St, John). I agree with my hon. friend
from Pictou (Mr. Tapper) with regard to the salaries of
these judges, and I agree with him also with regard to the
other matter to which he bas referred. I hope the Minister
of Justice will do something towards giving a larger jaris-
diction to the Vice-Admiralty Courts -giving tbem, in fact,
the same jurisdiction as the High Court of Admiralty in
England. This increase of jarisdiction was nearly consum-
mated at one time, and if it had been carried ont it would
have been a great boon to the shipping inLerests of the
Maritime Provinces.

Mr. JONES. I think the hon. member for Picton (Mr
Tupper) might have gone further and drawn attention to
the fact that the juîdges, in Nova Scotia part-cularly, and in
New Brunswick, are not paii the same salaries that are
paid to ju3ges in similar positions in Ontario snd Quebec.
I have always contended that tho juidges from these smaller
Provinces were entitled to the same salaries as the jadges
of the larger Provinces, and so long as the preqent state
of things romains, the judges of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick are placed, if not in a position of inferiority,
certainly in a lower position than those of the larger Pro-
vinces. We have, I presume, equally eminent men on the
bench of those Provinces, their time is equally taken up
in the discharge of their daties, and I think their salaries
should be equalised with those of the judiciary in the other
Provinces.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I would like the Finance Min-
ister to explain the increase of $2,000 in the vote this year
for junior jadges.

Mr. THOMPSON. As regards the Vice-Adminalty Court
the inequality which has been brought to our notice by the
hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) is one of long stand.
ing. If I mistake not, it existed before the Union of the
Provinces, and was continued in consequence of the Vice-
Admiralty Courtjüdge of the Province of Quebea holding
no other office, while in the Lower Provinces they were
engaged in other judicial probeedinga. The inequality may
b. explained ia that way, although I admit it is not satis-
factorily explained. I think the ouly reason which can be
given for the subject not having been dealt with before is
our expectations that the control of the Vice-Admiralty
Court would begiven entirely to this Parliament by a measure
to be passed in the I mperial Parliament. A complote under-
standing was arrived ut on that subject more than eighteen
months ago between the two Governments, and the precise
form of the statute to be passed by the Imporial Parliament
was alseo agreed upon. I can only account for the delay in
passing it, considering the cordial go)d will of the Imperial
Governments, both present and past, by the extraordinary
pressure of business upon the Imperial Parliament. The
increase in the amount for salaries of Coaunty Court judges
in Ontario is owing to the fact that one additional judge has
been appointed in the county of Perth.

Mir. DAVIES. With regard to this matter of the salaries
paid to the judges, I would like to mention the fact that thé
judges of the Province of Prince Edward Island are singled
ont and paid salaries very mach smaller than judges per-
forming the same duties in any other part of the Dominion.
I think this is most unfair and unjust. The salary of the
Chief Justice of Prince Edward Idand is $4,000, and of the
assistant judges $3,000, while in the neighboring Provinces
of Ncw Brunswick and Nova Sceotia, the salary of the Chief
Justice is 85,000, and the salary of each of the puisne jadges
84,000. The salary of the Chief Justice of Manitoba is
$5,000, and of puisne judges *4,000. The Chief Justice of
British Columbia gets 85,820, and the puisnejudges 84,850.
It may not be fair to make a comparison between Prince
Edward Island and British Columbia, because the reason
given for the fact that the judges receive larger salaries in
British Columbia than they do in any of the other Prov-
inces, is that tho cost of living is understood to be so much
greater. But as betweon Prince Edward Island, and either
Nova S-otia or New Brunswick, I think every hon. gentle-
man will agree that is most unfair and unjust that such
a marked discrepancy should exist between the salaries
paid on the island and those psid in the adjoining
Provinces. The puisne judges in Prince Elward Isdand,
receive the same salaries as are paid to the Caunty
Court judge in the city of St. John. That is some-
thing which cannot be dofended on any possibo
groundq. The qualifications required of a judge in Prince
E Iward Island are juast as high as in the adji iing Provin-
ces ; the duties they have to discharge are equally onerous,
when yon consider the number of judges who are on the
bench in the other Province-; as compared with the island.
There are only three on the islarn'd as compared with seven
in Nova Seotia and six in New Brunwrick. I do think the
Minister of Justice should consider tinit question with a view
of equalising the salaries of our jadges with those of the
judges of other Provinces. It juet happens in the Province
from which I come that some of the distinguisbed gentle-
men who have sat on the bench there are mon of private
means and advanced in years, and by drawing on their pri-
vate means they manage to live very comfortably; b ut
no membor of the legal profession, unless incapacitated
by ill health, would leave anything like a good prac-
tice for $3,t00 a year; ho could not live upon it. ln
the salaries of Lieutenant Governors no such discrep ancy
exists. We pay the Lieutenant Governor of Prince Edward
Island the same salary, I think, as the Lieutenant Governor
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of Nova Scotia or New Brunswick, and why should such a
difference exist in the salaries of the judges ? It is utterly
indefensible, and I hope the matter will engage the attention
of the Minister of Justice. I believe he possesses some
knowledge of the personality of the judges of Prince
Edward Island, and I should like to hear trum him whether
he is prepared to defend the present system, or to recom-
mend that they should be put on an equality with the judges
of the other Provinces. This matter was brought to the
ntf<"ition of the Government by a memorial-which I
beliove was unanswirable-from the judges of the island
three years ago, !it tho time the hon. member for North
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) asked for a committee to consider
the salaries of the judges of the different Provin-es. He
nontended at that time, and I think with a great deal of

justice, that the salaries paid to the judges of Ontario were
too small, and not such as to obtain for the bench the best
talent at the bar. I do hope this matter will receive the
attention of the Government at an early day, and that some
endeavor will be made to put the judges of Prince Ed ward
Island on an equality with those of the other Provinces.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). Before this item is passed, I
wish to call the attention of the Government to a circum.
stance in the county I have the honor to represent. Last
year when the Franchise Bill was brought into operation,
it was thought necessary that a junior judge should be
appointed, so that he could act as revising officer. Before
his appointment, the Government asked the senior judge of
that cnunty whether hc wanted an assistant, and he reptied
that he did not, that he was quite competent to perform the
dutics of the position. He is a young man, in the prime of
life, and qite qualified to perform all those duties; but
when the Govornment made up their minds to put into
operation the Franchise Act, they took the precaution to
appoint a junior judge. Now, when the First Minister
proposes tosuspend the operation of that Act for a year at
least. and consoquently the services of the junior judge will
not be required, I think it would be only rigLht that he
should be dispensed with, and that the salary now paid to
him should be saved to the country. I eau assure you
there is no necessity whatever for a junior jadge for that
county, unless it may be as revising officer. And I may
say further ihat I do not think the Government could
possibly have made a more unsuitable appointment
than the one they made. The junior judge is a man of
65 or 70 years of age, and the senior judge is about 35 or
40. The proposition wa" i ecently made by a member of
the bar of Chatham, and a Conservative, that the members
of the bar should unite and pay this senior judge to take
the Division Court cases, and allow the junior judge to
retain bis salary and do nothing. It las been represented
to me by all the members of the bar there, that the cost to
the county and to litigants is largely increased by the
appointment of this junior judge. He is a man that every
member of the bar has admitted to be not at all qualified
for the position; and now the Government in proposing to
suspend the operation of the Franchise Act, are really pro.
posing to take away the ground on which the junior judge1
was appointed, and I think it would be only right and
proper that the country should save the large expense 1ow
entailed on the county by dispensing with his services.

Mr. THIOMPSON. Will the hon. member inform me
when the appointment was made ?

Mr.CAMPBELL (Kent). About a year ago.

Mr. THOMPSON. I will state for the hon. gentleman's1
information that no such letter as he refera to was ever re-i
ceived from the senior judge of his county ; nor since I havei
had the honor of filling the office I occupy, has any juniori
judge been appointed to any county in Ontario or anywhere,
else where any representation by any reli4ble authority has1

Mr. DÂvIEs.

been made that hie services were not required. In ail cases,
when appointments have been made, strong recommenda.
tions have come from the bar, and in nearly all cases from
the senior judge, of the necessity of appointing a junior.
But I will call the hon. gentleman's attentiou to the fact
that the appointment of junior judges in the Province of
Ontario is not by the exorcise of any arbitrary power on
the part of this Government. There i'- a sctitute of the
Province of Ontario which authorises us to appoint a junnr
judge in any county where the population reaches 40,000 ;
but instead of exeroising the full patronage whicb that stat-
ute gives us, we have passed an Order in Council stipulat-
ing that there shall be at lesst a population of 60,000 before
the aIppointment of a junior judge shall be made; and in the
particular-case he refors to, not only were there strong re-
presentations of the necessity of appointing a junior judge,
but we had 50 per cent. more population to be provided for
judicially that the statute of Ontario required. I have not
the pleasure of being personally acquainted with the person
who has been appointed ; but from the representations male
with regard to his standing in the profession I must differ from
the hn. gentleman as to his qualifications. From my own
knowtedge I can say that the hon. gentleman is not strictly
accurate in stating that the profession in his county have
unanimously agreed that he is not qualified for the position,
because I have had representations of a different kind from
them. My hon. friend from Prince Edward Island has ex-
pressed his strong wish to hear from me on the subject of
the judicial salaries in his own Province; but I am sorry
that I can say nothing that will be very gratifying to him
with regard to any increaso in judicial salaries this year.
I quite understand the inequalities he refers to. I can only
say that the inequality in the salaries of the judges in the
Vice-Admiralty Court is of very long standing. When our
predecessors in office undertook to deal with this subject
and to increase the salaries of thejudges, they continued the
inequality that existed between the salaries paid in the
larger Provinces and those paid in the smaller. I am not
prepared to say that I entirely concur in the wisdom or
fairness of the discrimination that was then made; but in
reply to the hon member for Prince Edward Island, I must
say that wh.le very strong and very just representations
have been made from various quarters in regard to judicial
salaries, and these representations have been strongly
pressed from the Province of Ontario, I am not able to
promise that this year, at any rate, any provision will be
made for an increase.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am a little surprised to hear the
statement of the Minister of Justice that no communication
emanated from Judge Bell in reference to the appointment
of a junior judge. I have the statement from the senior
judge himself that he told the Government he did not want
an assistant. It is a well known fact that he did not want
one, and he has told me since, on different occasions, he
would a great deal rather the Government had not appointed
a junior judge. So far as the members of the bar are
concerned, I am satisfied the Minister of Justice does not
know the feeling of the bar in the county of Kent. I am
satisfied that nine-tenths of the members of the bar there
are of opinion that the junior judge is not at ail fitted for
the position.

Mr. O'BRIEN. As this question of judges' salaries has
been raised, I wish to take the opportunity of expressing
the ( pinion, which, I believe, in Ontario, at any rate, is
shared in by all educated people, both within and outside
the profession, who give any thought to the subject, that
the salaries of the judges, as a rule, are not adequate to the
importance of -the duties they have to perform, and to the
class of men who are competent to perform them. I ara
sorry, therefore, to hear the hon. the Minister of Justice say
that the Government have made up their mindis that for this
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year, at any rate, this subject is not to be taken into consi-
deration. I think there is a general feeling in the country
that the character of the bench, both in the County Courts
and the Superior Courts, is certainly not improving, and I
believu the cause is felt generally to be that the present
salaries are too low to enable the Government to command
the services of the clas of mon whor the public at
large would like to see occupying those positions.
It is felt that the salaries of the judges are not at all in pro-
portion to the incomes made at the bar by the sort of men
we would like to have on the bench. If there is one thing
the country has always had reason to be proud of, it has
been the character and standing -of our judiciary, and no
worse economy can be practised than that which will have
the result of lowering the standard of our judiciary by not
giving our judges salaries adequate to their position and
duties. I take this opportunity of expressing this opinion,
not merely because it is my own, but because it is that of
all those who have given any thought to the subject.

Mr. MA RA. I wish to call the attention of the hon. the
Minister of Justice to the great dissatisfaction that exists in
British Columbia, but more particularly on the mainland, as
regards our courts. About seven years ago the Connty Court
work was thrown on our Supreme Court judges, with the
result that they could not take time to do the work of both
courts. I do not mean to infer that they have not performed
their duties honestly and faithfully, but there must be a
great deal of friction, delay and inconvenience whon both
Supreme and County Courts are called for the same day, so
that the County Court suitors have often to wait four and
five days until the Supreme Court business is finished before
their cases can be hoard. Another objection to the system.
is this, that at present we have five Supreme Court judges
and only one County Court judge. The five have to
be present in Victoria twice a year to attend the Court
of Appeal; and as one of the terms occurs in the middle
of the winter, the judges are tempted to remain there
the greater portion of that season. Take the present
winter for example. In the district of Yale I do not
think there will be a County Court for six months; and
the district of Kootenay may not have a County Court for
six or seven months. This is not a proper state of affairs.
The system either ought to bo changed, or we ought to get
more County Court judges. Take the districts of Yale and
Kootenay, which are very large districts. One judge can-
not do the work there, properly belonging to both County
and Supreme Courts, and, thorefore, those who would like to
take thoir cases into the County Court have not an opportu-
nity of doing so. If the Minister would give this his
attention, ho would possibly be able to get over the diffi-
culty, so far as Yale and Kootenay are concerned, at all
events, by appointing another county judge.

Mr. TIHOMPSON. I will give the best attention pos-
sible to this matter, and see if a remedy can be applied.

Kingston Penitentlary, ....... . ............... $111,185 30

Mr. THOMPSON. The Committee is aware that the
Government have asked Parliament to abolish tbe system of
perquisites in the varions penitentiaries. The officers already
appointed are exempt irom the operation of the Bill passed
to-day; it is not to affect their salaries prejudicially. At
the same time, I think the disposition of Parliament, as
ovinced by its ready acquiescence in that Bill, is in favor of
the abolition of the system of perquisites. I need hardly
eay that the system has gradually grown up into vory irre-
gular proportions, and it was feit by my predcesseor, and
has been likewise, from time to time, felt by myself that it
was exceedingly dosirable to abolish these perquisites.
Inasmuch as existing officers cannot be dealt with under
the terms of the Bil, I propose to ask Parliament to make

e3

provision in these estimates for the commutation of per-
quisites which are received by the various officers now in
the penitentiary, so that I will not- have to wait, for the
coming into operation of the Bill passed, until all the
existing offleers have resigned or been removed. That
would postpone to a very remote period the accomplishment
of the object we have in view, I think it la very desirable
to carry that out, both in regard to economy and in regard
to discipline. I placed in the hands of the hon. member
for West Durham (Mr. Blake) a few weeks ago, a statement
of what these perquisites were estimated to b. worth.
Taking up the vote for the Kingston penitentiary, the
warden has been in the receipt of a salary of $2,600. It is
proposed to increuse his salary to $3,000, but the additional
$400 is a commutation of the perquisites he now receives,
which consist of louse, fuel, light, and keep of horse and
cow. We propose to continue the use of the bouse on the
principle I mentioned this afternoon, but for the rest of the
perquisites we propose to make a commutation of $400.
I may say, for the further information of the committee,
that the officers who bave been accustomed to receive these
perquisites have rendered a statement of what, in their
estimation, their perquisites were worth, and some years
ago the practice existed of allowing an officer to base his
superannuation allowance, not merely on his salary, but
also on his house rent and other perquisites; and it
may be owing to a supposition on the part of those
officers that the enhancement of the value of these would
increase their superannuation allowance that the sums which
I will state to the committee have been estimated by them.
The estimate of the warden at Kingston of his perquisites
is 81,200 a year. That includes his louse rent. We pro-
pose to continue to him his house, and to allow him $400 as
a commutation of his other perquisites. Then, the deputy
warden has been estimated at 81,400. I propose to allow
him $100 in consideration of cutting off his fuel and light.
He has had no horse or cow. There is also an increase
estimated for in the allowance to the accountant. Hie
receives at present the maximum salary which can be
paid to an accountant. He as been a long time in the ser-
vice of the institution. He is said to be an exceedingly
valuable officer, and very diligent in the performance of his
duties; and, inasmuch as it is not proposed in the Bill
which I introduced to-day to givo him any augmentation of
his salary, I thought it only just, considering his long
service and the value he is said to be to the institution,
to propose an amount of $100 additional salary to shim
as au exceptional allowance, which is not to be per-
manent for the office. I think the salary of $1,000
in the Bill introduced to-day ought to be sufficient
as a maximum salary for an accountant, and this in-
crease is only asked for on account of long service and
efficiency. There is alseo an increase for the engineer, but
it is not an increase of the engineer's salary. The engineer
ias heretofore received two allowances, the regular salary

voted in the estimate for him as engineer, $750, and $550
which las been paid to him by the Minister of Public
Works as an officer of his Department, because the engineor,
as well as some of the other offleers of the penitentiaries,
who are immediately connected with the publie works, is
appointed on the nomination of the Minister of Public
Works. It has been considered desirable, and Ithink the com-
mittee will agree with me that it is desirable, that the salary
should be oombined in the vote, and that any officer of the
penitentiaries should hereafter receive only one salary,
which would appear in the estimate for the penitentiaries.
The same remark explains the increase in the salary of the
chief trade instructor. There is likewise an increase of
61,500 in the allowance for keepers. Representations
have been made of a very emphatic character, that an
increase in the staff of keepers and guards is absolutely
necesary. The warden represents that this isto [soma
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extent owing to the fact that heretofore between eighty and the public at large, or on the minds of the prisoners,
ninety of the prisoners have been employed at lock-making, which is a matter not altogether to be lost sight of.
and of course prisoners who are employed in indoor work can Mr. THOMPSON. The matter does occasionally come up,
be guarded with a less force than when they are engaged and it is generally brought to our notice by philanthropie
in outdoor work. He represents that, in view of the very persons who are surprised at the inequalily of the sentences
large prison population, and it being necessary to find which are reported in the press. Whenever such matters
employment for them out of doors, he cannot guard them are brought to my notice I take some care to investigate
with the present force. lu fact he bas asked for a consider- the causes, and enquire from the judges imposing the sen-
ably larger increase in the force than I have decided to give tences as to the reason for the severity exercised, or the
him. It is proposed to appoint three additional keepers. inequality, as compared with other convictions occurring at

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How does the hon. about the same time. It generally transpires that circum-
gentleman propose to employ these convicts ? As I under- stances have entered into the consideration of the judge
stand, the lock-making is discontinued. What are the con- imposing the sentence, which were not understood by tho
victs now employed about? To the best of my recollection persons reporting it to the press. Occasionally there
only about one hundred or so can find employment on the are circumstances connected with the case which give
farm. it an aggravated character, or mitigate the criminality,

Mr. THOMPSON. I had a report a few weeks ago from but occasionally there are circumstances outside of the
the warden in reply to a statement which appeared in the record which the judge has to consider, as, for instance, the
public press as to the non-employment of prisoners. I am record of the criminal, his previous convictions, the hope-
not now in a position to make a statement as to how they lesaness of a light penalty making a due impression on him ;
are being employed, but the warden assured me that and in many cases it has been found that sentences some-
every man was usefully employed in connection with the what severe, have been called for by the state of criminality
prison. He stated then-and that was at the beginning of of that particular kind, and its prevalence in a particular
the season-that he could find employment for them on the district; and occasionally in cases of that kind, the judges
farm, and that up to that time they had been employed. have intimated that the imposition of a heavy sentence has
There are two or three propositions under consideration with had a beneficial effect in deterring crime, and they have
regard to the uEeful employment of convicts which may not recommended that the sentence be subsequently reduced.
interfore with any industry which exists in Canada now. *I As far as possible al these cases are investigated, and I
cannot mention them now with any confidence, but I may recognise it to be my duty to investigate them when they
say that one ofthem is mat.making, at which industry con- are brought to my notice. I may mention in this connection
victs are very largely employed in the United Kingdom, that there exists not only this apparent inequality in
and some appliances are being imported now in order to see the sentences inposed by the same judges, but there
whetier an industry of that kind can be set on foot in our is a marked inequality between the sentences imposed
penitentiaries without causing any improper competition in the various Provinces. In the Maritime Provinces, for
without outside labor. example, it is nothing unusual to sec crime punished with

nearly double the severity that is employed in Ontario and
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I saw a report in the Quebec. On that subject I took occasion to mention to some

public press that it was under the consideration of the of the judges in the Maritime Provinces the practice of
Government to shorten the sentences of a considerable num- their colleagues on the bench in the larger Provinces, and
ber of these prisoners, if not the great majority of them, intimated that they might te punishing crime with greater
in this jubilee year. I should like to know if that report has severity. However it would be rash in me to state that
any foundation in fact. instances have come to my knowledge that will justify me

Mr. THOMPSON. The statement has no foundation in in saying that undue punishment is in any case awarded .
fact. I have endeavored to give the best consideration I think the inequality which the hon. member refers to, bas
possible to any representations which have been made on been repeatedly noticed in Great Britain, and investigation
behalf of prisoners, for commutation of sentences, but in is very commonly made by the Home Seeretary on com-
My opinion it is not proper that any general con- plaints of that kind, whether made in the press or in Parlia-
sideration should be given to the fact that this is the jubi. ment, and it is almost always found that circumstances
lee year in dealing with the criminal class. such as I have mentioned-the state of the crime in the

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not at all dis- neighborhood, the prevalence of that particular crime, the
posed to question the reasonableness of the bon. gentle. bad record of the prisoner, or aggravated circumstances
man's decision myself, but I desired to know what decision connected with the case, and which did not appear in the
the Government had arrived at on the matterà However, pres at all-have occasioned the inequality which was
I may take the opportunity of calling his attention, and somewhat startling.
aiso the attention of the House, to this fact, which, I pre. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a delicate subject,
sumo, bas come under the notice of a considerable number and I do not press it, although I suspect there is one con-
of members besides myself. There does appear to be an sideration which the hon. gentleman, properly, perhaps,
enormoue inequality in the sentences inflicted by the dif. did not allude to, and that is the varying temperament on
ferent judges for precisely similar offences committed, as the part of the trying judge. That has a good deal, in my
far as it is psible to learn, under precisely similar circum. poor opinion, to do with the different sentences. As I
stances. Ras that point been brought. under the attention understand the Minister of Justice, he does not propose to
of the Government? and does the Minister of Justice think employ in future any of these convicts in indoor work
that it is a mattor which should be taken into considera. except such work as may be considered to be domestic.
tion ? Of course, we all know that in certain phases there
is a very wide range, properly, in the punishment inflicted ; Mr. THOMPSON. That is all.
but I speak of the difference in the sentences infiicted by Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That would leave to
different judges. One judge would give a sentence of 14 the warden a large number of convicts to find employment
years-I bave known such cases, not unfrequently-where for. The hon, gentleman intimated just now that there was
another judge will be content with five or even three years; some scheme under consideration ; I would like to enquire
and it does appear to me that this extreme inequality must of him whether he las considered a scheme of employing
have a more or legs mischievous effect upon the minde of convicte, as they have been employed in other cases, in the
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construction of some sort of publie work in the vieinity of
the penitentiary. I am not speaking in the interests of the
good city of Kingston, I am speaking in the interests of
the convicts for whom it is very desirable to find employ-
mont, and it bas occurred to me that they might be usefully
employed in the vicinity of the penitentiary in some work
which could otherwise be undertaken, but on which, if you
have plenty of conviet labor at your disposal, and also
quarries and similar sources of material availabie, yon might
usefully employ them. '

Mr. THOMPSON. That is one of the projects that bas
been under consideration. A delegation came f-om the city
of Kingston about a montli ago to press for the omploy-
ment of conviot labor for the construction of a public work
in that city, but engagements connected with the Session
have prevented me from laying the matter before my col-
leagues.

St. Vincent de Paul .......... $82,339 51
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As the report connected

with this institution has not yet appeared, I would suggest
that this item be allowed to stand. It is impossible to dis.
cass St. Vincent de Paul intelbgently without the informa-
tion which was asked for and which was promised.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Could not that be done upon
concurrence ? The same latitude will be allowed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is inconvenient to
takeup an item of that kind now. The hon. gentleman is, per-
haps, not aware, having been absent from the country, that
there were grave irregularities connected with the adminis-
tration of St. Vincent de Paul, and they would be discussed
in a more or less imperfect manner if the item goes on now.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. I am sorry those papers have not been
brought down. They were put in the printers' hands before
the opening of the Session, and I expect them in a day or
two.

Mr. LAURIER. I noticed that in another House some
papers connected with this institution have been asked for
and brought down; could we not have the same papers
brought before this House, in order to enable us more in-
telligently to discuss this item ?

Mr. THORPSON. There can bo no objection to having
tuch papers laid on the Table. I may say, however, that the
papers laid before the other House were composed mainly
of an abstiact of papers whieh will be submitted in full to
this House. I did not lay the abstract on the Table, because
I expected the blue-book, containing the information in
full, would have been ready. I expect, nevertheless, that
the day after to-morrow the book will be ready.

Dorchester Penitentiary ................. $15,750

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no alteration
of any moment.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No; the amounts are de-
crases.

Manitoba Penitentiary ......... ......... $48,021

Sir CIARLES TUPPER. This is a decrease.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see there is a consi-

derable increase in the salaries.

Mr. TidOMPSON. The warden has been voted hereto-
fore 8.4,000. He has received louse, fuel, light and rations.
We propose to commute fuel, light and rations for
$100. Tho deputy warden bas, received $900, and we
propose to commute his fuel and light for $100. The-
accountant and storekeeper received $1,000 ; $100 is al-
lowed as commutation for fuel and light. The steward has
received as perquisites fuel and light, and we allow $50 as

commutation. To the engineSer who has been receiving
fuel and light we also allow $50, and to the hospital over-
seer the same amount. All the officers in fact have been
allowed fuel and light; and it is on account of this fact that
the cost of fuel for this penitentiary has baen so large, ex-
coeding that of any similar institution.

Sir RICHA.RD CARTWRIGHT. Why is it proposed to
allow the guards, who already receive $600, $650, which is
largely in excess cf the sum allowed at other penitenti.
aries.

Mr. TRHOMPSON. Because up to the present time they
have been receiving fuel and light.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The arrangement made with
respect to the payment of salaries, &o., was made at a tirme
when the cost of living was very much higher than it is te.
day, and when there was some ground for giving the officers
larger sums than were paid in the other Provinces. I de.
sire to ask whether any complaint bas been made to the
Government in regard to Mr. Bedson by Charles Bremner,
or by anyone in bis behalf, in connection with the North-
West troubles. Charles Bremner was a half-breed who was
in the habit of trading with the Indians, and who had
accumulated considerable property. He was invited, I
think, at the time when Poundmaker had taken up arms
against the Government, to come within the protection of
the forces stationod at Battleford. He did not consider ho
was in danger. He had been in the habit of trading with
the Indians for many years; and when the rebellion broke
out, I think, he was made prisoner by Poundmaker's band
and taken to the plaça where was fought the battlo of Cut
Knife Greek. H made his escape, ani as ho was suspected
of having been in sympathy with the Indians, he was sent
as a prisoner to Regina, and when the time for bis trial
arrived nothing was found against him and ho was dis-
charged. I bave said ho had been for many years a trader
with the Indians. He had a considerable quantity of
furs on band, and these were taken possession of
by some members of the volunteer force. I thought
I had the names of the parties here who gave
me this information, but 1 find I 'have net. I
was told that the firsb were divided between Mr.
Bedeon, Mr. Hayter Reed and the General who was in com.
mand. The party who gave me the information said there
was no doubt whatever with respect to it, and that he was
ready to give evidence before a committee of the flouse of
Commons whenover called upon. I should very mach like
to know whether any complaint was ever made by Charles
Bremner, or on his behalf, to the Minister of Militia or to
the Minister of Justice against the General, the warden of
the penitentiary or Mr. Hayter Reed, and whether any
compensation has been given to Charles Bremner. I under.
stand that when Bremner was taken and sent te the gaol,
bis fars were worth about $7,000, and when he returned he
was penniless, and that those who ought to have extended
to him their protection, appropriated his property. My
information is so direct, so circumstantial, that I have had
in my own mind no doubt whatever with respect to the
accuracy of that information, and I should like to know
very much what redress has been given, and whether any
enquiry has taken place. For it seems to me that a party
who could be guilty of such a proceeding is not one worthy
of being retained in the public service. I have already
given the names of the parties; Mr. Hayter Reed, Kr.
Bedson and General Middleton.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In so far as the charges which
have been made by the lon, gentleman are concerned, I
can only speak from the information which has c>me Io my
Department. I have never board any complaints made
against General Middleton in the case mentioned or in any
other case connected with his proceedings in the North-
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West, and I can state, moreover, to the hon. gentleman that
if during thoEe troublesome times there had been any
grounds for a charge being made against them, no doubt
the Department would have heard from the parties inter-
ested. It has never been brought under the attention of
the Department; we have never heard anything so far as
the administration of my Department is concerned which
couki in any way commit the General to an act such as that
mentioned by the hon. gentleman.

An hon. MEMBER. Then there is not a word of truth in
it.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Quite so.
Mr. THOMPSON. So far as I am concerned I nover

heard of the complaint before.

Mr. DAVIES. The Minister of Militia did not say t4iere
was not one word of truth in it. What he did say was that
nothing of the kind had been brought to his knowledge as
tho head of the Department.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I know nothing about it, and
consequently cannot say anything as to the Iruth of it.

British Columbia Penitentiary ................ $45,771

Mr. ELLIS. Can the Minister of Justice give any ex-
planation as to why the penitentiaries in small Provinces
like Manitoba and Britishl Columbia cost so much compared
with Dorchester penitentiary. Is crime so rampant in those
western Provinces ?

Mr. THOMPSON. In the first place, the Dorchester peni.
tentiary is very convenient of access. It is situated in a
village, and has railroad communication near by. The peni-
tentiaries at both of the other places are remote, and the one
in Manitoba is, I think, in a very inconvenient place. But, as
I explained before, the increase is principally due to the fact
that we have been in the habit heretofore of making allow-
ances to the officers which we did not make in the other
Provinces. For instance, in the case of fuel, the allowance
began at a time when fuel was very scarce and high in price,
and it was continued until the present time. That is another
reason why a larger per capita cost appears in the manage-
ment of Manitoba as oompared with Dorchester and other
prisons. Another circumstance likewise is the fact that we
are obliged to pay higher salaries for these inferior officers
than we can get men for in the older Provinces. We can
get, of course, a warden or a deputy warden or accountant,
or any of the superior officers to whom pretty good salaries
are paid, but we find it practically very difficult indeed to
got efficient persons in Manitoba and British Columbia as
guards and other officers of that kind for the sums that we
can get them for in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.

Salaries and contingent expenses of Senate,................ 559,488

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is an increase
hel e.

Sir C EARLES TU PP ER. It arises from an increase o04
$2,000 to the Senate Debates, by a resolution of the Sonate
in the Session of 1885, and a few statutory increases.

Sir RICHARD C ARTWRIGERT. Does anybody ever
read the Senate Debat es? I know nobody ever listens to
thom.

Salaries, House of O.mmons, as per Clerk's estimate......$63,750

Sir RICHARD CA RTWIRIGH r. Isee there is a decrease
here.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The salary of the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery and contingencies are transferred to
the Privy Council.

Sir ADOLPHE CARoN.

Sir RICHARDCARTWRIGHr. That is quite correct,
but the Clerk of the Crown does not come under the salaries
of the House of Commons; ho used to be a separate item by
himself. I see there is a decrease in the chief clerk.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The statutory increases are
$800, and the changes made and the superannuations make
up the differonce.

Mr. JONES. Is this reduction made by the dismissal of
Mr. Wade?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, his place has been filled.

Mr. JONES. Was there any reason for« Mr. Wade's dis
missal?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is Mr. Wade of Digby.
I am sorry to say that he so far forgot the position he
occnupied as to go out and take a prominent part in holding
public meetings and denouncing the Government of the
day. I think there is no gentlemen in this House, on
either side, who will say that any public officer holding any
office under the Government or Parliament should adopt
such a course, or that, if ho doos adopt it, that ho should bo
retained in the public service, if we are to carry on public
affairs in the way in which 1 am sure hon. gentlemen on
both sides would like to see them carried on. There is no
doubt that public officers, especially under the ballot, have
a perfect right to go to the polis and record their vote for
or against any person, as they may please, or as they may
consider it their duty, but I do not believe any gentleman
in the House will sustain any public officer in going out
and taking an offensive course in reference to the Govern-
ment of the day, whoever may be in power. There is un-
doubted evidence that Mr. Wade took that course, and that
ho went to the furthest extreme to which any person could
go, and under the circumstances the Speaker was asked
to supersede him.

Mr. JONES. I think the hon. gentleman bas been mis-
informed as to the extent of Mr. Wade's action during the
election, so far as my information goes. However, be that
as it may, I am disposed to agree very much with what the
hon. gentleman has said with regard to the conduct of
public servants in this respect. But I think that in order
to b. consistent in the view which the hon, gentleman bas
pronounced, he should have exercised the same discretion
in other matters. The hon. gentleman must be aware that
there is hardly a railway official in Nova Scotia but has
been an active, open, violent partisan of the Conservative
party.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is a different thing.
Mr. JONES. I suppose it is a different thing, because it

applies to hon. gentlemen opposite and they were the Gov-
ernment of the day. I have always laid down the doctrines
that a public employé, as long as he had the right to vote,
should exercise his franchise in a quiet inoffensive manner,
but the civil servants in Nova Scotia exercised their fran-
chise in the same way as Mr. Wade is said to have done at
Digby, and so far from their having received a warning from
the Finance Minister, who has Nova Scotia under his particu-
lar charge, one of the Customs employ4s at Halifax who was
sent down there to take an active part in a political campaign
against the Local Government of Nova Scotia, bas been re-
warded by having his pay raised from $750 or $800 to $1,250,
without any change -in bis position. Now, I submit
if the hon. gentleman takes so exalted a view of the public
service, and I may say that I am very much disposed to
acquiesce in it, his conduct bas not been consistent in sum-
marily dismissing Mr. Wade, the son of an old meImber of
this louse, who was long a supporter of the hon. gentleman
himself. And I must say I think it was a very ungracious
act on the part of the bon. gentleman to permit the dis.
missal of Mr. Wade on tLe report of his having taken a part
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against his party in the recent election. If ho lays down
the principle that officials can only interfere on one side, we
know what that would lead to in a short time. But I hope
the bon. gentleman intends to take a broader view than
that, I say that the officers of the public service must ex-
ercise thoir franchise inoffensively. If that view were to
prevail, the hon. gentleman would have to dismiss every offi-
cial connected with the Intercolonial Railway in New
Brunswick; he would have to dismiss nine-tenths of the
officiais in the post office and every other public office in
Halifax, and I think the bon. gentleman is hardly disposed
to go that far. I must express my regret that the hon.
gentleman should have been led to adopt so extreme a
course towards the son of an old supporter, who I think
only expressed bis own political opinions, as everyone has
the right to do, and not in the offensive manner that the
hon. gentleman bas been informed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman mistakes
what I have said if he supposes that I took the ground that
a public official could not give an active and open support to
the Government of the day. I hold that, especially under
the Ballot Act, every public official is entitled to go to the
polls and record his vote for whomsoever he pleases, and
that no Government would be justified in interfering with
an officer, however high or low his position, even if they
knew that ho had voted against a Minister. But I hold,
at the same time, that a public officer bas a perfect
right to take an active and open part in support of
the Government of the day. I may say that when the
party now in power went to the elections in 1878, it
was brought to our notice that all over the country
public officers were taking the most open, violent and in
many cases insulting course towards ourselves who were
thon in Opposition. Yet when we came into power we
refused to take any notice of a single case or to disturb a
single officer on that ground; because we said it was an
entirely different thing for these gentlemen to actively
support the Government under whom they were serving
from what it would be to oppose the Government. I draw
a very marked distinction in that respect, no matter
what party is in power. If any public official comes out and
publicly denounces the Government which employs him, I
regard that as an act of insubordination, which I think
onght to be followed by his dismissal from office. It was
an extremely painful thing for me to concur in the dismis-
sal of Mr. Wade, who was placed here at my own request,
and whose promotion and advancement in his position I
had advised. It was extremely painful for me to know
that ho took a course which made it impossible for me to
favor bis retention in office and ho was dismissed. That
is the practice that prevails in England as well as in this
country, whichever party is in power. I may say that oue
of the colleagues of hon. gentlemen opposite so understood
this matter, for I happen to hold in my hand a letter sent
by the Minister of Militia, a predeceEsor of the hon. member
for Halifax (Ir. Jones) in that office, to a subordinate
officer, which is as follows :-

" 5th February, 1874.
" De"n Sm,-I must inform you that the Government expecte every

man it employs to vote for its supporters. This being the case, I wish
you to proceed to the Sydney mines and poll your vote for gr. W. L.
MicKay. I" Yours, &c.,

"WILLIAU ROSS,
" Minister of Militia."

That was the policy propounded by hon. gentlemen opposite
when they were in power. I would not go so far as that.

Mr. JONES, If my memory serves me rightly, I think
that letter was proved to be a forgery.

Mr. WHITR (Cardwell). Not that ; the letter of Mré
Vail.

Mr. JONES. I am speaking from memory, but I think
that was a subject of discussion in the House subsequent to
the date mentioned, and Mir. Ross denounced it as a forgery,
saying that ho had nover written it at alil.

Sir CHA.RLES TUPPER. I think not. At ail events,
I think the principle I have laid down has been the recog.
nised policy of ail parties in this country.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman is greatly mistaken as to
the facts regarding the employés of the Intercolonial
Railway. I know places where the employés numbered
100, but where thero wore not fourteen votes out of the 100
given to our candidates. I know great exertions were made;
and the members of the Opposition did without doubt get
a majority of the Intercolonial Raiway employés to vote
for them. These gentlemen did not hesitate to put forward
their claims on these mon. Hcre is a lotter sent out by one
of the supporters of hon. gentlemen opposite, and circulated
amongst the Intercolonial Railway employés:

" We have learned that you have the intention to vote for the minis-
terial candidate, in your county, on the 22nd inst.

" We believe it our duty to give you notice, kindly, ana to put you
on your guard against such a determination, because we are informed
that the future Blake Government will put outside the door all employé&
who have been hostile to it.

" Thus, if you will not vote for the candidate of the Opposition, and
if you are forced to vote, there is still a means of saving your position
without compronising yonrself, that is, in making a cross opposite to
the name of each candidate.

"In this manner you will place yourself outside of aIl suspicion on
the part of your chiefs, and you will not be exposed to loue your place,
for, be well assured, the Government is going to fall."

Mr. DAVIES. Who is that from ?
Mr. POPE. It is a circular that was sont all around

amongst the employés.
Mr. DAVIES. Who is it signed by ?
Mr. POPE. It is not signed; but it is one of the means

hon. gentlemen took to secure the votes of the Intercolonial
Railway employés, and they did secure a pretty large pro-
portion of them. I think my hon. friend from Halifax (Kr.
Jones) bad something to do in convincing the employés
that they were going to be placed under the authority of
bon. gentlemen opposite in a short time-that they were
going to be their masters. I think ho had a good deal to do
with it. Now, the gentleman who, 1 believo, wrote this
letter was a former member of Parliament, and is at present
a man that occupies a prominent position. This letter was
circulated among ail the employés.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman refers to the Interco-
lonial Railway again. I will give him an illustration. In
1878, after the elections took place, I left for Ottawa to
consult with my colleagues with reference to our retire-
ment after the verdict of the country had been pronounced
againt us. The bon. member for Cumberland, now Finance
Minister, was about going to Halifax, and orders came
from the hoad of the Department at Moncton to the
Department at Ralifax-this was before the Governmont
of which I was a member had resigned-te make prepara.
tions to reccive the conquering bero from Cumberland.
Ho was acoompanied by other members from the adjacent
counties, and the Intercolonial Railway Department was
decorated and illuminated by the employés, who were
holding office under the Administration of which I was a
member. There never was a more indecent-and I think
that expression is parliamentary as applied to such conduct
as that-a more improper exhibition of political feeling on
the part of mon who had been left in their places by the
Government of which I was a member, although they were
Tories and Conservatives appointed by the previons Admi-
nistration-there never was a more ungrateful exhibition
made by the public service of the country than the Intorco.
loniali Railway employés made on that occasion; and from
that moment down to the present hour there has
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been a most direct open hostility on the part of overy
one connected with that department, and the public
departments in Halifax as we!l, to the Liberal party.
I am sorry the hon. tho Minister of Finance has
taken the ground ho bas. I have always taken the ground
that an eloctor, so long as he bas a right to vote at
ail, should exorcise his vote freely, but he bas no right to
exorcise it offensively against either one party or the other,
bocause he is the servant, not of the public, but of the
country who pays him ; and if the doctrine which the Min.
ister of Finance has laid down to-night comes to be under-
stood, there will be an agitation excited to place the civil
servants in a position in which they cannot e tempted to
act for one party or the other. The hon. gentleman should
remember that one-half, perhaps more, of the sheriffs in
Nova Scotia to-day are active political partisans against the
Local Administration, and will the hon, gentleman point any
one case in which the Nova Scotia Government, for that
reason, displacod one of these officials ? I remember a scene
which took place in the county of Sholburne, the other day,
during an election contest thore, when one of the candidates,
Mr. Mackay, was so publicly insulted by the sheriff that it
almost led to a broach of the peace. Yet the Local Admin-
istration did not dismiss that man, although his conduct was
outrageous. I am sorry, therefore, the Minister of Finance
has been led into an act, which, in his calmer moments, he
will regret.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). My lon. friend from Halifax
seems to think that bon. gentlemen in this House have the
very short memories which ho, in the early part of the
Session, showed he possesses. I am amazed at the boldness
of the hon. gentleman in rep-ating the statement ho las
made as the enunciation of hie ideas and opinions in refer-
once to the rights of civil servants, whether employés on the
Intercolonial Railway or in any other department, to exor-
cise their franchises. le repeats the statement, which I
confuted, not long ago, by reading a report of his own
speech, whon ho spoke with some reason to induce those
who heard him to believe ho would carry out the throat ho
thon made. He spoke at that time, of course, with some
effect as tho coadjutor of the thon Minister of Militia, Mr.
Ross, whose letter was read bore to-night.

Mr. JONES. It was not bis letter at ail.
Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). The hon. gentleman pretended

that was a forgery, but it was curious that the same views
expressed in that letter wore expressed by the hon. gentle-
man himself in the same year. That letter was dated
February, 1874; and, strange enough, similar sentiments
,were expressed by the hon, gentleman in this louse on
9th January, 1874. I have read his language already in
the House, and I will read it again, as the hon. member for
Halifax seems to have forgotten it, when ho makes the
statement that ho had always considered members of the
Civil Service should be freo to exercise the franchise as they
thought proper. He said :

"S long as they served the State they were protected in their offices,
but if they disregarded that practice and took a part against the Gov-
ernment, whose subordinates they were, they took their offices in their
hands, and would stand or fall with the party."
Therefore, this language, most insulting according to the
hon. gentleman's views of to-night, is the language ho thon
used in his own county in addressing hie electors. The hon.
gentleman will have to explaia how it is comes that such a
change has come over the spirit of bis dream. The change,
probably, is due to the fact that the hon. gentleman speaks
now as a member of the Opposition, while thon ho spoke as
a member supporting the Government. I think it is most
unfair on the part of the hon. gentleman to fling at the Civil
Service of Nova Scotia the wholosale charges ho las cast
at them to-night, especially at the hard working branch of [
the Government service, namoly, the Intercolonial Rail-
way. The charges ho las made ho has substantiated in no

Elr. JoNIs.

shape or form. Those mon employed on the Intercolonial
Railway are most efficient men, who, when they do leave
the Intercolonial Railway, command special positions on
private railway companies, both in Canada and the United
States, and the hon. gentleman has no evidence to prove
his wholesale charges. He himself would not, on reflection,
say that the employés on the Intercolonial Rail-
way acted in a violent mannet in that election.
All that can be said is that they took an active part so far
as discussing the questions of the day were concerned, that
they took an active part so far as being interested and con-
cerned in the result of that political election, in which they
had a right to poll their votes. I saw as much of the Inter.
colonial Railroad employés as the hon. gentleman opposite.
Io a large extent that road ruans through the county of
Pictou, and I saw no violence on their part. They pursuod
their ordinary occupation, they performed their duties
properly and officiently, and they were most orderly. In
fact there were no electors during that contest who con.
ducted themselves with more decorum than the employés
of the Intercolonial Railway; and I say it is unworthy of
the hon. gentleman, without being able to bring a specific
charge against some individual, sncb as the charge which
has been brought to-night, and which is pertinent to the
discussion, without being able to bring such a charge against
any individual in the Intercolonial Railway service, and to
take the responsibility and to follow up the charge, to state
in this general manner that the Intercolonial Railway
employés conducted themsolves in a violent, and partisan,
and offensive manner during the elections. Since the hon.
gentleman makes that charge, I deny it, and 1 am in
just as good a position as hoe is to know. I say they
conducted themselves properly, and considering the im-
portance of the issue in which they were as much inter-
ested as the hon, gentleman himself, I think the very fact
that they did perform their duties efficiently at the same
time is much to their credit. The real reason why the
hon. gentleman is excited and annoyed, is that these mon,
having tasted and known what it was to be under a Reform
Government, were most excited and fearful lest they should
be place lin that position again. They bad had five years
of it; they had existed during that five years, but f dare
say they doubted if they couald pull through another five
years, or if that Province, in which they had as much at
stako as any other electors, could pull through. I know of
my own knowledge mon in the Intercolonial Railway ser.
vice, some of whom-I do not believe the majority-voted
against the Government. As far as the county of Picton
goes, I know the majority did not, because they felt it was
to their interest, or to the interest of the county, or of the
Province, that the present Government should not be upset;
but I do know men who are enjoying their positions still
who not only voted, but worked against the return of my
colleague and myself. I believe that was the case in other
parts of the lino, but no doubt they considered the very
offensive language which was used by the senior mem.
ber for Halifax (Mr. Jones) in the previous election,
and I bave no doubt that that language induced many of
them to take a stronger part witb the Government of the
day than they intended to take previously to that. I have
no doubt that the spirit in which the hon. gentleman acted
towards them did not give them a pleasing assurance of
how the service would be conducted, or how they as em.
ployés would be treated if that hon. gentleman were by any
accident returned to power or were to become of any poli-
tical importance. I do not think the House is interested in
the hon. gentleman dragging it continually down to the
Province of Nova Scotia to listen to these wholesale and
reckless charges againsi the electors of the Province or
branches of thom. I do not think it is pertinent to the
question bore. The hon. gentleman was quite in order and
was treating the louse fairly in dealing with the speciûo
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matter which ho brought up. It was a matter which we
could discuss satisfactorily, but I do not think the attempt
ho is continually making of going back to the old fight in
Nova Scotia, and making charges against the men who
could not support him in this hap-hazard way will com.
mend itself to the approval of the House.

Mr. JONES. I am obliged to the hon. gentleman for one
thing, and that is for his reference to my speech in 1874.
Of course, I should feel deeply grateful to him for the
lesson he has endeavored to teach me as to the propriety of
discussing any matter in this House. Any member who
has been as long as I have been in the House should, of
course, be willing to receive a lesson from a young gentle-
man of his age and experience, so I will take it in the way
he has intended to give it. But the hon. gentleman has
quoted my speech, which ho quoted once before, as having
been delivered in 1874. Now, that speech bears out
exactly and correctly the sentiments I uttered during the
late election in Halifax, and the sentiments which I have
delivered here to-night. I -said, according to the hon.
gentleman's quotation, and I presume he is correct, that,
" as long as they served the State they were protected in
thoir offices, but, if they disregarded that principle and
took part against the Government whose subordinates they
were." What did I say to-night ? I accorded them the
perfect right, as long as they had a vote, of exercising the
franchise freely, but I said that, when they went and worked
openly against the Government or the Opposition, one
side or the other, they were going outside of their duty
and their position, because they were not the servants
of the Government of the day but of the coun-
t.y, and were bound to pay that deference and
respect to the public sentiment of the country, whose
servants they were. The hon. gentleman says he saw no
violence in Pictou among the railway people. I have not
accused them of violence at all. The hon. gentleman seems
to work himself up into a fit of excitement, and attributes
to me what I never uttered. I said they were political
partisans, placed there by the Government which he sup-
ports. No doubt ho found them very convenient. He says
ho was convorsing with them. The hon. gentleman
knows full well that ho and the Minister of Finance and the
Postmaster General had the full run of the Intercolonial
Railway, and were bringing up mon from all parts of the
Province to vote in that election. Men were brought from
Spring Hill over the Intercolonial Railway to vote for the
hon. member for Pictou. And who paid ? Does anyone
suppose that these men came of their own accord ? I know
of my own knowledge that railway passes were distributed
to people in Helalifax to go and vote for the bon. member in
Pictou. I know a man in my own employ who had a rail-
way pass sent down from Pictou to go and vote for the
hon. gentleman, but he preferred to romain in Halifax and
voted there. Ton days' after the election was over ho
cam-e to me and said: 1 have a railway pass which was sent
down to me to go and vote for Mr. Tupper in Pictou, and,
as I l'ave somo frionds in Pictou, and it does not cost me
anything, I think I will go up there; and he went up.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). I deny that absolutely.

Mr. JONES. I will give the hon. gentleman his name,

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). If you give me twer ty names,
I will deny it.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman cannot deny it.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). I deny that I sent any such
pas@.

Mr. JONES. It was sont by the hon, gentleman or by
his friends.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). The hon, gentleman said that I
sent those passes. I deny that absolutely.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentlemen and his friende sent
these papers all over the country, with new books and
passes, and placed them in the hands of piivato individuals.
There are passes in existence to day in Truro and Pictou
written out by some large firms thero supporting the pre-
sent Administration, and not by the Railway Department at
all. These passes were distributed and those papers were sent
down to these men in Halifax to induce them to vote for the
hon. gentleman. The man I refer to remained in Halifax and
voted there, and then went up and made a visit to his
friends, after the election was over, at the country's
expense. That is what I donounco. I say these gentle-
men made use of that railway for bringing men up
and down the lino, from one port to another, with
free passes, day after day and weok after week, and
every man who was required to go, in the interests of
the party, from one county to another to vote for gentlemen
supporting the Goverument, were given froe passes over the
Intercolonial IRailway. That is only one instance which I
brought to the notice of hon. gentlemen to-night. No doubt
they found theso mon very complacent; they were put
thero by the Government ani they will remain there. I
did not expect that they were going to put good Liberals
there at all, but what I did expect, and do expect still, is
that these mon will be allowed to exorcise their right of
franchise freely and uninfluencod by the Government. If
they vote for the,-Govern ment, I do not object, but I contond
that it is not in the interest of the public service in this
country that the civil servants and railway employés should
be identified so strongly with one political party or the
other. That is the ground which I took in the speech the
hon. gentleman has referred to; that is the ground which I
took during the late election in Halifax, and that is the
ground I take to-night.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). As the hon. gentleman bas
spoken three or four timos, 1 may, perhaps, bo allowed to
trespass a little further upon the attention of the House.
My youth seems to distress the hon. gentleman, since ho has
twice alluded to it upon this and another occasion. I think
in respect to age, I have a slight advantage over the hov.
gentleman, and I only hope that when I reach that ad-
vanced age in which the hon. gentleman seems to revel,
that I will remember better than ho doos the speeches I
make before coming to the House, so as not to contradict my-
self when I reach the House. I am glad that though the hon.
gentleman is an old member, ho has son the errors of his
ways in the short discussion that has taken place to-night.
Ho bas receded entiroly from the position ho took in the
first place, and ho bas retreated in considerable disorder,
Under cover of criticising the dismissal of Mr. Wade in the
county offDigby, ho made a charge against the Intercolonial
Railway employés and the civil servants generally. Ho
winds up to-night by saying that all ho denounced
was giving passes to people in the city of Halifax,
Springhill and elsewhere, which enabled them to go
over the railway and vote in the eloction. Well, Sir
that was not the position the hon. gentleman took
in the first place. That is the position that ho
takes now, and that is the way ho endeavors to explain
away the language that he used in the beginning of the dis-
cussion. H lias started an entirely new issue and pretends
the only denunciation ho delivered ws against the granting
of those passes. That subject was not before the House
until the hon. gentleman's last speech. Ho began an unfair
attack against the civil servants in Nova Scotia and the
employés on the Intereolonial Railway. But I am glad to
see that after reminding him of certain speeches he delivered
in that Province on this question, and calling upon him to
give a speoific instance in whieh any ma on tihe Intereol-
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onial Railway or any civil servant has conducted himseof
improperly-I an glad to see that ho recognises that dis-
cretion is the better part of valor and ho has retr eated. He
says that ail ho said in 1874 is what ho states now, namely,
that these mon in the Civil Service are servants not of the
Government, but of the country. I will call his attention
to the language that ho used in 1874. lie said thon that
these men were " the subordinates of the Government ";
and his organ, the Morning Chronicle, of Halifax, the next
morning, in printing lis speech said, in alluding to those
officiais :

" They are eertainly not free to vote against Mr. Jones or Mr. Power,
and if any one of them votes, canvasses, or in any way opposes the
Government of whieh he is the subordinate "-

The language of the hon. gentleman himself-

"lhe will do so at his peril. This is explicit enough."

According to this language of the hon. gentleman and bis
organ at that time, these men were not servants of the
country but they were the subordinates of the Government,
and were threatened to vote for the Government candi-
date.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think, if the hon.
member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) wishes to recommend him-
self to this House, ho will do weil to consider the propriety
of speaking a good deal less and thinking a good deal more,
for the future.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). Will the hon. gentleman mind
following that road himself ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not disposed to
enter into a discussion as to what was done on the Inter-
colonial Railway; that will corne on with propriety a little
later. I was sorry to hear the Minister of Finance lay down
one proposition-I hope I did not understand him distinctly.
He stated that, in bis opinion, it was right to dismiss a
Government employé who actively opposed the Govern-
ment of the day-in which I concur. I have done it myself,
and I would do it again, if I were called upon, I can assure
the hon. gentleman of that. I know ho will keep his woid
and ho knows I will keep mine. But I think the
hon. gentleman bas done a dangerous thing for a
person in his position when ho laid down the doc.
trine, if I understood him correctly, that the members
of the Civil Service throughout the cou ntry were justified
in actively supporting the Government of the day. Now,
that is a very dangerous doctrine. Most undoubtedly
if that doctrine is affirmed, coolly and deliberately, by himi
and other persons in his position, we will, under one form
or another, have the American system introduoed bore,
and a change of Government will be the signal for the dis-
missal of a very large number of officials who have actively
interfered in the elections. I myself should deplore that.
I have always regarded it as a great blot on the American
system that members of the Civil Service of that country
were taught and trained to regard themselves as members
of a particular party and not servants of the State. I have
never besitated to express my opinion that the inembers of
the Civil Service, as a whole, would be better off if they had
no votes. That is my individual opinion, but 1 am aware
that on that opinion there is a great deal of room for dis-
cussion pro and con. But I do not think it is a wise thing
for an hon. gentleman occupying bis position to
virtually indicate to the civil servaits of this country
that the Governmont expect thom to be their active political
supporters, and that construction will undou btedly bo put on
the words ho has usod to-night. If ho does tbat, I repeat
that ho may regret the assertion, becauso Eooner or later,
if they or any considerablo number of them act upon that
opinion, thoy will find they took their lives in their hands
when they attempted to support actively the Government
of the day. If the hon. gentleman be correct as to what ho

Mr. Tompa (Pictoa).

said touching the conduct of certain officials in 1878, against
the party with which ho was thon in concert, all I can say
is that to the best of my knowledge my friend Mr. Macken.
zie invariably stated to all civil cervants with whom ho
came in contact when ho was Premier, that ho did not ex-
pect them to take part in elections on behalf of the Govern-
ment, and I know myself that when I was a Minister of the
Crown I constantly advised civil servants not to interfere
on the ground I have stated to the House to-night. I should
hope that the hon. gentleman would, on consideration,
modify the statement le has made, the outcome of which
might be of a very serions consequence. We cannot tell
what may occur in a very few years. Hon. gentleman
opposite appear to be safely seated now, but I have seen
much stronger governments rednced to a very great ex.
tremity in a very short time, and we may see it again.

Sir CH ARL ES TrPPER. What I said I repeat, that it
was the recognised policy of all parties to permit the public
officials to support the Government. I have shown the
hon. gentleman that his own colleagues actually place that
statement over their own official signatures.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man will permit me a word. I have iu my recollection aiso
that letter of Mr. Ross, to which ho has referred, and I think
he will find-we had no Bansard, unfortunataly, in 1874-
if ho refers to the journals of the day that Mr. Ross entiroly
disputed the correctness of the letter read.

Mr. JONES. It was a f orgery. I recolleet it now.
Sir CHAR LES TUPPER. I will not undertake to speak

as to the authenticity of the letter further than that it was
placed in my hands, and I supposed it to be authoritativo.
I do not remember it being established as a forgery. I
think, however, the fact of so prominent and loading a
supporter, the leader of the hon. gentleman's party in Nova
Scotia, who sits behind him, using language, and it could
hardly be stronger than ho used on that occasion in 1874-
a gentleman who afterwards became his own colleague-in
which ho distinctly stated that porsons who opposei the
Governmont, not persons who took an active part in elec.
tions, took their political lives in their hands.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. The hon. gentleman
explained that ho never objectcd to their voting.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am now speaking of their
opposition to the Government. That was the principlo the
hon. gentleman laid down ; ho laid it down as clearly and
as distinctly as it was possible to lay down any pioposition.
The organs of the party of hon. gentlemen opposite in New
Scotia, Ontario and everywhere laid down the same prin-
ciple, and that was that the crime was not in taking
part in elections but in taking part against the Governmont;
the only time when they took office in their lands was
when they took part against the Government. I quite agree
that it is most desirable that civil servants should abstain
from taking an active part in elections for or against the
Government. While I think they run a chance of dismissal
if they take part against the Government, I do not think it
is desirable that they should take an active and open apart
in favor of the Government, but I draw the lino very
strongly as to it being an act of subordination or insubor-
dination in supporting the Government of the day and
giving it a violent opposition.

Mr. DAVIES. I was very glad to hear the qualifying
remarks which the Finance Minister las given to hie first
speech. As I understood hie first speech, it was an open
invitation 10 members of the Civil ServiQe to take an active
and violent part if they choose against the Opposition of
the day, and in doing so they could act with porfectimpun-
ity, whereas if any civil servants acted openly against the
Goverument their çonduot would be met with dismissal.
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While I heard such a declaration made by such a prominent
Minister with regret, I heard hie qualification with some
degree of pleasure. But I think this is so important a
question thaMt a word or two might be said with respect to
active and offensive interference against the Opposition. I
must say, speaking as a humble member of the Opposition,
that if the whirligig of time brought about political revenge
to us and we came into power, I would refuse to support a
Government that did not insist on the dismissal of every
civil servant who acted in an active and offensive manner
to our party. I think a civil servant has a perfect right,
under our constitution, to give hie vote for whomsoever he
pleases.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I did not say anything to
justify offensive action against anybody.

Mr. DAVIES. It is pretty difficult to draw the line as
to what is offensive and what is not, but open, active, offen-
sive interference at public meetings against a candidate cer-
tilnly comes under offensive political conduct, and I main-
tain that any civil servant who adopts that lino of conduct
takes his civil life into his hands, and if his opponents come
into power they would be poltroons of the worst kind-and
I hope the party to which I belong are not-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not his civil life but his
official life.

Mr. DAVI ES. ilHis official life as an officer of the Gov-
ernment. I maintain that they are not officers of the Gov-
ernment in the sense of the term used to-night; they are
simply officers of the State, not owing any allegiance what-
ever to the Governmontof the day; and if they actas the large
mass of the Intercolonial Railway employés acted during
the last election at Moncton, at which place the officers of
the company forn a hot-bed of political propagandiem,
they can only expect one result to follow if the Opposition
comes into power. Not only were they active, violent and
offensive in their opposition, but it is a question of public
notoriety that the leading officers of that important branch
of the public service dragooned the subordinates in the De-
partment, and compelled them at the point of the bayonet
to go forward and vote against their convictions. The hon.
gentleman smiles. He may not have spent much time in
Moncton. It is a matter of public notoriety that the men
were not allowed to vote as they pleased, but they were
dragooned to vote in a certain way on peril of dismissal.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.
Mr. JONES. That is true.
Mr. DAVIES. It is a matter of fact within my own

knowledge. I have heard it from a number of servants,
who were compelled to vote in a certain way on pain of
dismissal.

Mr. KENNY. Was it open voting ?

Mr. DAVIES. No, but precautions are taken, so that it
is known as to how they vote.

Some hon. MEMBERBS. No, no.

Mr. DAVIES. I admit that some hon, gentlemen oppo-
site quite understand the ropes. The men are given to
understand that it will be known for whiom they vote; andj
as I have heard it stated in this H[ouse, and I believe it to
be a fact, in very many constituencies paper is used ofi
such a material that the manner in which they vote is
known. The men are instructed that if they dare to
exercise their franchise in the manner which their con-1
science directs, they will do so at the peril of losingE
their offices. That being the case, I hope the Minister of1
Finance will use hie influence to introduce a reform in thei
system on the Interoolonial Railway, and that he will have1
carried out in practice the principles he las laid down to-

S&

night. But I must say that if any inference was to be
drawn from hie remarks by any civil servant in the coun-
try, it would be that he could take an active, open, notor-
ious and offensive position against the Opposition with
impunity, and I hope the hon. gentleman's later remarks
will remove that impression. I am quite satisfied that so
far as I am concerned, the Opposition would not tolerate-
for it would not be human nature to endure such conduct-
such conduct if they came into power. I thoroughly believe
in every civil servant having the right to vote if he pleases,
and, perhaps, his position may require him to do more than
vote, lie may speak to a friend ; but lie has no right to take
an open and offensive attitude against either the Govern-
ment or the Opposition.

Mr. LANDRY. I was very much surprised to hear the
remarks made by the bon. gentleman wbo las just taken
his seat. I am not in a position to contradict what the
hon. gentleman bas said, because in these matters either ho
or I, actively engaged in politics as wo have been in our
respective districts, must take such matters as ho has been
speaking about, from what we are told rather than from
what we know ourselves. But if the hon. gentleman is
sincere in the assertion which he makes about the political
influences that were at work in the town of Moncton-as I
have no doubt le is-then I can only say that my informa-
tion is entirely astray. I live much closer to the place
than he does; I venture to say that I am botter acquainted
with Moncton and with the civil employés of Moncton
than lie is, and yet I say that if ho is correct my informa-
tion must be very far astray indeed. My information is-

and I can only assert that I believe that information-that
a very large majority of the civil employés of the Inter-
colonial Railway, in Moncton, voted against the Governmont
candidate at the last election. I believe that to be the case and
I say it here where I know it will reach them, and reach
the people of Moncton. I believe they voted against the
Government, not because they believed a change would be
better, not because they desired a change themselves, but
because by some unknown means-perhaps by means of
such a circular as we have heard read to-night-they had
become convinced that the Government would fall. They
felt sure of the Government being defeated,and, therefore,
they thought they would be on the safe aide with the in-
coming Government, and would be retained very more
readily if they could say that they voted for that party
than if they had voted otherwise. I believe that that opin-
ion controlled a large majority of their votes. Now, we
have proof of that fact, if we can call anything of that kind
proof of sncb a matter, by the result in the localities where
these people live. It is well known that the district of
Moncton, where a large majority of these civil servants re-
side, is the district where the Opposition candidate recoivel
the largest number of votes. This is well known-not by
watching how they voted under the ballots, but by the
result in these districts. I do not say this in
the way of reproach on these people, because I be-
lieve that civil servants should be allowed to vote
as they please, like anybody else. Bat if they take it
upon themselves to act a violent part against the Govern-
ment, then I believe the Government las a. perfect right to
gay to them: Yon must share the fortunes of your party
and go with them. On the other hand, I think tirt, if
the Government falls, the Opposition have also a perfect
right to dismise men who have been taking au open, active
part in favor of the Government and have the right to
bring in other men, That is my doctrine. I assert it with
some degree of heositancy, inasmuch as we have been told
bore to-night that we younger members should think more
and speak less, but I think that, if we have the good fortune
to remain longer in politics, we may have the same privi-
lege with the older mon, and we may also be permitted to
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change our minds when we grow older, as some other hon. what fias been said by the Finance Minister, I do not think
gentlemen apparently have changed theirs. Holding that it was well to encourage civil servants to take an active part
opinion, I do not hesitate to say that the civil servant who in elections, as speech-makers or canvassers, because it is
thinks it incumbent upon himself to take an active part only human nature that, if the Opposition party at any time
one way or the other, must expect to stand or fall with corne into power, they will cut off the heads of these mon;
bis party. And if I have any reproach with the Govern- and while it may be that it would be a botter principle to
ment-I do not say I have-but if I have any reproach to change all the employés of the country whon a new Govern-
make against the Government it is that they have not dis- ment cornes in power-and I do not say it would or would
criminated sufficiently between thoir friends and their not, because I have my own ideas with regard to men who
opponents, in the promotion of officers in the employ of are constantly in the Civil Service, and get blue-moulded in
the Government. it-yet that is not the principle adopted in this country,

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. and it would not be well to encourage it at present by any
Mr. LAND-RY. Hon. gentlemen may laugh, but Irepeatministerial utterances.

that if I have one reproach against them it is that I b- Mr. THOMPSON. I rise only for the purpose of calling
lieve that, in many instances, our opponents have had a attention to one statement which was made this evening,
more speedy promotion, and have, in many instances, even that a Customs official of Nova Scotia bas opposed the Local
been originally engaged more readily than our friends have Goverument, and that his salary was increased from $600
been. 1 may be wrong in this, because I know that civil to something like 81,250, without any change of position.
servants, as a class, are very apt to be wrongly accuEed ; I should like to ask his name.
some h'n. gentlemen bere to-night have accused them, as a Mr. JONES. I was informed that Mr. Morris, a clerk
class, of supporting the Government almost unanimously, in the Custom house, who was receiving a salary of $650 or
while, on the other hand, I have accused them of having thereaboutswas directed by the Department bere to go along
voted for the Opposition. I dare say that hon. gentlemen the esstern shores, and take part in an election against the
on the other side are as sincere as I am. I do not hesitate Local Government; that he was provided with fishery war-
to say that where everything else is equal-I do not say rants to distribute along the shore where ho bad been fish-
you should appoint or promote men who are manifestly pu- ing. I am informed that bis salary bas been placed at
fit for the office-but where persons are equal in ability, 81,200 or $1,250, and that he occupies the same position in
equal in other respects, equal in honesty or integrity, I say the Custom bouse that ho hd previously.
that the Government should favor their supporters in pre. Mr. THOMPSON. I do not know what Mr. Morris'sference to their opponents. action in connection with politics bas been, but I can assure

Mr. ELLIS. I think the hon. gentleman is insatiable• the hon. gentleman that he is entirely mistaken as to the
Apparently ho does not get offices enough for his friends> action of the Government in regard to him. Mr.
and ho is not satisfied with the rate of promotion on the Morris was not in receipt of $600 a year; ho was in re-
Intercolonial .Railway. I do not propose to quarrel with ceipt of $800. He receives $1,200. lis position bas, however,
him about that. I would not have spoken on the matter at been changed. He has received a higher appointment. In
all but for a remark the hon. gentleman has made with occupying that higher position, ho bas received a smaller
regard to the Intercolonial Railway officials. How the In- salary than the person ho replaced, and ho bas been pro-
tercolonial Railway officials have voted I will not pretond to moted to that position at the urgent request of the head of
say, but that the Government, or somebody in their interest, the Customs service at the port of Halifax, namely, the Hon.
used every possible influence to get them to vote for the William Ross, who was one of the bon. gentleman's collea-
Government; and that all the influence whicb the railway gues, and he was recommended to the position before the
could bring to bear on the officials to vote for the Government general election. He passed the usual qualifying examina.
were brought to bear, is an undoubted fact. As I was once tion to obtain it, and was entitled to the promotion in every
in the Civil Service myself, knowing the risks which surround way, both by the examination and by long service.
it, I kept as clear as possible of the Civil Service men in my . . .
canvass; but I may say that, in 1878, when I was postmaster Mr. JONES. My iformation came from one i the Depart-
of St. John, and had many subordinates, I was not applied to ment, that although bis position, to a certain extent, had
by the Mackenzie Government,nor by Mr.Burpee,with whom, been changod, bis duty in the Cuastom bouse to-day was the
I may say, I was in constant contact, to use any influence of same as when' ho drew a salary of 8800.
any kind or sort, nor was a single official in the post office Mr. THOMPSON. I repeat that the hon, gentleman has
at St. John canvassed for the Mackerzie Government, so far been entirely miisinformed. Some time before bis regular
as I am aware. But, with regard to the late election, there appointment and pending bis promotion examination, ho
is no doubt that railway officials who might be supposed to was appointed pro tempore to the office.
possess particular influence, were sent to every point where Mr. JONES. I think the Minister of Justice has beenthey might be of the greatest use in assisting the Govern- misinformed.
nent candidates. Some were taken from their regular
positions and sent to one place and another, because they Mr. THOMPSON. No, I bave not. I got the information
were súpposed to possess influence at these particular places. from the department in Halifax, and subsequently from the
More than that, théy were asked, and I presume they were Minister of Customs.
compelled, to stand as representatives at particular polling Mr. JONES. Does the hon. gentleman say that ho did
places for particular candidates of the Government. I do not not go along the shore with the fishery warrants?
say whether they were asked to do so for my hon. friend- Mr. THIOMPSON. I have been informed, and very

Mr. LANDRY. Not with my knowledge. credibly, that the hon. gentleman was mistaken on that
Mr. ELLIS, But if there was a railway man who was sup- Point, too.

posed to be capable of performing a particular service, I am Mr. LANDERKIN. After the Minister of Railways read
satisfied ho was sent toKent-or at any rate they were sent to the circular ho did read, ho disappeared from the louse. I
St. John, or wherever else they might be supposed to be able think it would be*well if we had that circular placed on the
to support Government candidates. Perhapa it is not worth Table of the House to be examined. I have an idea that ho
while disputing about that; I am not finding any particular was reading one of his own circulars, because I do not be.
fault, but the facts are beyond dispute. With regard to lieve that anything of that kind emanated from our friends
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during the election. Nor do I agree with the policy laid
down by the Minister of Finance in regard to officiais. I
believe that when an official enters the Civil Service ho should
then abandon politics. I shalflnot go so far as to say ho
should not vote, but I say ho should not act offensively
eithor for or against the Government, or for or against the
Opposition. I think that when a person goes into the service
ho should thon feol that ho is going into the service of the
country for life. Neither do I approve of the conduct
of this Governmont in reference to the treatmont of
the officials who were appointed by the previous Govern-
ment. It is well known that, soon after they came into
power, they took away by an Act of Parliament the
offices of a great many who were appointed by the preceding
Government; I refer to the inspectors of weights and
measures. By an Act of Parliamont they were struck out
of existence on a not very proper plea, the plea that it
would bo a saving of publie money. After their heads had
all been eut off by that act of legislation, only a short time
afteiwards their places were filled again by another Act
of Parliament, and we find now that the money expended
for Ihe purpose of maintaining inspecto s is nearly equal
to what it was at that time, because, in addition to inspectors
of weights and measures, they have inspectors of gas, of
adulteration of food, and for other purposes. I wish the
Minister of Finance would send for the Minister of Rail-
ways. I would like to sce that circular. I think ho will
find that it was one issued by the bods of the departments,
and ho must have been reading one of his own circulars,
for 1 hardly ever heard him read anything so well before.

Mr. WELDON (St. John.) With regaid to the remark
of the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry) that there was
no influence used in Moncton, it must have been the only
exception. I know thatin the late election greater pressure
was put on the railway employés than on any other class as
to how they should vote, not only in the Foderal olections
but in the Local elections. I have in my mind a prominent
officiai who stood at the poll and watcbed the railway men
to see how they voted. The railway was used to
convey them to the polis without expense, and the mon on
the train were sent back to vote for the supporter of the
Government. I know from my own personal experience
that, during the canvass, a man in the employ of the Govern-
ment was afraid to speak to my friends because ho was
watched by certain individuals. In the election of 1882,
when the late Mr. Burpee was running with me, men told
us that they were afraid to be seen speaking with us because
they would be marked men. It would be far botter that
mon in the Civil Service should be relieved of the franchise
altogether. I believe, if they were asked the question
to-morrow, the majority would be quite willing to be
relieved of the franchise on account of tho difficulties in
wbich they are placed. Of course, if they choose to go out
and canvass, they take their offices in their hands. I have
known the pressure to go so far, in some instances,
that it bas been threatened, not only that if they
voted, but that if their friends took an active part
in the election, it would bo remembered against them.

Mr. McMULLEN. With regard to this circular that ha
been produced by the Minister of Finance, I think it is
unfortunate that a letter of that kind, which bas been pro-
nounced to be a forgery both by the person supposed to
have issued it, and by members on this ide of the louse,
should be brought up to do duty on this occasion, especially
after the man supposed to have issued it has retired from
public life. I think it should ho a lesson that such things
should not be used in the future. With regard to my own
constituency, I know that every official of the Governmont
there exercised all the influence he possibly could against
me. In one case, the postmaster is president of the Con-
servative Assoeiation in the town where ho lives, and ho

took a very active part in opposition to my candidature.
I know of another case in which the Minister ofJ ustice
was called upon to exercise the clemency of the Crown
towards the prisoner; and I know that a'member of Parlia.
ment, who was the sitting member, wrote te this person
and friends urging that, as the Minister of Justice had
exercised the clemency of the Crown towards him, he and
ail his friends should support the Government.

Publishing Debates, House of Commons............... $40,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe that cost
880,000 last year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We will hope for better
things this year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hope is excellent.
I have not the least objection, if it were within his power
to control it, that the hon. gentleman would cut down that
item. There is no particular use in putting items here
which are apparently very inadequate for the practical
maintenance of the service. If we spent $SO,000, as we
appear to have last year, although I notice somo portion of
that appears to have been a balance carried over, I doubt
whether we can get through for 840,000.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It bas been carefully esti-
mated by the officers of the House.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). We could get through more
quickly if the hon. gentleman would follow the rule ho laid
down, and think more and say less.

Salaries to Officers of the Library..........$16,900

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is a statutory increase
of $300 for the clerk appointed at $1,000 and estimated at
$750, making $550 increase in ail.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice in last year's
account a curious item. Mr. Decelles is put down for $2,940,
and differential pay, $1,143.34. How came that ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will make a note of it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The sum total paid
appears to be $4,073. Yen will find it on page 123 of the
Auditor General's report.

To meet expenses of Franchise Act......... ........... $200,000

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I propose to strike that out.
There is a Bill to avoid any expenditure this year.

Committee rose and reported progress.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 12:05 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, 1st June, 1887.

The SpAERza took the Chair at Three o'clock,

PAErmas.

FIRST BEADINGS.

Bill (No. 124) respecting the Ontario Pacifie Railway
Company.-(Kr. Rykert)

Bill (No. 125) to incorporate the Manufacturers' Accident
Insurance Company.-(Mr, Small.)
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RULES RESPECTING PUBLIC BILLS.

Mr. HALL moved:
That the Special Committee appointed to assist Mr. Speaker in revis-

ing the rules respecting private Bille, in so far as they relate to the
incorporation and the amendment of Acta incorporating rsilway com-
panires, be also authorised tommake provision in the said ies so as te
more clearly define the practice respecting Public BilLa that may be
referred to any of the Select Standing Committees charged with the
consideration of private Bills, in accordance with the recommendation
of the Select Standing Committee on Banking and Commeroe.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my hon.
friend to allow that to stand until to-morrow, so that we
may have an opportunity of reading it.

Mr. McCARTHY. I would explain to the hon. First
Minister the object of the motion which my hon.friend has
made. We find that when public Bills are referred to the
Ftanding committees, which are really only, properly speak.
ing, charged by the rules of the House to deal with private
Bills, that we are in this position : that we go through
the Bill first, step by stop and clause by clause, before
we deal with the preamble; and when we come to
the preamble, we may find that the sense of the committee
is against it, and the whole time spent on the Bill has been
lost. If the standing committees are to deal with these Bills,
there ought to be rules specially framed with reference to
thom. For instance, a Bill was before the Committee of
Banking and Commerce this morning, relating to bank-
ruptcy. The principle -of the Bill was not discussed, but
when we came to consider the preamble, the committee voted
that it was not proved ; and as the preamble was that "Her
Mjesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate
and House of Commons of Canada, enacts as follows," our
proceedings seemed rather absurd. If the standing commit-
tees are to deal with Bills relating to public matters, there
ought to be special rules for that purpose. I move the ad.
journment of the debate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The motion is more im-
portant than it first appeared to be. I think the hon.
gentleman had better leave it over for several days until we
have an opportunity of considering the whole matter.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

CHANGES IN STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. member for
Restigouche, who has succeeded bis brother, is, of course,
not on any standing committee. On consultation with hon.
gentlemen opposite, it has been agreed that he should be
put in the place of his deceased brother on the committees.

KINGSTON GENERAL HOSPITAL AND ST. CATH-
ARINES MARINE HOSPITAL.

Sir DONALD SMITH asked, 1. What is the aggregate of
the moneys that Parliament has from time to timo voted to
the General Hospital at Kingston and to the Marine Hospital
at St. Catharines, during the term of years from the date of
Confederation to the present time ? 2. What is the total
sum that bas been paid to the said hospitals by virtue of
the said votes? 3. To what particular fund or account have
the moneys so paid been charged in the Government's or
Department's books ? 4. Under what provision of the
Statutes has the said expenditure been so charged?

Mr. FOSTER. The aggregate of the moneys that Parlia-
ment has from time te time voted to the General Hospital
at Kirgston and to the Marine Hospital at St. Catharines,
during the term of years from the date of Confederation to
the present time, is 89, 00 for St. Catharines, and $7,000
for Kingston, making in ail 816,500, being a grant of 8500 'l

Sir HEoToR LANoEViN.

each per year. The total sum paid to the said hospitals by
virtue of the said votes is 816,500. The moneys so paid
have been charged in the Government or Department's books
to the appropriation for Marine Hospitals and Sick and
Distressed Seamen. This expenditure has been charged
under no particular provision of the Statutes, the appropria-
tions being made by Parliament from year to year.

SHIELBURNE HARBOR ISLAND.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) asked, What policy the
Minister of the Interior proposes to pursue in reference
to the islands in Shelburne harbor formerly controlled
by the British Government, but transferred by it to the
Department of the Interior some years ago ? Are these
islands now under lease, and if so, to whom and upon what
conditions? If sold or leased to private parties hereafter,
will the Department ask for tenders, or will private ar-
rangements be made ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Commissariat Island has been
leased upon the usual conditions. The other islands in the
harbor have been handed over to the town of Sholburne for
a nominal consideration, upon the understanding that the
natural beauty of the islands shall be protected.

BARRACK LANDS AT SHELBURNE, N.S.

Mr ROBERTSON (Shelburne) asked, What disposition
the Department of Militia propose to make of the bar-
rack lands ut Shelburne, Nova Scotia ? If leased to private
parties, will it be done by public tender ?

Sir ADOLPIlE CARON. The barrack lands are occu-
p ed by Mrs. Mackay, under lease given to her huaband,
Donald Mackay, at the nominal rent of one shilling. The
lease was given by the Imperial authorities. Mr. Mackay
died, aged 107, before the transfer of the property to this
Department.

REVISED STATUTES.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Is it the intention of the Gov.
ernment to give to the several justices of the peace in
the Dominion a copy of the Revised Statutes, or only an
abridged copy ? If only the latter, what will be the differ-
ence in the cost of the abridged copy and the revised
edition ?

Mr. THIOMPSON. It is not the intention to distribute
the Revised Statutes. It is the intention to distribute an
abridgment containing the criminal laws of Canada. That
will be distributed gratuitously. The cost of production
of the abridgment is about one-fifth that of the Ievised
Statutes.

POSTMASTER GENERAL'S REPORT.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to distribute any more copies of the Post-
master General's Report, and if so, when ?

Mr. MoLEL&N. There have been some delays in dis-
tributing the report, in consequence of the sheets having
been sent to the vaults of the House for storage, and other
matter having been placed on top of them they could not
be reached for some time. They are now in the hands of
the printers and will be distributed in a few days.

CLAIM OF PATRIC DELEHANTY.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent) asked, Whether the Govern.
ment have ever received a claim for injuries sustained
by one Patrick Delehanty, on the post office building which
was recently erected in the town of Chatham, Ontario?
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Also, whether they have considered such claim, and whether RECIPROCITY TREAT Y WITH
they intend to allow the claim or not ? STATES.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Such a claim was received,
and was referred to the Department of Justice for advice.
The Department of Justice said that the Government were
not liable, and of this Mr. Delehanty was informed.

MR. IRUFUS STEVENSON.

Mr. MALLORY asked, Whether Rufus Stephenson is
still in the employ of the Government ? What are his
duties ? What is his salary ? What travelling or other ex-
penses (if any) are allowed him ?

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). Mr. Stephenson is in the
employment of the Government as inspector of colonization
companies. Ris salary is 83,000 per annum. He is al.
lowed the same travelling expenses as other employés of
the Government in Manitoba and the North-West receive.

EXPENSES OF RE T URNING OFFICERS.

Mr. McM JLLEN asked, When the Government expect
to pay the returning officers for their services during the
recent election, and why the matter bas been delayed so
long ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Three.fourths of the accounts
are now paid, and the remaining fifty will be paid within a
few days.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Rave the expenses of the late
Dominion election in South Grey been paid yet? If not,
why not?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. McDougall, the Auditor
General, informs me that these expenses will be paid to-
morrow. I may take this opportunity of saying that, if
any gentlemen are interested in this matter, if they will
be good enough to call at the office of Mr. McDougall, the
Auditor General, he will give them any information they
may require.

RESIGNATION OF THE LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR
oF QUEBEO.

Mr. RINFRET asked, Whether the Lieutenant Governor
of the Province of Quebec bas tendered his resignation,
on the grounds of ill-health or for other reasons ? If his
resignation has been tendered, on the grounds of ill-health,
have the Government offered him leave of absence? If
bis resignation has been tendered and accepted by the
Government, has his suocessor been appointedf If so, who
is ho ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Lieutenant Governor
of the Province of Quebec has tendered his resignation, on
the ground of ill health. The Lieutenant Governor ha not
asked for leave of absence, and it bas not been offered to
him. His resignation has not yet been accepted.

CflISHOLM'S DAM ON TRE RIVER TRENT.

Mr. MALLORY asked, Have any applications been made
by any person or persons to the Government, since the
year 1884, for the privilege of placing "Bracket" boards
on Chisholm's Dam, on the River Trent, so as to raise the
water above said dam? If so, by whom, and when were
such applications made? Was such privilege granted ?
If granted, how high were the Bracket boards to extend ?

Sir RECTOIR LANGEVIN. I may answer for my col.
league, the Minister of Railways, and myself that there arei
no applications on record in our Departments for that pur-1
pose.

THE UNITED

Mr. MITCHELL asked, Whether the Government, with
a view of obtaining an arrangement of a Reciprocity Treaty
or a commercial trade arrangement with the United States,
have received any propositions, either written or verbal,
from the Government of the United States or any member
thereof, or any other person connected with the said coun-
try, and if so, from whom have such proposition or pro.
positions been received, and if so, what is the nature thereof ;
and have the Government of Canada, or anyone on their
behalf, made any proposition or propositions to the said
Guvernment of the United States, or anyone on their be-
half, and if so, what is the nature thereof ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Both the Imperial Govern-
ment and the Government ofCanala are doing all in their
power to promote a friendly adjustment of the fisheries dif-
ficulty, and a reciprocal tradearrangement, a favorable reci-
procal trade arrangement with the United States, but it
would not be in the interests of the public service that any-
thing more definite than that should be communicated ut
present.

PIERS IN PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

Mr. TROW,-in the absence of Mr. WELSH, asked, Has
the dilapidated condition of the piers at Vernon River and
China Point, Prince Edward Island, been brought to the
notice of the Minister of Public Works, and will the neces.
sary repairs be ut once ordered, so that these piers may
be used for shipping purposes ?

Sir JIECTOR LANGEVIN. The dilapidated condition
of the piers in question bas been brought to the notice of
the Department. It wiIl require probably $ 1,000 to repair
the Vernon River pier. The state of the other is boing
enquired into.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL WORKS.

Mr. BARRON asked, Is t the intention of the Government
to proceed this year with the construction of the works of
the Trent Valley Canal ? Does the Government intend this
year to enter upon any fresh work not now under progress ?
And if so, ut what point or points on the route of the
canal ?

Mr. POPE. It ii the intention of the Government to
complete, dui iâg this year, all the works that have been
begun. It is also the intention of the Govern ment, during
the recess, to appoint a commission to examine and report
upon the balance of the work that the hon, gentleman
speaks of.

DREDGING IN PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

Mr. ROBERTSON (King's) asked, Is il the intention of
the Government to send the Prince Edward Island dredge
to operate in Murray harbor, or any of the harbors of
King's County, during the present seaion ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The services of the dredge
in Prince Edward Island will be required to complote the
work ut Tignish in Prince county. Therefore, the Depart-
ment will not be in a position to send it to other places.

LOSS OF REGISTERED LEpTERS MA[LED AT
BEAIUH ARNOIS.

Mr. ROLTON asked, Is the Government aware that a
number of letters, sincluding twelve or fifteen registered
letters, mailed ut the post office of Beauharnois, on or about
March 2nd, 1886, never reached their destination? . Ras
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an investigation into the loss of those letters been demanded,
and if so, is it the intention of the Government to order such
an enquiry ?

Mr. MoLELAN. The Government has been informed
that a package of registered letters, mailed at Beauharnois
on the 1st March, which should have reached Montreal on
the morning of the 2nd, was lost, but no tra2e of it has yet
been found. Every effort has been made to ascertain what
has become of the package in question, but without success,

Mr. HOLTON. The latter part of my question remains
unanswered. I asked if an investigation has been demanded
into the loss of those letters, and if it is the intention of the
Government to order such an enquiry.

Mr. McLELAN. I say that effort has been made, and is
being continued, to ascertain what has become of the pack-
age in question, but without success, up to the pzesent
time.

Mr. HOLTON. I can hardly accept that as an answer
to the question.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Yon must accept it.

Mr. HOLTON. I think I am entitled to a fuller answer
to the question which I put. The latter part of the ques-
tion is still unanswered. I ask if an investigation has been
demanded, and if so, is it the intention of the Government
to order such an enquiry. The Minister has not answered
that part of the question.

Mr. MoLELAN. I do not know that any special demand
has been madu, but the matter has been brought to the
notice of the Departmont, and an investigation bas been
instituted, and has continued up to the present time, but
without success.

ANNUAL DRILL OF THE 9TH BATTALION.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) asked, Whether orders
were given to the 9th Battalion, during the month of March
last or about that time, to discontinue their annual drill ?
Had this battalion at that time received official sanction to
carry on the said drill ? Was any reason given to the said
battalion for the said discontinuance; and has the battalion
been informed of the motives or causes for this disc>ntinu-
snce ? What were the causes which effected this discon-
tinuance? Is such discontinuance an ordinaiy proceeding?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. (Translation.) I have the
honor to state that the battalion was to commence iLs
annual drill on Monday the 28th of February. A question
was raised as to the unsatisfactory state of the accounts
between the battalion and the Militia Department, which
accounts resulted from the campaign in the North-West,
Consequently, it was deemed expedient to discontinue the
annual drill until these accounts had been examined and
settled. On the 27th of February orders were issued to
discontinue the annual drill, until the accounts between the
Department and the battalion had been examined and
settled. The order for the discontinuance of the annual
drill seems to have been transmitted on the 28th of February,
but in consequence of a snow storm that order was delayed
on the way for three or four days, and in the meantime the
battalion commenced its annual drill. When once it was
found that the order had been given for the drill to take
place, and that drill in question had cven commenced, the
Minister of Militia at once gave instruction to allow that
drill to continue and gave instructions to suspend the
order prohibiting these annual drills.

Mr. AMYOT. (Translation). I asked, Mr. Speaker,
whether any reason was given to the battalion for that dis-
continuance. I have had no answer to that part of my
question.

Mr. HoLTON.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. (Translation.) I could net
say whether the reasons were comminicated to the battal-
ion, but they were communicated to the commander of the
battalion.

REPORT OF GENERAL STRANGE.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) asked, Whether General
Strange, who commanded a portion of the Canadian army
in the late North-West expedition, bas made a report on
the part tikea therein by the 9th and 65th Battalions,
whether as a special report or embodied in another? Ras
the said report or partial report been received by the Militia
Department or any officers thereof, and by whom; has the
same been published in the official reports, or one of the
official reports, of the Department, and in which; if the
same bas not been published, what is the motive of the
omission; and if not published, is it the intention to publish
the same, and when ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. (Translation.) The only
written reports receivel from General Strange on the part
taken in the North-West rebellion by the 9th and 65th
Battalions have appeared in the general report which was
published by the Militia Department on the suppression of
the troubles in the North-West, and these reports from
General Strange appear as Appendices D and A pages 48
and 51 of the said report.

PROTECTION FROM CHOLERA.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether the Government propose to
take any stops to protect the Dominion from the attacks of
the cholera, which is, at the present moment, raging in
South America, and what is the nature of these protective
measures ?

Mr. CARLING. It is the intention of the Government,
by its quarantine service, to treat all vessels coming to ports
of the Dominion from South America, on either the Pacifie
or the Atlantic side, as susceptible of introducing the disease
of cholera, and to cause to be applied the most approved
measures of disinfection, coupled with the detention of ali
vessels found to be infected.

HOMESTEADS WITH[N THE RAILWAY BELT.

Mr. MILLS, in the absence of Mr. BLAirE, asked, How
many. homesteads have been entered and romain uncan-
celled within the Canadian Pacific Railway Bolt, up to 3lst
Docember last, between :-1. The first and second Princi-
pal Meridians; 2. The second and third ; 3. The third and
fourth; and 4. The fourth and fifth ?

How nany acres of their land grant have been finally
accepted and taken over by the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, within the Canadian Pacifie Railway Belt, be-
tween :-1. The first and second Principal Meridians;
2. The second and third ; 3. The third and fourth ; 4. The
fourth and fifth; 5. In southern Manitoba, outside the.Rail-
way Belt ; 6. Elsewhere outaide the Railway Bolt ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). ln answer to these questions I
may say that on notice being given, I at once asked the
officials of the Department if they could give the informa.
tion, and the answer I got is : " The information that is asked
for will take some days to ·get ready as many registers
have to be gone through. The compilation, however, is now
being pushed forward." I would. suggest to the hon. gentle-
man that, with the consent of the House, he allow these
questions to stand as orders, and I will have the papers
brought down at the earliest possible moment, giving the
information.
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SALARIES OF REVISING OFFICERS.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, Whether the salary of the revis-
ing officers has been fixed, and if so, what is the amount
thereof ? If not, when will the same be fixed, and what is
to be the amount ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The salaries of revising officers have
not yet been fixed. I think I am able to say to the hon.
gentleman that they will be fixed at a very early day.

QUEEN'S, N.B., ELECTION.

Mr. WELDON (St. John), moved:
That the second report of the Select Standing Committee on Pri-

vileges and Elections be not concurred in, but that it be resolved, That
in view of the provisions of the Dominion Elections Act, Revised
Statutes of Canada, chapter 8, and the duties of a returning officer as
therein defined, and also in view of the facts elicited on the examina-
tion of Mr. John R. Dunn, the returning officer of the electoral district
of the County of Queen's, N. B., at the last election for the said dis-
trict, and it appearing that nominations were received, a poll granted
and beld, and that at the summing up of the votes George 0. King had
1,191 votes and George F. Baird 1,130 votes, it was the duty of the said
John R. Dunn, at the said election, to have declared and returned
George G. King as the member elected for the said electoral district."

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. member for Queen's (Mr.
Baird) bas any explanation to offer, let the hon. gentleman
givo it now, and then withdraw during the debate on this
question.

Mr. BAIRD. I do not know whether a further attack is
intended upop the seat of the member for Queen's,or whether
censures are intended to be made on the returning officer.
I do not suppose this matters mucb, but I have some
explanations which, perhaps, are pertinent to this ques-
tion. Mention was made of my name in connection with
the appointment of John R. Dann as returning officer for
the electoral district of the county of Queen's, and I may
say, by way of explanation, that it is a fact that the sheriff
of the county of Queen's v as passed over at the last election,
and that John R. Dunn was appointed returning officor. If
there is any blame to be cast in the matter, that blame
should fall on myself; the responsibilities are mine, and I
am willing to bear them. In regard to that appointment,
the explanation I would offer is this: A fter I had accepted
the nomination of the Libcral-Conservative party of the
county of Queen's to contest the late election with Mr. King,
I went into the county to see what the chances would be of
my election. I found there arrayed against me the two
members of the Local Parliament, the sheriff of the
county, the judge of probate and clerk of the peace,
the registrar of deeds and wills, the warden of the
municipality, in fact every local officer was there except
rogistrar of probate. Taking these facts by them-
selves, no fault could be found. Those gentlemen had the
same right I had in regard to the political views they held.
They had a right to vote as they liked, and, perhaps, to
work as they liked. But we go a step further. I thon
found that the electoral lists of the county had been re-
vised under Liberal management. Complaints came to me
from every section, that a large number of Conservatives
had been left off the lists. lHon. members may ask me
"how that was done?" It was explained to me in this
way : That when the registrar of deeds, who acted as re-
vising barrister's clerk, took up the old list in order to
make up from it the new list, and found there a person
whom he knew to be an avowed supporter of the Liberal-
Conservative party, with whom it would be safe to tam-
per, bis name was left off the list ; and it is well known
that persons living in the outside districts do not look alter
such matters; that farmers who have voted twenty or thirty
years expect they will always be entitied to vote. I could
not say much to that. Again, complaints that when young
men, those who would give their votes for the firet time, the

farmers' sons and tenants and persons under that qualifica-
tion, bad made application on the Conservative side
and their notices and affidavits were received by the gentle-
man who acted as the revising barrister's clerk, if it was
possible to find fault with them at a lato day, such was
done, and they were marked as bad and sent back. In
many instances they made a second application with like
results-they were sent back as bad. Some were not sent
back until it was too late to renew their application, and
this explains why a large number of Liberal-Conservative
names were struck off. In answer to that, I could not say
much. All I could say was that the matter should have
been better looked after by the ConservativeP, and they
should have been smarter. They considered it was the
duty of the officer to attend to that matter, and tbey
stated that they applied to the judge and to bis clerk,
but could got no satisfaction. The matter goes a stop
farther yet. I found that the parishes which give
largo majorities for Mr. King had been rovised by the
revising officor himself, that is, by the Hon. Judge Stead.
man, and that he had thon deputised a person not having
the legal qualification, not being a barrister of five
years' standing, to attend to the revision of the lower
parishes, generally called the Conservative parishos. Here
was a serious difficulty to me. I knew very well that
if I carried a majority from those Liberal-Conservative
parishes, it would not avail me; I knew the lists were not
legally revised, and that I could not avail myself in any
way of such a majority. In my native parish a majority of
ninety, and in other parishes ofcighty or ninety, was given
to me; still the legal effect was entirely worthless. Now,
I do not lor one moment insinuate that the honorable judge
did this thing intentionally, I hope ho did it inadvertently;
and so far as Mr. King is concerned, I do not say that his
hand was in it. I do not wish to say anything against him;
I always met him as a gentleman and always treated him
as a gentleman.

Mr. MILLS. No, no.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Shame 1
Mr. BAIRD. I am fre to say that in dealing with Mr.

King I have always dealt with him as a gentleman, and al-
ways approached him as a gentleman. In trading transac-
tions I bave always foundhi m possessei of honor and integrity
becoming a gentleman, and whon wo dealt with oach other,
politically, we did so without any abuse, and the last time
I saw Mr. King I parted with him in a friendly spirit, and
that was since the doclaratiion was made. Early in the con-
test I knew there was a difficulty before me. My first move
was to see Mr.King; I talked with him; I told him there was
a probability of a legal difficulty after the election. I pro-
posed to him, or I asked him if ho knew any way by which
we could get over the difficulty. I told him I would be
willing to enter into the contet, and whoever got the ma-
jority thore the matter should end, and that thera should
not be any legal difficulty hereafter under our agreement,
if one was made. Mr. King appeared conscious of his
power and of my weakness. Although he talked friendly,
still he said: "Il cannot make any such arrangement;
I am afraid my party would not stand by it. I bave
this to say, that there is no doubt if you are elected no
stone wilil b left unturned to unseat you." I applied to
him three times according to the tenor of that conversation,
and at last I told him that if any way could be suggested
up to the nomination, to let me know and I would be
willing to fall in with it. But Mr. King gave me
no answer to any of those proposals. Another diffi-
culty arose before me. It was announced to me that the
sheriff of the county, who was thon expected to be return-
ing officer, when he came to make the declaration would
cast aside all the parishes not legally revised, and would
declare upon the miajority in the parishes revised by the
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revising barrister. I heard of this difficulty, and thon, for'
the first time, I made an application for a change of return-
ing officer ; and the answer that came to me was, in effect,
that it was not advisable to pass by the sheriff who usually
held that office. I communicated witb my supporters in the
county. I saw as many of them as I could, and they all ap.
peared to be aware of the trap which was set for me, and they
were of opinion that a claim should be made. I saw the Min-
ister of Marine; I laid the case before him, and I asked him
for some instructions, and he said if it was possible that
it would be better to allow the sheriff to continue as the
returning officer. I thon said I would go and see the
sheriff, although I had to drive a distance of about fifty
miles; I will put the proposition to him squarely, and if I
find that he intends to declare according to the returns from
all the parishes, the sheriff may remain there. I drove
those fifty miles, but found that the sheriff had left the
shire town and would not roturn for a fortnight. Then, in
further talk with my supporters, they urged me not to rely
upon him, and I sent my unqualified request for a change
in the returning officer. Now, if there is any blame in the
matter, it should fall upon me and me alone ; the Adminis-
tration were not to blame ; and I say there was no alterna-
tive for me-with these facts staring me in the face, know-
ing that my certain defeat had been determined upon-
there was no alternative but to ask for a different return-
ing officer. I could not be content that the sheriff, who
was going on the stump against me, should act as return-
ing officer. Now a brief explanation as to why Mr. John
R. Dunn was appointed. It was not because ho was a sup-
porter of the Government, as bas been insinuated ; it was
for a different purpose and from a different standpoint. It
was because there was no man that stood higher in the es.
teem of the people of Queen's county than did John R.Dunn;
it was bocause he was a mem ber of one of the oldest and most
respectable families in that county ; it was because he was
a graduate of a college and the principal and teacher of a
grammar school-a young man whose character, up to that
period, for truth and integrity, no man had dared to assail.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. BAIRD. Some hon, gentlemen mag laugh, but if there

was a possibility for fault to be found with John R. Dunn,
why has it not been found ? Has thore been anything loft
untouched which should be brought against him ? and I
say that up to the ruling, which did not please the Liberal
party, no fault could be found, and none has ever been
found with John R. Dunn. You have had that gentleman
here before you in the high court of Parliament, and in the
court of his own conscience ; you have had him here where
you could make the most searching investigation of his4
movements, and I would ask if there is one man within the
sound of my voice who is prepared to say that he believes(
that John R. Dunn ruled as he did wilfully and maliciously ?à
Is thore one man here so harsh, unjust and ungenerous1
as to say, after that man has been before you, that ho is the1
kind of man who could be lured by love of gain, or could9
be inducod to barter away bis honor and manhood for the
paltry return which was attributed to him on this occasion ?1
I think there is not one gentleman here who will under-
take to say that he believes that ho is that kind of a man.

Mr. M[TCHELL. Oh, yes, there is.

Mr. BAIRD. I am aware that it bas been advanced, ast
a matter of argument, that his ruling is wrong, that bis 1
ruling is a legal quibble, that it is not warranted by
precedent or justified by law Now, I cann3t agree with
the hon. gentlemen who advanced thoso arguments. I had à
learned to look upon it in a different light. I had learned f
to look upon it as a debatable question, as a question which 1
was balanced in my favor in law, as a point which I
had a rigLht to take and avail mysolf of if I saw fit, t

Mr. BÂaa.

well knowing the responsibilities and the burdens I was
assuming in accepting that declaration, knowing very
well that if I was wrong the strong arm of the law
could set me right. That was my consideration and view
of it while listening to the arguments of the learned coun-
sel on the day of declaration. It is true [ had not looked
into the question thoroughly up to that period, for I left
the county soon after election day; I had gone to my own
place in St. John, and, as far as I was concerned, I was
content with the result of the election. And, as the lion,
member for St. John (Mr. Ellis) has seen fit to men-
tion my meeting with Mr. King in St. John, it is true I
met Mr. King and congratulated him on his suc-
cess. It is true we were friendly and remained
friendly, and talked with each other in a friend ly
manner. It is true that for more than a week
nothing of this kind was ever spoken of, and I say it was
not until the general disturbance, until the war of protests
began to loom up, that I heard anything, or was called on
by the people of Queen's county to come up and avail my-
self of this doubt. The hon. member undertook to say that
I had stated in my speech at Gagetown that it was the
party generally who urged. I did not say it was the party
generally, but the party from Queen's County, that came to
my office in large numbers. They showed me the havoc
wrought upon them in the voters' list, and the different
plans and stratagems used to defeat them, and they urged
me to go back and take up the fight for them. They urged
me, not in small, but in great numbers, and they are willing
to-day to ad mi,- the responsibility of having done so. I say it
was in answer to their call that I went. I felt that they had
honored me in coming out of their own county and selecting
me from St. John to rua the election. It is true my politi-
cal sympathies had clustered around the people there.
They were tie people of my earlier acquaintance; it was
the land of my birth, and it is true my sonse of justice was
keenly alive to their demands, and al] my energies were
fully bent on seeing that they had their rights. These were
the motives which actuated me; but not until late in the
second week did I determine to go up, and it was ir ore par.
ticularly in consequence of the announcement I saw in the
different newspapers of the Liberal party, that in the county
of Sunbury Mr. Wilmot was out, in consequence of some of
bis ballots having been numbered instead of being initialed
-that it was a splendid thing that Mr. Burpeo was in and
that Mr. Wilmot was out. They came thon anew to urge me
and they said : "1Are you going to stand by while they are
taking every advantage over us; this is said to be a good
legal advantage, and we cal on you to come into the county
and take up the battle for us again." I answored that I would
come, and in pursuance of that promise i went amongst
them. I hard the arguments adduced by the learned
counsel before the returning officer ; I listened carefully,
and I believed that he had raled honestly and conscien-
tiously. Now, to go back to the point that I have digressed
from. With reference to the ruling of the returning officer, I
say I had looked upon it as a correct ruling, and I had
reason to believe that it was correct, but I hoped that when
the matter came here before Parliament, learnod and able
gentlemen would deal with it, and I thought that some
additional light would be thrown on the subject and that
my mind would be fired one way or the other. I had
thought before that it might come before the courts, so
that we might have it dotermined, but when it was here
before Parliament I was glad and willing to have it dis.
cussed; and when the hon. member for St. John (Mr.
Woldon) broke in upon us with the case of the Queen
against the Mayor of Bangor, and on the occasion of the
first motion cited that judgment, one would almost sup-
pose, from his manner that that was a fit case to deter.
mine all election questions. The Liberal proe throughout
the Dominion proclaimed that that was a case diroctly in
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point, and that appeared to romain before the House as
good law until it was torn to pieces by the hon. member for
Picteu (Mr. Tupper), who showed that the decision in that
case was given under an Act of an entirely different char.
acter from ours, an Act which provides that Do objection
shall be talen afttr the nomination, and also that the
returning officer bas no return to make, but is only to add
up the columns and send the result to the mayor. What
bearing has that on our case ? What analogy is there
between the two cases ? Since that argument has
been completely riddied by the hon. member for Pictou,
we have never heard of that case since. I think al[ the
cases brought forward establish that the returning offloer
is a judicial, as well as a ministerial, officer; that his judicial
functions continue after the election down to declaration, as
well as before the election. But hon. gentlemen opposite
do not deal with the question from that standpoint. They
deal with it as though there was no authority, no argu-
ment the other way. I thought that when this matter
came to be dealt with by the leader of the Opposition, a
still gieater flood of light would be lot in upon it. He
stands so eminent in his profession that we had a right to
expect that from him; and although I was aware that in
listening to bis speech I must stand under the rod of his
criticism, stili I was willing to take that risk. He usually
does his work @o well, that a person would bo willing to
listen te him if he had to bear the rod of his criticism by
doing so. But he left that point as mach untouched as
anybody else, and we have still no light upon it. We find
that Rogers, Bourinot, Ermatinger and May, and ail other
writers on the election law, admit that the powers of the
returning officer have been very much extended from
what they were, but it bas not been clearly defined
where they end, and as yet no particular ruling is to be
found to show that they do not extend up to the last act of
making the declaration. However, I think I am now in a
position to say to these hon. gentlemen who have declaimed
against me with such energy of expression, that they were
not sincere in their arguments, but are working at this ques-
tion merely for political capital. If they were sincere,
why did they not bring this matter befôre the proper
tribunal ? They have evinced a strange disposition to
try the case before any tribunal except the iight one.
They know that an election court is established where
impartial justice can be expected to be dealt out. They
know very well that if I am wrong there I shall be
set right. If the case is without argument, if it is
plain on one side and there is nothing on the other side,
why on earth was the case not brought before the election
court, and I hurled from this seat ? We were told by the
Liberal press, up to the last day and hour, that a petition was
ready to be filed. I was glad to hear it, because I curted
publicity in this matter. I would have been glad to meet
them in the court, and challenged them to the courts, and
even now I would waive the lapse of time, and would again
challenge them to the courts to determine the question. The
returning officer bas been here, assisted by counsel, prepared
to argue his justification and the correctness of his law. flow-
ever, that question was not reached, and I do not know that it
is necessary for me to continue the argument on that subject.
I do not know that the House cares for the argument, or
really wants it, at this time. As to what is intended with
reference to the returning officer, I am not p'epared to say
If he did wrong wilfully, he deserves punishment; no one
can deny that. No one eau deny that an offlcer who has
been guilty of an abuse of the power vested in him deserves
punishment, or if his conduet bas been wilful and malicions;
ut it must be otherwise when it appears that such an official

has fairly iollawed the light of his understanding and the
dictates of his conscience and the best advice ho oould get.
If such were not the case, if every judge or other person
holding judicial functions were to be called on to answer
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for his errors in judgment and to receive punishment for
thenm from those whom they happened to displease, there
would be many whose -misfortunes we would be called upon
to deplore. Pdnishment for errors in judgment is contrary
to the whole spirit of the English law. This is no theory
of mine, but the very language of English law. It is one of
the first principles of British justice, and the protection
aff>rded to those holding judicial offles extends from the
highest to the lowest in the trusts of a Government. But
we have not admitted, and we will never admit, that the
returning officer was even wrong in law. That officer is
the more justified in claiming that ho was right when
theso honorable mon, both here in Parliarnent and in
New B-unswick, who declaim against his acts so loudly,
who so broidly declaro that it was an outrage on law, yet
refuse te carry the matter before the courts. Bat another
thing I wish to say to the bon. members of this flouse. I
feel somewhat independent, and I feel a reasonable sense of
pride in this matter. As yet I do not know what will be the
determination of this House, but if I am retained in the seat
I occupy, I am prepared to say that I am net yet satisfied.
I am not content to leave these hon. gentlemen with one
leg to stand upon; I am not content to leave one excuse
behind. Mr. King bas failed to file his protest; but it
shall not be said that the matter is closed there. I am pre-
pared to take one stop further. I am prepared to say that
as soon as the day arrives when the franchise list in the
county of Queen's can be revised and made legal, I am pre.
pared to hand in my resignation, and I am prepared to again
fearlessly challenge the verdict of the constituency; and if
the Liberal party of the county of Quecn's is prepared
to accept my resignation, I am ready to give it within an
hour-

Mr. MITCHELL, Botter send it in, that is the bot
plan.

Mr. BAIRD. And I will say to those hon. gentlemen
who have been so active in this matter, that I would invite
any of them to come down and take part in that election.
I would be most happy to see there the trusted young
leader of Prince Edward Island, who paid us a visit last
summer, and read the death warrant of the corrupt Mac-
donald Government. Let him come again and explain
why the execution did not take place in February last.
I would be most happy to meet any of those hon. gen-
tlemen ; and when they speak of me as a robber, or
usurper, or in any other terms they choo3e, I will speak
of them as hon. gentlemen. Lot the hon. member for
Northumberland come with his pot of tar and feathers,
which ho talks so liberally about, and I will be prepared to
receive him well. But one word more, for perhaps Iam keep.
ing too mach of the time of the flouse. I know it bas been
the boast ot the Liberal party and the Liberal press
throughout the Dominion, that this seat will be made too
hot for me te keep, that I should ba met by the most
withering scorn, and I have met plenty of their scorn,
but as yet I have failed to wither, and if 1 know myself
aright, I shall still stubbornly refuse to wither. Scorn, to
be withering. must co me froma those whose political record
is untarnished. If I were allowed to pass judgment on hon.
gentlemen oppo3ite as they do on me, I would be inclinod
to say there is not an hon, gentleman among them who has
not violated some, and perhaps every section of the election
law ; and, as a party, i would say that the schemes and
designs of hon. gentlemen opposite to get control of the
reins of Government are such as would make a highway-
man blush. What is wrong for me to do appears to be
praiseworthy with them. There is not a man in their party
in Queen's county who would net do what I have done, or
who *would not admit that they would take any advantage
of me they could; and if h>n. gentlemen opposite were
sincere, they would say that they would avail themsolves,
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if they had the opportunity, of a like advantage, and their
protests to the contrary is political hypocrisy. Again, it
has been the effort of the Liberal press, ever since the
difficulty began, to destroy my character in every part
of the Dominion, more particularly in St. John. The
hon. member for St. John (Mr. Ellis), in bis paper, I am
sorry to say, has brought recklessly from day to day
charges and imputations that the meanest ingenuity alone
could invent, and when bis own invention failed all that
could be borrowed from an equally partisan and hostile
press ho added to his stock. He bas kept constantly before
the public everything that could possibly belittle me, but I
am bound to say neither he nor bis friends have succeeded
to any great extent as yet. Among the truthful things said
against me is that I occupy a back seat, but I am not aware
that that is any reflection on one's dignity as a member,
for most new members take back seats. Again, they have
said that I am of no use as a member of this House. Quite
true; but if that be the case, I have the glorious satisfac-
tion of knowing that I am in plenty of company of the
same kind, and first among them 1 would hail the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Ellis). His usefulness has
yet to be discovered, and I think if any of his deluded con-
stituents would come up here, they would find what a
splendid failure they have on their hands. The St. John
Globe, the Cape Ann Advertiser and the Portland
Argus have claimed that he is the most important
man in the Maritime Provinces, and that he would
soon sec this Parliament straight on fishery and inter-
national questions ; but, notwithstanding ail their pro.
phecies, if bis constituents would come up here, they would
find h6 is about as useless as I am. I am happy to say his
strictures fall very lightly upon me. If I have sinned
against a political opponent or against a single constituency
-which I do not admit-I can say he has sinned against
the whole nation, and that nation his own country.
Disloyalty, separation and annexation bas been the
theme of his life. It has been lis life-work to foment
disloyalty in the hearts of the people ; he has been con-
stantly engaged in spreading the seeds of sedition and dis-
affection in the minds of a contended people, by enlarging
existing evils and inventing ones that never did exist,
through the medium of a mischievous press, and in this way
he bas kept himself before the public merely to satisfy his
own selfish and vain-glorious ends. Side by side, working
with him, has been the Daily Telegraph, of St. John, con-
rolled by a broken-down and dissatisfied politician, who las
had a standing call at political elections ever since I can
recollect, who has run very vigorously up to nomination
day, but who never dared to make bis deposit of $200,
knowing well he could not carry a one-third vote in bis
native county. This gentleman can write very ably on the
subject, but I am prepared to bid defiance to all these
gentlemen. I can afford to trample on their opinions
and to defy their ablest efforts. I do not ask thon to
desist. I urge them to go ahead, and I am positive they
cannot deprive me of five votes in the county of Queen'.
If the public were to believe what has been published
against me, they would believe that my capacities for mis-
chief are almost endless. They would believe that I have
induced a returning officer to violate the sanctity of bis
oath and make false returns; that I have taken hold of this
young man, who stood so well before the world, and led
him from the path of rectitude into the broad highway of
shame. This is the language of these gentlemen, but,
according to them, another stop had to ho taken. Judge
Steadman oame down to attend to the work of coant-
ing me out and Mr. King in, and my attorney, by
my order, obtained a writ of prohibition from the Supreme
Court to stay the judge in making that recount. Thon
a new outburst came from the Liberal press. I had
seized the Supreme Court by the throati 1 had induced
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one of the judges to violate the solemnity of hie oathl; I
had induced him to soil his jadicial ermine and prostitute
bis high office for the sake of party. This was the very
language used by the Liberal press; and when I called upon
them to answer to the Supreme Court for their language, I
was charged with interfering with the liberty of the press,
the glorious li berty of the press. It was a glorions liberty,
they claimed, to call our judges perjured villains. That is
rather too much liberty, and I do not think they will keep
that liberty long. Still, they may, and I may be wrong.
Yet the matter cannot stop. Another step las to be taken.
As Richard 111 said, "Crowns gained by blood must be by
blood maintained." Another step bas to be taken-the
ballots have to be burnt. The papers announce that Biird
has perpetrated the last act of political brigandage, and
the ballots have been burnt. As to the member for the
city and county of St. John (Mr. Weldon), I cast no reflec-
tion upon him; hoe is not a vindictive man; I have always
found him a fair man and an eminent lawyer; bat, whon
he mentioned the fact that the ballots were burned,
though I could not contradict him, I knew as well as possi-
ble that every ballot and every paper would come to you
as faithfully as the hand of man could return them. But it
is all in keeping with their stories, and if they are false in
part they are false in the whole. And now what is it ? I
have come bore. The press announces that I have captured
the Government, and that I hold this seat by the force of a
party vote. In this matter I wish to speak plainly. When
they intimate that I am the ward of the Government, that
I am the protégé of the right hon. gentleman, the leader of
this flouse, I say it is false; I say that up to this moment
I have never spoken one word to the right hon. the leader
of this House on this question, or exchanged a s ngle
lino with him in reference to it. I am proud that I
eau say this, and that I can say it at this particu-
lar time. As to being the ward of the Government,
or being under their protection, I do not admit
that. When I claim this seat, I claim it as my right-I
demand it as my legal right. I do not ask to hold it by
force of a party vote. I do not wish t) hold it as a matter
of political favor. I ask it as my right, as my legal right,
as my right under the laws of the land as they now stand.
I say I am entitlei to it in that sanse ; that the ruling of
the returning officer is in that direction, and is unrevised ;
and those returns which have been sent to you show the
same thing, that the matter has been fairly investigated,
that it bas been successfully contended that Parliament las
long since surrendered tW the courts the right t try contro-
verted elections and all questions in relation to econtroverted
elections. I say that is established not only by the positive
language of our statutes, bat by precedents under other
statutes. When I claim the seat, I claim it as my right; I
do not claim it as a matter of political protection. I do not
wish it tWobe underatood that I am getting this protection;
and, if there is a ruling in my favor, it will b. as
the law directs. That it is the very conclusion that
the conmittee of this flouse were, I may say, forced
to take, after apeniing two or three days in hunting for
precedents, and examining carefully into the law bear-
ing upon the matter, they were driven irresistibly te
the conclusion that Parliament bas not the right to deal
with this matter, has net the right to unseat me and te
place Mr. King bore, to deprive the constituency of
Queen's of any privileges they would enj)y had ho brought
the matter before an election court. It is in that respect
that I ask it. I freely admit that you have the power, but I
deny that you have the right t unseat me. Stili, it is not
for me to dictate, it is not or me to say. The prerogative,
the high prorogative, resta with this louse. Theirs is the
right to determine, and theirs is the responsibility of that
determination. It is for thom to command and for me te
obey; and if in the exercise of their discretion, if in the
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exercise of their wisdom, they should determine adversely a precedent in favor of the course which the House has
to me, if they should determine that I should leave this been asked to adopt by the hon. member for St. John (Mr.
seat, I am prepared to bow to that decision. I can then re- Weldon), is most significant and striking as to the impro-
turn to the people of Queen's county and say, I have fought priety of our dealing with the question here. On one occa-
your battle as far as I am able, I have donc my best, and I sion, when this matter was before the House, we were asked:
return to you; and I believe they would receive me firmly I Where has it been found, in the record of Parliament, that
believing that there was not a stain of dishonor in a single a minority candidate had been returned ?" and I replied that
step in the course which I have taken. But I trust a wiser we were not to seek in the record of the Imperial Parliament
and botter judgment will prevail. However, it is not for for any such question being raised or discussed. If we
me to say. In either event I am content. I thank the look in the records of the courts of the country, we
House, through you, Mr. Speaker, for the kind attention will find how such questions have been raised, and how
they have given me and for the freedom from interruption they have been disposed of. But, to the credit of
which I have enjoyed; and, as you now take this matter Parliament, it muet bo said that, from the adoption
under your consideration, I will retire from the seat, of that procedure down to the present time, the

records of Parliament are a blank, not on ly as to any action
Mr. THON!PSON. As the hon. member for St. John having been taken on any such petition, on any such com-

(Mr. Weldon) said in making bis motion yesterday, this plaint, on any such return, but as to any attempt being
subject bas been so often discussed, both in the flouse and made to invite Parliament, either in Great Britain or
in the Comrnittee on Privileges and Elections, where a great bere, to deal with any such question ; but, as said on a
many members of the House were present, that I am sure former occasion, both Houses have proserved the undoubted
the House will hardly bear with any tedious discussion of right to deal with questions relating to the disqualification
it this afternoon. I shall, thorefore, in making the sugges. of its members. The disqualification to which I refer is that
tion I desire to make at the close of a few remarks which I which attaches to a man who is not entitled to be elected to
offer to-day, refrain as much as possible from going over Parliament, or if he bas been elected te Pariarent, bas
the ground which was either gone over in the debate when forfeitod bis seat by the acceptance cf an offce. The
the matter first came up on the motion of one of the other hon. member for Bothwell (Mr Mille) repliod, on a
hon. members for St. John, or the ground which was so fully former occasion, te that argument by sayiug that the
discussed at the various moetings of the committee. I tako it greateat qualification that a man eau have is the majority
that the resolution which is offered this afternoon, although cf bis constituants, and ho soemed te think that ho was
it does not expressly say that the House is to proceed to the adding sorething te the argument, instead cf making
seating of Mr. King, is a stop in that direction, and a a play upon words and confasing the argument. The
step in disregard of the decision which the Committee question cf titie te the seat, ef cDurse, depends on oh-
on Privileges and Elections bas recommended this taining a majority et the electors. The question of peraonal
flouse to adopt. If, notwithstanding all that bas disqualification, as distinct from the question cf title te
been said with regard to this question on previous de- tho seat derived froin the majorit cf tho electers, is
bates, I refer at all to the lino of argument that was the ouly eue which Parhiament has reserved for its
t hcn presented from this side of the House, it is not by decision, and the only one with whicb Parliament ba
way of repeating or even insisting upon what was thon ever daît. Wben this question was before us on the
urged, but merely by way of reminding members of the proviens occasion, I referred te the fact that a per-
lino of argument which was used. It was well stated, both son had been returned te the Irperial Parliament
in that debate and in the discussion which took place before aftor ho had been convicted cf a crime, the sentence for
the committee that, during the early period of parliamentary whicb ho was thon undergoing, and being thon practically
history, the power of trying election petitions was repeat- dead, civilly, ho was doclared incapable et occnpying a scat
edly exercised by the House of Commons in England. It in the British Pariament. Notwitbstanding the declara-
was shown that on every quetion of that kind which carne tien that ho was civilly dead and incapablof boing olectod
before the Commons of England a decision was arrived at te Parliament, bis constituants vent on and elected hin
by a strictly party voie; and so fully was it rocognised, in again. There was tho elament ef noteriety; every man in
the disposition of election cases by the House, as being a that constituoncy who oast a vote fer bin knew, net only
purely party vote that, on one occasion, a Ministry went ot that ho was disqualified-bocauso ho was thon in prison
of office because it bad failed to carry the vote of the louse undor a hife sentence, or under a very long sentence for
in the disposition of a controverted election. At a subse- felony-kncw that Parliament had declared tho candi-
quent time, recognising the injustice of that system, the date te bo disqualified. The question came up before the
Grenville form of procedure was adopted. Under that it fouse of Gommons again. Was that a plain case? Was
was necessary that a petition should be presented, that it it a flagrant case of disqualification? Was it not a plain case
should bo accompanied by security, and that a committee, in which the fouse, if ovor it intendod te act in disturbing
whose decision should be final, should be struck by ballot, an election return by witbdrawing these matters fron the
that their report should bo final, without a vote of the court and seating a man who had net been seated by the
House being taken, and that they should be sworn. Subse- returning cfflcer-was it net a case in wbich the fouse
quently, some sixteen or seventeen years ago, the legisiation weuld have put ont its baud and corrocted the return, and
was adopted in England by which that procodure was seated the person whe had bean the cnly qnalifiod
abolished, and the election petition was to be presonted to candidate in that obection? But the fouse did nething
the courts. I showed on a former occasion that we have of the kind. The liuse simply reaffirmed the deci-
adopted that statute, we adopted it in 1874. From that sien it had cern te on a proviens occasion, and again
time forward, as I then stated to the House-and it declarod tbat the person returned was disqnalifiod, and
bas not been controverted since-from the hour whon thon waited the action cf the court, and it wa only by
the Parliament of Great Britain adopted the mode of the action cf a court of haw that the candidate, the enly eau-
trying controverted elections in the courts of the country, didate qualified te be elected and, te ho returned, was seated
and from the hour that that procodure was adopted iu in the English fouse of Cemmone. We bad a cae, as wu
Canada, there has not been a single instance in the records pcinted eut at the close cf that debate by the hon. member
of cither Parliament, of an election return having been for Victoria, N.S. (1r. Macdonald), in which a similar ques-
disturbed, or a contested election having been tried in the tion was raisôd in this fouse, a question very closely anale.
Rouee in EFreat Britain or in Canada. The simple absence of gouh to this, a question which arose in my own Province,
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and it was undoubtedly a case of a minority candidate there might be a case of very doubtful character presented to
having been returned to this flouse. It was not a case in Parliameut, and in a doubtfut case we should not interfere;
which the returning officer presumed to exorcise judicial but in a flagrant case we ought to interfere, and that this was
functions, as Ibis returning officer bas done, and bas de- a flagrant case. Shall we adopt that rule and act on that
clared that he felt himself bound to do, whether he was principle, that it is for the maljority in every case to take up
right or wrong, in respect to the qualification of Mr. King. a case of controverted election and to reverse the return and
It was a case in which the returning officer chose to throw to seat the member whom the returning officer bas not seatod,
out, uncounted, the returns of some of the polling places, and to vote that it is a flagrant case, and that there was no
because if ho did count therm, in pursuance of his oath of doubt about it ? We do not advance the argument a stop
office, lie would have had to make a return directly oppo. by saying that in a plain case we will act and in a doubtful
site to that which le made. That returning officer, ap. case we will not act, because we are placing the seats of the
pointed under very peculiar circumstances, chose to return minority still in the hands of the majority, and we have only
a minority candidate to this louse, and when there was an to vote, first, that it is a plain case, and, thon, that we ought
attempt to make the returning officer answerable at the to violently seize the authority to do what the majority
Bar of the HouFe, as was proposcd to be done the other thinks is right in the matter, notwithstanding that for nearly
night, the answer which the leader of the Opposition, then half a century these matters have been relegated to other
the leader of the House, made, was this, as read by my lon. tribunals that are supposed to be impartial, first to the com-
friend from the county of Victoria, N.S. (Mr. Macdonald): mittees of the House and afterwards to the judges of the

" fe would be very sorry to believe that the House had been deprived land. I need not remind the liouse at this stage
by the position of the Controverted Elections Act of its power over of what was said at its Bar; that at this moment
returning officers, of its power to investigate complaints made against the questions connected with the recount and prohibition ofthenm, andto unish them for improper conduct, but wen Parliament recount are being considered by the Supreme Court of Newtransferred the trial of election petitions te the judges, and expressly
provided that the conduct of returning officers might be complained of, Bi unswick ; and yet we are undertaking to deal w ith this
and that they might be made respondents to petitions, Parliament question, to say there shall be no recount, for which Mr.
thereby expressed a preference for that mode of investigation, or, at any Kin has a hed--Mr. Kingunderstandin his rivile esrate, a petitioner could adrpt that course. Under those circumstances K .ba . e
be did not think it would be proper to ask the House to enter into an and rights, and advised quite as well as b ceau b advised
investigation of the conduct of that returnig cfficer, pending the elec- by the majority of votes of this House, le bas gone to the
tion trial. The appointment of the returaing officer was a different courts of the country, he las chosen bis procedure there,matter." and whilo wo proposo to take Mr. King by the hand and
In the only two cases which can be cited since the adoption place him in the seat, the judges are deliberating whether
of that procedure, by which these matters have been sent they will give him the relief ho asks under the tuthority
to the courts of the country, the one in England and of the law as we under0 tand it, and as he seems to under.
the other bore, we find in the English case, that the stand it. But yestorday an addition was made to the rule
English louse has distinctly declared that the person re- which hion. gentlemen opposite laid down before the com-
turned could not take bis seat, and when the elements ail nsittee. Il was said yesterday, not only that we shall inter-
existed for seating the only candidate entitled to be fore in a plain case, but that we shall interfere if the indi-
returned, the flouse stayed its hand and waited until vidual supposed to be aggrieved bas not money enough to go
the decree of the election court was pronounced; and in into the courts of the country, or does not desire to spend
this country when this question was raised in 1874, when the money necessary. For I understand the only reason
the leader of the present Opposition was a member of the put forward by the bon. member for St. John (Mr.Weldon)
then Government, the Houte declined even to catl the re- when he brought forward his motion, why the time
turning officer to the Bar to answer for bis violation of the had boon allowed to elapse for entering a petition
Election Act in returning the minority candidate, and re- was that the gentleman who claimed the seat either did not
fusing to count the ballets of the electors which were in choose to spend the money, or did not set sufficient value on
his hands. Now, the bon. momber for St. John (Mr. Wel-. the seat to undergo the inconvenient litigation which is
don) has very pr< perly stated that this case bas excited a necsairy to obtain it, if ho is well advised that the seat is
great deal of public intercs,, and is one on which the rightly his. So that, according to the doctrine of lon. gentle-
press of the country bas made very strong statements. men oppisite, the maj>rity is, in the first instance, to vote that
The aspect of the case down to the present mornen t bas it is a plain case, and having done so, we are next to deliber.
been simply this: that bon. gèntlemen on this side of the ate whether the individual a-grieved has money enough to
louse have contented themselves with the assertion of contest the seat; and if he has money, whether he chooses
what they conceive to be correct principles on the point of to spend it in litigation or not. If baving the money, lie does
constitutional law as regards the rights and privileges of not choose to spend it in litigation, thinking the litigation in
this flouse. On the other side hon. gentlemen have gone the courts too expentive or too inconvenient, it is a reason
into the merits of the case as they understand them. I why this House should seat him without incurring the in-
think it was well there was no attempt to mix the argu- convenience and expense of litigation ad without the risk
ment which bas been made on this side against the inter- of a contest in a court of law. Hereafter if this doctrine ho
ference of Parlianent in the trial of controverted elections adopted, if any man claims to be seated and that the return
with the merits of this particular case; and whether it be be amended, will he be such a fool as to enter into litigation
popular or unpopular now, and whether the course taken by in the courts when he can get a member of this House to
the majority of this House in declining to interfere in elea- rise and move that ho b seated, bocause the procedure of
tion trials after the adoption of that salutory Act by which going to the tribunal we have appointed to try those ques.
such trials are left to the courts of the country, is deemed tins lis both inconvenient and expensive ? The matter was
popular or not, I am still of the opinion that it is botter for referred, as the House is well aware, to the Committee on
the country, better for the electors and better for the credit Privileges and Elections. After I made the motion that it
of this House that this matter should be left to the tribu- should be so referred, a good deal of criticism took
nals, that every case sh'ould be left to the tribunals which place, which I had not the opportunity of answering atthat
bave jurisdiction and which atone have the procedure to time. The very singular argument was advanced that in-
despatch business of this kind in a way that will command asmuch as I had contended that the louse ought not to deal
public confidonoe. The argument made by hon. gentlemen with this question, I was entirely inconsistent in moving
opposite, and it was specially urged in the committee, was that the question be referred to a committee of the House.
that every case was to be deoided on its own merits; that The hon. gentlemen inuide this House who presntd that
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criticism are well aware of the relation which the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections bears to this Hlouse. It
is a committee that advises the House as to the procedure
which ought to be adopted in relation to questions cf this
kind, and in moving that it be referred to that committee I
felt I had only to show that it was a case wherein the law
and piecedents were not perfectly plain in favor of the
motion made by the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Skinner)
in order to convince the House that, at least, it ought to stay
its hand until it had consulted the Committee on Privileges
and Elections. That committeo stands in relation to the
House just as a man's counsel stands in relation to him, and
the flouse consulte its committee on all questions in relation
to which Jaw and precedent are not perfectly plain, and,
therefore, in urging the House the other day thatthis was a
case that ought to go to the committee and not be decided
by a majority vote, I was simply urging that the case was
not so plain that we ought to deal with it without the advice
of that committee, which was so competent to deal wit h it.
That committee bas dealt with that subject. It has
appointed a sub-committee to search for precedents. I
need not say what those precedents are. From the time
when the present system of disposing of controverted
elections was adopted, the committee have not reported a
single precedent for the interference of Parliament in any
case of this kind in either flouse. But the committee, on
the contrary, have come to the conclusion :

" That the question raised as to the holding of the said returning
officer ai respects the candidature of the said George G. King is onue
cognisable by the Supreme Court in the Province of New Brunswick
uncder the provisions of the Contested Election Act, and that no objec-
tion bas been made as to the qitalification or eligibility of the said
George F. Baird to ait in the House of Commons if he be duly elected
for the said electoral district.

" Resolved, That in the opinion of the committee the House ought not
tIo declare that the said George P. B&ird is not entitled toa sit in mne said
House, but should leave the case to be disposed of under the i rovisions
of the Controverted Elections Act, it being the intention, spirit and
policy of Parliament that all questions as to the validity of the election
of maembers to the House of eommons should be decided by the ordinary
legal tribunals of the country instead of by the House of Uommons."

It will be perceived by the language of that report that the
committee have adopted almost the words of the bon.
member for West Dai bain (Mr. Blake) in his speech on a
motion to have the returning officer of the county of Vic
toria brought to the Bar, wbich were:

" But when Parlisment transferred the trial of election petitions to
Ib' jidge, and expressly provided that the conduct of returning officers
ligit be complained of, and they might be made respondents to peti-
tiuns, Parliament thereby expressed a preference for that mode of inves-
tigation, or, at any rate, a petitioner could adapt that course. Under
those circumstances he did not think it would be proper to ask the Bouse
to enter into an investigation of the conduct of that returning officer
pending the election trial."

I suppose it was expected by all the mombers of this House
when the question was before us at an earlier day that t4e
right of Mr. King to this seat, so strongly asserted by his
friends on the Opposition side of the louse, would have
been made the subject of a petition to the court. The House
will remember that, when it came up, the date at which the
time for petitioning would expire was somewhat remote.
The time for filing an election petition expired, I think, on
the 9th of May. The question was discussed in the louse
on the 28th of April, and I am sure that the line of
argument which was adopted, and the large vote which was
recorded, gave ample information to everybody concerned
that the course of leaving this matter to the courts would
be insited on as this case proceedod. But, Sir, on the
6th of May, more than three days before the expiration of
the timo for presenting an election petition, the report of
the Committee on Privileges and Elections was presented
to this louse, so that there was a most distinct and emphatic
notice to everybody concerned that the person claiming the
seat would be left to his remedy by election petition. Not.
withstauding that, for tho rason whioh was given by the

hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon), that Mr. King
considers that the procedure which bas been deliberately
adopted by the statute is too inconvenient and expensive,
the time for petition has been allowed to go by. I submit
that this is not a sufficient reason wby Parliament-

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I said more; I said that he
felt that it was not incumbent on him to do wha t it was the
duty of this House to do.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. That is simply saying thatMr. King
takes the same view as the hon. member for St. John, and
thinks that he ought to have the seat conferred upon him
without establishing bis right to it in the tribunals of the
country, by which the statute law of the country says that
right shall be determined. For my part I regret that the
time bas been allowed to go by with in which this question
could be submitted to the courts. It is not the fault of the
majority of this House that such bas been the case, and I
am sure that the House bas heard with satisfaction the state-
ment of the hon. member for Qaeen's (Mr. Baird) this
afternoon, that he will be prepared to place his resignation
in the bands of the Speaker, in order that Mr. King shall
not be deprived of the right to an appeal to that constituency
again, if the House should, in its pleasure, think proper to
pass the Bill which is now before it, to remove the teéhnical
question as to the validity of the lists on which the election
was run. Entertaining these views, and stili holding the
opinions which I expressed on a former occasion, I venture
to move that ail the words after "that " in the motion be
omitted, and the following words substituted : -

" The House adopta the report of the S lect Standing Committee on
Privileges and Elections on the case of the election for Q ueen's county,
N.B."

Mr. DAVIES. The House bas ha the advantage this af.
ternoon of hearing the case of the sitting member for Qaeen's
(Mr. Baird) presented from two different standpoints, one
by the sitting member himsolf, wherein he entered into an
argument to prove, on the merits of the case, that the conclu-
sion of the liouse should be on his side, and in whioh, after
arguing the case on the merits, he implicitly submitted to
and acknowledged the full jurisdiction of this House, and
stated that he was ready to abide by such vote as the
House rnight give. We had, then, the argument of the Min-
ister of Ju-tice who, more astute than the sitting member
for Queen's county (gr. Baird), knowing that tbe case
could not be defended on its merits, feeling that he could not
stoop to defend it on its merits, ignored that branch of the
case altogether, and asked the House to reject the voice and
vote of the people of Queen's county on the ground that
it had no juriadiction in the matter at all. The hon. gentle.
man confined bis argument entire'y to that branch of the
case, and before I sit down I hope to say a few words
in reply. I would like, however, first to say one or two things
in reply to the statements made by the sitting momber for
Queen'u (Mfr. Baird). That gentleman stated that he was
induced to become a party to proceedings which, if I were
not in the louse, I would describe as disreputable, because
he heard that some proceedings were about to be taken by
somebody else in the adjoining county. He acknowledged
that he felt, before he became a party to these proceedings,
that the people had in open election declared by a majority,
which bas been unquestioned and is still unquestionable,
their preference that the late member, Mr. King, should
again represent them in Parliament. He felt before the
election took place that he had no hope of defeating what
ie expected to be the verdict of the people; but looking all
about him and feeling that he bad no confidence in the
sheriff and but little confidence in the people, he deter-
mined, if possible, to get a returning officer to do bis work
for him. He said : I looked around the county, and I
found a gentleman who pousesses a family name which
will surround him wilà a certain degree of reput*.
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tion. IHis parents before him-ani I am willing to
accept his statement-were very respectable people; in fact
I gathered from him that blue blood flows through the
veins of this gentleman. He holds a high position in the
county, and, therefore, he says he selected him to do his
work, and now ho bas done that work; Parliament bas
summoned him before them and not having punished him
the hon. gentleman takes it that he goes home with a clear
character. Well, if that is the bon. gentleman's deduction
from the evidence given before the House the other day, I
am sorry for it. le argues that Dunn did rightly, that he
had judicial powcrs down to the moment of sending the
return to Parliament-and with that view of the case 1 will
deal later on-and then the hon. gentleman very heroically
challenges Mr. King to meet him in court and discuss the
inatter before the judges. He says: I will sit here at a
salary of some $1,200 for the Session; you, Mr. King, must
put up $1,000 in court, you must abide by the chances of
tochnical ot)jections, you must forfeit your seat in Parliament
for this Session, you must stand the chances of appeais from
court to court while i will fight you at the public expense,
because I shall be rcceiving money as a member of Palia-
mcnt which will eiable me to defend the action. This is
the beroic challenge he throws out. e may woll do that.
He bas got that which the electors did not elcct him to
have; he is sitting in this House not having received the
majority of the votes of the electors ; the gentleman who bas
received that is outsido. Now, the hon. gentleman says, [am
in possession ; I am receiving $1,200 a year with which I cin
go on and fightthe matter in the courts if my opponent dares
to go there; and ho claims that his action is a heroic one. I
had hoped, when I saw the bon. gentleman risc in the House
to-day, that he was going not only to place his resignation
in y our hands, but ask the House and his leader to do that
small measure of justice that ought to have been donc before,
and put the gentleman who is entitled to the seat in bis
right place in this House. He has indulged in prophecies
and boastings as to what he is going to do if the time cornes
for him to resign. I did not understand him, as the hon.
Minister of Justice says, to piedge himself to any time
when he would resign. I remember, in the Prince Edward
Island case, that the gentleman who got himself returned
by the shoriff to a seat in this House, although ho p->lled a
minority of the votes, appealed to hi4 friends to confirm
the return oftho sheriff. lHe was suecessiul in bis appcal
to some of tho mombers of that House, becauso ho had pro-
mised them privately that when b was confirmed he would
resign. But it is known to everybody in this Hoiuse that,
after the confirma'ion of the sheriff's act was passed, ho
remained here during the whole four Sessionsof Parliament
and never resigned at all; and I very much foar that the
Srecedent which bas been set in that case will b-, followed

by the gentleman who at present sits for Queen's, if the
louse are foolish enough to confirm him in his seat. Now,
as I stated, there are two questions before the louse. One
is, whether Parliament ias a right to deat with the case at
all; and the other is, whother, if it bas the right to deal
with it, the morits of the case are on the side of the sitting
member or on the side of Mr. George King. Tho hiinister
of Justice takes the ground that no precedent for our action
can be found in cither the Imporial Parliament or tho Par-
liament of Canadi. I take distinct issue with him on
that point. I say thore are numerons precedents. f say
thero is a long, unbroken serios of precedents from the year
1852 down to the prcsent timo, in which Parliament haR
asserted successfully its jrisdictioa in matters exactly
similar to the present came; and these procedents govern
this case. The hon. gentleman says no precedent can b
found in England for Parliament interfering where a mi nor-
ity candidate has been returned by the returning officer,
and seating the other candidate. He knows very well
that no precedents exist for the last 100 years, where

Mr.AVIas.

any returning officer has been found so false te his duty
and so false to his oath as to have returned the minority
candidate to Parliament. That fact has been reported to
this House in the report of the Election Committee which
he desires this H'.use to confirm. In that report the com-
mittee say that they have been unable to find any case
during the long interval of the last 100 years where the
minority candidate was returned to Parliament. That being
the case, the hon. Minister of Justice could very easily
declare that he could find no precedent where the minority
candidate was ousted. Hlow could the preccdent occur ?
The ninority candidate was not thero to oust. But if he
had been there, no one who follows the precedents and
practices of the English flouse of Parliament can doubt for
a moment that that Parliament would rise to a sense of its
own dignity and assert its priviloges by ousting the intru-
der without any delay. Sir, I contend, as a matter of law,
that the rights which this House can exercise respecting the
election of its members have not been in any degree
minimised by the passage of the Controverted Elctions
Act. I state that as a clear principle of constitutional law,
and I think I have the authority, not only of the leader of
the Opposition, but of the leader of the Government, for
that position-that the same rights which this House re.
tained to itself when in former days it relegated the trial
of electicn petitions to the Election Committees of the
flouse, these same rights the louse continues to retain
after it has relegated the trial of election petitions to the
judges of the land. There has been no change. A]most
the samo words which were used in the old Controverted
Elections Act, for referring the trial of controverted eleo.
tions to the Election Committees of the louse, are used
now in the Controverted Elections Aot; and the hon. gen.
tleman knows well that the principle is this: that while the
11ouse will not entertain any petition questioning the re.
turn of a member, having relegated to the courts of the
land the right to receive and determine upon such petitions,
at the same time the flouse has never failed, of its own
motion and in its own right, when the facts are brought be-
fore it, to consider alf the facts set forth in the retura of a re-
turning officer; and if it believes ho has returned the
wrong man, to make him amend his return accordingly.
Why, Sir, if we take up the precedents cited in the report
of the sub.committee to which this case was referred,
we find that awaty back, in 1848, the House commenced to
exorcise its rights in this regard. We find in the Beauhar-
nois case and the Kent case, before the Act of 1851 was
passed, the House exercised those rights. In the Beauhar-
nois case, which is almost precisely like the present one, it
declaro that the majority candidate should be returned,
and it directed that the return should be amended, and it
was amended accordingly. The Eent case was a similar
case, and the House made a similar declaration. Then, we
have the Canadian Statute of 1851, which declared that all
election petitions received by either House should be refer-
red to the General Committee on Election-, for the purpose
of choosing select committees to try said petitions; that
the Bouse should refer the petitions in each case to the
said committee so appointed and sworn; and that they
should there try their merits, and determine whether the
sitting members, or any or what other person were duly
roturned or elected, or whether the election was void. In
other words, that statute conferred on the Select Cam-
mittee on Elections the same powers which we
afterwards conforred on the judges of the land, un.
der the Controverted Eloctions Aot. Taat is a posi-
tion of law that the Minister of Justice cannot controvert.
If we had power before the Controverted Elections Act
was passed, to consider and determine on cases of this
kind, we have that pewer now, because we did not by that
Act divest ourselves of any powers we had previously. We
only oonferred on the courte of the land those powers that
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we previously conferred on the Election Committee. What
are the precedents since 1851 ? We have a long line of pre-
cedonts where the House bas uniformly declared its right,
and excrcised ils right,of passing upon the returns of mem-
bers of this [ouse, and bas declared whether the majority
candidate or the minority candidate should be placed in the
seat. I think in rearly all the cases-certainly in al[ of
them but one-tbe Houée did exercise that right. We have
the Gaspé case, the Bagot case, the Lennox and Addington
case, and the Essex case, with which hon. members are ac-
quainted, and the Muskoka case. It is true there is the West
Peterborough case, in which the decision of the House was in
direct opposition to that in the Muaskoka case. That is the
only one in the long line of cases from 1851. Then we have
the King's county election case : and in that case what did
the House do ? The HRouse determined that it had a right to
pass upon the special returns made by the returning officer.
The returning officer roturned two men as elected. We can
see whether this Bouse retained to itself the power to doter-
mine which of tbetwo rtturned should romain as a mernkr, or
passed that power over to the courts of the land. The hon.
the leader of the Government, and I think nearly overy
supporter of the Government, declared this Bouse still re.
tained the power, and they acted on that declaration by
voting that the minority candidate should come here. They
may have been right or wrong in the conclusion at which
they arrived, but ail that I say is that they asserted the
jurisdiction of this House in the matter. In England what
do we find ? The hon. gentleman would lead this House to
bolieve that it was only in cases of disqualification, arising
from personal disqualification on the part of a candidate,
that the flouse of Commons in England had ever attempted
to act, but he knows that the House of Commons in Eng-
land bave not stopped there. He knows they have not
stopped in the case of those who have been charged with
treason and have been convicted of crime. In the Sydney
Waterlow case they went one step further, and declarcd
that a person who was disqualified by roason of having an
interest in a public contract was diqualified from sitting in
the Hfouse, and they stated that the Parliament of England
had a right so to declare and to oust him from the House.
That is a case in point. The hon. gentleman cited the
Victoria case, which ho evidently thought as a caso of
authority. and I think I am not going too far when I say
ho unjastly declared that the leader of the Opposition had
used language in favor of the proposition ho was su bmitting
to this House. I say not only did the preserit leader of the
Opposition, who was thon Minister of Justice, not use such
language, but he used language the very oppokite. If the
hon. gentleman had read a little further in that speech, he
would have found that the leader of the Opposition care-
fully and in chosen language declared his opinion that the
Bouse had reterved to itseolf the pr>wers we say it bas re-
sorved, and ask it to exercise. In the Victoria case, an
election petition was then pendi: g ia the courts of law.
The court had cognisance and had taken charge of the case.
A petition was thon presen'eJ, a concurrent petition, by
some of the electors to this , to ask it to inte) fore at
the very time the courts of the land were determining upon
the case.

was the speech delivered 20th March, 1875, on a question of
privilege. The hon. member for West Durham proposed to
call the attention of the House to a question of privilege
arising out of the petition which it became bis dutv to pre-
sent to the House, and which was thon printed. That was
a petition from certain electors of the county of Victoria
asking this flouse to interfere in the matter of that eloction,
and to interfere with respect to the action of the returning
officer.

Mr. MoCARTHY. No.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman had better read

what my hon. friend for West Durham said, and he will
see I am giving the correct version. The hon. member for
West Durham said:

" That petition being forwarded to him, he believed it to be a duty
incumbent upon him as a member of Parliament, to give the petitiocers
the opportunity of stating their grievances, or alleged grievances, by
presenting the petition to the House. Of the accuracy of the facto
therein stated, he had no further knowledge than he drew from the facts
that those signatures to the petition were appended by parties, and the
petition came to him from a source which was a sufficient guarantee for
the genuineness of the signatures and the respectability of the names.
He dsired to call the attention of the House to the subjects of which the
petition complained, and the course which it appeared to be proper to
mvite the House to take in regard to it. The petition complained of
certain matters in connection with the last election fer the county of
Victoria. It might be divided into two parts-one with respect to the
appointment of the returning officer, and the other with respect to the
conduct of the returning officer in the execution of bis duty."

That is just exactly what I stated.
Mr. MoCARTHY. No.
Mr. DAVIES. The returning offloor.
Mr. McCARTHY. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. The returning officer and the return ho

made to the House; the complaint that he made an improper
return :

" He was informed that the petition was now pending in the proper
court for the trial of controverted elections for the county of Victoria,
and in that petition of course it was competent to the petitioners to pre-
fer - ny complaint they might have as to improper conduct on the part
of the returning officer relative to the merits of the petition."

So we soc the hon. member for West Durham at that time
contended, and his contention was not controverted, that
the matter of the petition which came before this House was
cognisable by the court of New Brunswick where the elec-
tion petition had been filed, And what did ho hold? He
held that, under those circumstances, it would not b pra-
dent for this House to take and decide upon a matter which
was cognisable, on a proper election petition, by the courts
of the land. He went on to say that while he could not in-
vite the House to deal with the petition under theso circum-
stances :

"He would be very sorry to believe that the House had been deprived,
by the position of the Controverted Elections Act, ofits power over
returning officers and deputy re'urning officers-of its power tu investi-
gate complaints made against them and to pnnish them for improper
conduct. But when Parliament transferred the trial of election petitionh
to the judges, and expressly rovided that the conduct of returning
officers might be complained of, and they might be made respondents to
petitions, Parliament thereby expressed the preference for that mode of
investigation, or, at any rate, a petitioner could adopt that course.
Under those circumstances, he did not think it would be proper to ask
the House to enter into an investation of the conduct of that returning

Mr. TRHOMPSON. No, that was another enquiry officer, pending the election trial.'
altogether. He said, therefore, the courts of the land have cognisance,

Mr. DAVIES. Not at all; I am stating the facts. have jurisdiction over the matter and they are exercising
it now. The same parties apply to us to exercise a jurisdic.

Mr. THOMPSON. The speech that I quoted from was tion which, ho says, I do not doubt we possess, but as Parlia-
the speech of the hon. member for West Durham made ment bas already expressed preference for that mode of
when it was proposed to arraign the rotunrning officer, and investigation before the judges, or, at any rate, bas given
not a speech made in any debate which occurred on the the petitioner power to take that course, and as that course
petition. bas been adopted, I wilt not ask the House to interfere.

Mr. DAVIES. The speech which the hon. member What did the right hon. the leader of the Government say
quoted from I had in my hand when ho quoted from it. It thon ? tDid th. inister of Justice quote that passage fror
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the speech ? Did ho intend to give any fair statement of the
constitutional principle as laid down by the hon. member
for West Durham ? He not only did not do so, but he used
language calculated to convey to the House an impression
directly opposite. What did the leader of the Governmont
who was then leading the Opposition say as to the rights
and powers of this House to interfere in matters of this
kind ? He said:

" He was glad the hon. member did not propose to ask the House to
consider the points raised in the petition when the election case was
belore another tribunal; at the saine time it was flot to be supposed that
the Bouse had abandoned its right to control, censure, and, if need be,
punish, returning and deputy returning oficers."

The only reason he asked this louse to stay its hands was
the reason I have just read, that, at that moment, the matter
was before the courts of the land on a petition filed by one
of the electors. So I think we wilI see that, so far as pre.
codent is concerned, so for as the English precedents are
concerned, they are in favor of the position we take. Newo
what do the text-writers say on this point ? I will quote te
the House an authority which is generally received with
some respect, May, on Parliamentary Practice, in which
ho gives his views of the position in which Parliament stood
before the passage of the Controverted Elections Act and the
position in which it stood subsequently to the passage of
the Act:

" A few words will suffice to explain the proceedings of the Bouse, so
far as its judicature is still exercised in matters of election. It beiug
enacted by section 50 of the Election Petitions, &o., Act, that 'no elec-
Von or return to Parliament shall be questioned except in accordance
with the provisions of this Act,' doubts were expressed whether this
provision would not supersede the proper jurisdiction of the House, in
determining questions affecting the seats of its own members, not aria-
ing out of controverted elections. It was plain, however, that this sec-
tion applied to the questioning of returns by election petitions only.
When controverted elections were tried by committees of the Bouse, a
sessional order required '1all persons who will question any returns ' to
' question the same witbin fourteen days ; ' and under that order elec-
tion petitions were received. In parliamentary language, therefore, to
question a return was to controvert it by parties interested-not to ad-
j udge it by the Bouse itself. During the continuance of that judicature,
the House never attempted to interfere with controverted elections, but
after the time had expired for receiving election petitions "-

And this is a point to which I want specially to call the at-
tention of hon. members:
" after the time bd expirel for receiving election petitions it always
held itaelf, not oily free, but legally bound to determine all questions
affecting the seats of its members, as normerous precedents atteit."
Not as the Minis er of Justice attempts to lead this
House to believe, not the limitation which ho placed
upon their powers, questions merely affecting the disquali-
fication of members returned, but, in the language of May,
all questions affecting the seats of members of the House;

" Where returns were questioned by petition, the matter was determ-
ined by the statutory tribunal; otherwise the House uniformly exercised
its constitutional jurisdiction. And such continued to be the position
of the Bouse after the judicature of its election committees had been
transferred to the judges."

Now, nothing could be plainer than that It shows that
the House at all times and under all circumstances had
maintained that which I maintain is really necessary to its
independent existence-its control over its own officers and
over the returns they make to the House ; and if we part
with that, and by resolution to-day declare that, no matter
how grossly wrong or partisan the return of a returning
officer may b, unless some one chooses to question it, the
returned member may sit in this House, we will be striking
a blow at the indepondence of Parliament from which we
will be a long time rallying. Supposing a returning officer
chooses to think that it is more desirable in the interests of
the public that he, himself, should be returned and not the
man who receives the highest number of votes; suppose ho
chooses to return a man who is not a candidate at àli ;
supposo any of these extreme cases, or suppose a case
which is almost as flagrant, that he returns a man who
ob.ains a small minority of t4e votes, this RUonse, if t4ey

Mr. DAvizs.

adopt the resolution of the Minister of .ustice, will declare
that they are powerless, and that, unless some one files a
petition in the court, they are net going te question the
election at all. The personal right which an elector or a
candidate has to take advantage of the Oontroverted Eleo.
tiens Act and file a petition in the court is one thing. The
right which this House hms te purge itself of members who
are improperly sent here is a higher and a very different
thing; and I maintain that that right has never been ques
tioned and cannot be questioned. The House always pos.
sessed it and possesses it now. Th- bon. gentleman went
on further te argue, as another roason why the House
should net take up the case, that in one sense the case was
already before the court, and I felt rather sorry that a
gentleman occupying the position he does, as Miniter of
Justice, should attempt te use such an argument. He says,
the question of a recount is before one of the courts, and I
ask Parliament te pause while that questian is there. The
hon. gentleman knows well, no one knows it better, that
undAr the peremptory statute of the land no question of a
recount can be taken up, that the time bas long expired.

Mr. THOMPSON. Nothing of the kind.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows perfectly
well that it is net possible te have that recount now.

Mr. THOMPSON. Nothing of the kind.

Mr. DAVIES. The bon. gentleman knows well ibat the
matter must be brought before the court within a certain
time.

Mr. THOMPSON. So it was.

ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received
a Message from the Senate transmitting te the House of
Commons an address te ber Majesty the Queen congratul.
ating Her upon the completion of the 50th year of Her Ma-
jesty's auspicious reign, and requesting the concurrence of
this Hlouse.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 15) te incorporate the Imperial Trust Company
of Canada.-(Mr. Denison.)

IN COMMITTRE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No 39) te authorise the Grange Trust to wind up
its affairs.-(Mr. Masson.)

Bill (No. 38) te amend the Act te inoorporate the Hamil-
ton, Guelph and Buffalo Railway Company, and te change
the name of the company te "The Hamilton Central Rail-
way Company."-(Mr. McKay.)

Bill (No. 35) to incorporaie the Berlin and Canadian
Pacifie Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Bowman.)

Bill (No. 25) to amend the Act te incorporate the Brant-
ford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Railway Company.-(Mr.
Sutherland.)

Bil (No. 43) te incorporate the Niagara Falla Bridge
Company.-(MIr. Rykert.)

Bill (No 45) further to amend the Act respecting the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 57) te incorpwate the Prescott County Rail-
way Company.- (Mr. Scriver.)
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SECOND RICADING.

Bill (No. 110) respecting the Saskatchewan and Western
Railway Oompany.-(Xr. Scarth.)

QUEEN'S, N. B., ELECTION.

fr. DAVIES. Before recess I was calling the attention
of the House to the argument which had been advanced by
the hon. the Minister of Justice, to the effectthat the matter
which is now beiug considered by this louse is substanti-
ally before one of the courts of the land, and, therefore, that
we should hold our bands, and I was endeavoring to show
t,he hon. gentleman was not correct in that statement. The
matter before the House now is a very simple one, namely,
whether, in the case of a returning officer who is charged
with the performance of certain specific duties by statute,
and who, acting in direct defiance of the directions of the
statute, returns a candidate who received the minority of
votes, this House has jurisdiction to correct his palpable
error. That is not a matter over which any county court
judge las any jurisdiction whatever; it ii not a matter
over which the officer charged with the summing up
of votes could- give an opinion which would b e-f-
fective one way or the other; but I go further, and
I say that the proceedings which were originally
inistituted in the recount are practically at an end.
The initiatory proceedings probably, as far as I know, were
we ail taken, and I will assume, for the purposes of the argu.
ment, that there was jurisdiction on the part of the county
court judge to recount the votes. Bat what are the facts?
In order to carry out the jurisdiction which the law gives
to him, it is essential that the returning officer should, in the
words of the statute, in obedience to the command of the
county court judge, appear before him with the ballot boxes
and the papers. The law says that :

"IHe shall give a command to the returning officer to produce before
him the ballot boxes and the papers, which command the returning
officer and his election clerk shahl obey."

Now, the facts are that John R. Dunn, the returning officer,
did not obey the command of Jadge Steadman to appear
before him with the ballot boxes. He disobeyed that order,
and the county court judge was incapacitated from proceed-
ing any further. The law says:

" The judge shall proceed, as far as practicable, de die in diem, with
the recount."
But ho could not proceed, he could not begin, because the
returning officer, in this respect as well as in every other
respect, violated the direct commands of the statute. The
statute says further that :

" The returning officer shall delay making his return to the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery natil h reeives a certificate fromn the judge of
the result of such final decision and recount."
But the returning officer, John R Dunn, did net delay
making his return to the Clark of the Crown in Chancery
until ho recoived that certificatc. The returning officier
prevented the possibility of such a certificate being given
by the county court judge, and ho did, in dofiance of the
statute, and while a recoant was pending, make his return
to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. And over and
beyond that, this House, one of the highest jadicial court
of the Dominion, has issued its mandate and taken
from the returning officer the ballot pipers and all
other papers nonnected with the election, and has
thus practically put it beyond the power of the czounty
court judge to make a recount even if this rule for
the writ of prohibition was discharged. Therefore, I
repeat what I said before recess, that there is not a recount
now pending practically. There cannot practically be a
recount held. It is dead, and it is a refinement of irony on
the part of the Minister of Justice to say that there is a

se

proeeding pending before one of the courts of the land now,
the result of which may be to dispose of the matter whicb
is now before the House. He says further tbat the Rouse
bas no jurisdiction in this matter at all. This Rouse has
already claimed to have, and has exercised, jurisdiction in
this matter. When the question firet came before the
louse, if the Minister of Justice, leading theg ouse, thought
the House had no jurisdiction to act upon the matter, why
did ho not lay down that proposition in a resolttion, and
ask the Rouse to pass upon it ? So far from doing that, he
asked the House to seize juriadiction of this matter, and
the louse, in response to his request, did seize, and I
think did so properly, jurisdiction in the matter.
After seizing jurisdiction, it referred it to the Oom-
mittee on Privileges and Elections, so that the House
claimed to have and exercised jurisdiction in the matter.
The Committee on Privileges and Elections took evi-
dence upon the matter, kept the whole case pending before
them until almost the last day when it was competent for
any elector to petition the election court to have right done
there, and then, at the last moment, they make a report
which the hon. Minister of Justice now asks us to adopt, in
which they declare that itl is contrary to the spirit and
policy of Parliament for this House to decide a question of •

this kind at ail. But I maintain that the House je not bound
to ratify, and would not be justified, under the facts before
it, in ratifying the conclusion of the majority of that corn-
mittee. That conclusion contains statements which I say
are not the fact. That conclusion embodies the statement
to which I would be sorry to givo my adhesion, namely:

" That the returning omcer has returned that George F. Baird a can-
didate at the said election, has been duly elected to repreaent tie said
electoral district, the said returning officer having held thatoGeorge G.
King had not been duly nominated as a candidate at that election.

This House is asked to commit itself to the proposition that
John R. Dunn, the returning officer, had authority to hold,
that Mr. King was not. properly nominated, after ho had
received the nomination; after ho had received the election
fee; after ho had given a receipt for the payment of the
money; after hle had acceded to the demand for a polil;
af ter the poll had beeu held ; afLèr a majority of votes was
summed up by him in favor of the candidate whom ho did
not wish to return. I maintain, if there was any judicial
power in the returning officer at ail, that power had to be
exercised by him upon the nomination paper upon the
nomination day, whon the paper was handed in to him;
and I go further, and I say it is perfectly plain that ho did
exorcise judicial functions at that time; that ho did declare,
as ho ought to have donc, as he did perfectly properly,
that the nomination paper was a good nomination paper;
that the money so received was properly paid, and he gives
the statutory receipt certifying to that fact, and announces
to the whole people of Queen'd county that George
G. King is a perfectly proper and qualified candidate
for whom they can vote. Having donc that, and the
election having been held, and bocause, Iorsooth, the
majority of the electors chose to return Mr. King
instead of the candidate ho desired to havo, returned,he
tu ms round and says: Iwill now reverse my judicial decision
given ten days aga, b3fore the election, and declare that
thoso proceodingrs wore a perfect farce, that the people
wore voting when they had not a right to vote, and that
the vote given for Mr. King were a perfect nullity. I am
quite sure that the Minister of Justice will not commit him.
self to the proposition that, assuming Mr. Dann to have
had judicial functions and to have exercised them in that
way, ho could, ton days afterwards, after the election was
over, reverse his own ji Igment and declare all the proceed.
ings which had been had a nullity. The whole thing is
opposed to law and is opposed to common sense. This la
not a matter which should be kept entirely in the region of
nsi prius. There Are higher considerations invQlved in this
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matter than those which would govern a court of nisi prius.
Thore are matters of right, matters of justice, matters of
privilege, matters which affect not MIr. King alone or any
individual elector in Queen's county, but which affects
the whole mass of the electors' in that county; and,
further, which affects the whole mass of the electorate
of Canada; and more than that, which seriously affects
the rights and privileges of this House of Parliament.
Then we are told that, while we had power to seize this
matter, to refer it to our Committee on Elections and
Privileges, now we are to declare that we have no power at
ail. I say that would b stultifying ourselves. I say it is
perfectly open to this House-and it would be a monstrous
proposition if it were not so-to refuse to ratify the report
of a majority of that committee. Every member of this
House is at perfect liberty to vote as ho pleases on that
question. Now, what did that committee report? Thore
was possibly a scintilla of justification for the ground they
took, which was that at that time there was a concurrent
jurisdiction, at any rate, in the courts of the land to which
it was competent for any eloctor to appeal and get justice
done, and therefore they said: We will leave the people to
their rights in the election court. I did not agree with that
argument, but assuming it to be good thon, what is to be

*said now ? The time has expired when any elector can ap-
peal to the court. There is no court in the land which has
any jurisdiction in the matter except this high court of Par.
liament. Thore is no court to which the electors can appeal
for justice. We have the right and we have the power, and I
say it would bo a monstrous proposition for us to refusejustice
to these men when we are asked in this way to do it. It is
not a personal question for Mr. King, it is a question of our
own rights and privileges, and as, I said before, the rights
and privileges of the electors. Now, Mr. Speaker, having
said so much upon the power of this House to dispose of
this matter, let me say one or two words upon the merits
of the case itself. Sir, we are face to face with a very
strange state of matters. The law, declares in language
which cannot be misunderstood, which could not be mis-
understood even by that very respectable person, Mr. John
R. Dunn-the law declares in language so plain and clear
that it needs no lawyer or counsel to advise him on it. " The
candidate," it says, " who, on the summing up of the votes,
is found to have the majority of the votes, shall bo then
declared elected "; nothing can be plainer than that. What
does the returning officer say ? He says: I will not act in
pursuance of that declaration in the law, however clear the
language may be. The law is mandatory, imperative, not
merely directory. He must do so, and it is in the interest
of the public at large, in the interest of constitu-
tional Government, in the interest of the rights of
the people, that the law prescribes that its minion
shal not have jurisdiction, but it says that ho is to
add together the number of votes received by cach candi-
date, and declare the result accordingly. The law g -eq on
to make assurance doubly sure in the 65th section, where it
declares that the returning officer shall declare that the
candidate having the largest number of votes bas b3en
duly elected, and shall forward his certificate to that effect
to the Cloerk of the Crown in Chancery. The nomination
paper was submitted to him by Mr. King, which he received
as a nomination paper; the money was paid to himn, for
which ho gave a reeipt, a receipt, Sir, which the law says
shall be sufficient ovidence of the payment therein mon-
tioned. But, after having givcn that receipt, and after
baving received that nomination paper and proclaimed Mr.
King a candidate, on the summing up of the votes ho now
says: I will reverse my judgment, and I will declare that
ail the proceedings are irregular and void. Now, I will not
repeat my argument that his judicial functions were at an
end, but I will come to the one point made by those who
say there was a shadow of excuse for the conduct of the
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returning officer. Bir, under our law, we know that
$200 is to be paid as an election deposit, and it is con-
tended that the deposit must be paid by the election
agent of the candidate. I will undertake to say, M r.
Speaker, that if hon. members vote that to be the law, and
they were bonest, many a man in this House, after voting
that way, should got up and resign his seat. I will venture
te say that thero are dozens of members sitting to-day in
this House, who did not pay the deposit through the hands
of thoir election agent. I have no hesitation in saying that
I am one. I did not pay my $200 through the hands of
my election agent, and why ? Because I doubted very
much, as I doubt now, whether a person putting himsolf in
nomination can legally constitute a person an agent until
his nomination paper is accepted by the returning officep.
In the section that preocribes that 8200 shall be paid to the
sheriff or returnirg officer, the law does not say that it
shall be paid by the election agent; it says it shall be paid
to the returning officer, and that the receipt of the returning
officer shail be sufficient evidelice of the legal and proper
paymient. But it is said there is a clause in the statute,
section 118, which prescribes that ail payments are to
be made through the election agent. That is so, but to
what does that apply? That clause, Mr. Speaker, is a
literal transcript of the English law, 'opied word for
word. In the English law, of which this is a copy,
no deposit of the character that we make is roquired to be
made, therefore the word " deposit" in this section, and
which some hon. members seek to twist into the deposit of
$200, cannot bear that construction in England, for no such
deposit is to be made. That being the case, I submit that
the payment can be made legally by the candidate himself,
or by any person on his behalf, as well as by the clection
agent. My own impression is that the election agent is not
properly appointed until after the money is paid, and the
nomination paper received. Now, I think I stated that no
case can be found in England, in the Bri ish Empire, for the
last 100 years, where a returning officer has acted in the
illegal, arbitrary, and unfair manner in which John R.
Dunn has acted, and which the Minister of Justice asks this
House to ratify. But, Sir, there is a case somewhat analogus,
somewhat parallel t.- this, and I would like to cali the
attention of gentilemen who may have any doubts on this
case before the louse, te the reasons given by the learned
judges who decided upon it. That was a case in Ireland,
called the Mayo case, and was decided in 1874. There
were three candidates for election. The two hours which
the law prescribes for receiving nominations had elapsed.
Two of the candidates had appointed their election
expense agent, and had put in their nomination papers.
The third candidate had put in bis nomination paper, but
had not appointed lis election expense agent. As soon as
the time foi holding the court was up, the two candidates
who thought thoir papers were perfect, demanded that they
should be returned by the returning officer, and that the
nomination of the third candidate should be ignored on the
ground that ho had not appointed an election expense agent
-very similar to the ground that Mr. Dann takes here, in
fact, I think that it is the very ground. Now, the return-
ing officer yielded to the objection, and without calling for
a vote, he exercised judicial functions at the moment, and
declared these two men to bo regularly elected, and would
net grant a poli. Of course, a petition was immediately
filed in the court, and I wish the House to bear with me
while I read the short decisions given by the judges in this
case. We have had strong language used in this House
with reference to the outrage, as it is termed, which John
R. Dann bas committed upon the rights of the people. but
the language which we have used in this House is not as
strong as the language which the learned juIges used from
the bench. They characterised the conduct of that return-
ing officer as an outrage upon the election law, and they
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said the only thing that relieved the case was the inconceiv-
ably ludicrous aspect of it, and they wondered that any man
should be found so wanting in brains as to make such a
ridiculous return. Mr. Justice Morris said:

"l n this case none of the court, I believe (I can certainly say so for
myself) bave a shadow of a doubt about this case, or have had such from
the time we heard it raised ; and for my part it appears to me almost
inconceivable how such a decision could bave been arrived at by any
person.

" It appears, however, that this gentleman, the sheriff, who I presume
is a country gentleman, was not assisted by an assessor, and I may add,
parenthetically, that when sheriffs allow themselves to be influenced,
forced I should say, into makiug such ludicrous decisions as this it
ought to be cautioned to fortify themielves by the advice and assistance
of counsel."

The learned judge does not scruple to say that the returning
officer was forced to make this ludicrous and illegal decision;
and I am not going beyond the bounds allowed to a member
of Parliament when I say that it is perfectly apparent, from
the explanation made by the sitting member, that .he was
the man who got John f. Dnnn appointed because he saw
no other chance of winning the election, and that Dunn was
forced to make the return he did. The learned judge goes
on to say

" This case comes very little short of what it was opened to us by Mr.
Mcl)ermott as an outrage upon the law of election. A party is put on
nomination; the sheriff has the fullest power under the Act of Parlia-
ment of investigating his nomination paper, and seeing that lie was
properly nominated and seconded, and there bis control ends ; lie has
only to go on with the election. The suggestion made here is that he
would be open to any remarks made in the town as to whether the
candidate had committed bribery, and I think that would be a most irre-
levant enquiry. Cases were cited which had no more bearing on the
question before us than the case of the six carpenters would have bad ;
as to whether this gentleman (the petitioner) had poid to the sheriff a
sum of money for the expenses of the election, or whethor it was a mere
statement that he did so; in my opinion a most irrelevant and idie en-
quiry; for if he paid it ten times over it would have had just as much to
bay to the case as il (to use Mr. McDermott's illustration) he wore a
w bite bat or had fer on his coat. In this case I have no doubt. The rest
of the court will express their opinion individually-that the election
milst be declared null and void ; and I can only add that [ really think
sucli a thing could not occur in any other part of Ireland than in Mayo."

I would certainly hope, were it not for my late political
experienco, that this case could not occur in any other
riding than in the riding of Qaeen's, N.B.; but I am sorry
to say I do not entertain such a belief, and I bave no hesi-
tation in expressing my belief that if this House ratifies the
conduct of John R. Dann and declares that the minority
man be returned, that ho has a right to come here and has
a right to retain his seat, John R. Dtinn's conduct will have
many a parallel at the next election that takes place in
Canada. This case is so à propos of the one now under
discussion, I will ask the permission of the House to quote
the judgments of the other two learned judges. Mr. Justice
Keogh said :

" I am entirely of the same opinion. The case would be serious if it
were not so intensely ludicrous, that it is impossible to look upon it ex-
cept in a ludicrous aspect. The case before us states that all the three
persons were duly nominated. Every one of the three was entitled to a
poli. An objection was then made that the petitioner had not appointed
an expense agent. That, however, bad nothing to do with the duty of
the sheriff in appointing a day for a poil. Even supposing it had, at
twenty-five minutes past two an expense agent was duly nominated by
the petitioner. The ground was then shifted, and the agents for the re-
spondents said to the sheriff: ' we object to your receiving a nomination
of an expense agent, for the day is over; ' and ia five minutes after-
wardi, at half past two, the sheriff acting under the advice of counsel
for the reapondents, proceedel to declare tbem duly elected. That is
really the ludicrous part of this case ; but suppose it was tolerated,
there is no reason why every sheriff in Ireland sh û uld not da the same,
and if so it might happen that every member for I roland would be re-
turned by the sheriff These two gentlemen have at present as much
right to be membars for the county of Mayo as any man who hears me."

If it were parliamentary I would say that the sitting mem-
ber for Queen's has as much right to sit here as any one of
the spectators in the galleries, and no more.

" Yet if there were a close division in the House of Commons on an
important political queation, they might decide who should be the Prime
Minsater for tte next five years. I do really conçur with my brother
Morris that in no other part of Ireland-I may go further and say, in no

other part of the British Dominions-could such a thing have occurred
as has happened in this case."

The learned judge did not know of the case of the county of
Queen's, and the existence of John R. Dann. The judgment
of the Lord Chief Justice Monaghan was as follows

" I am as anxious as the other members of the court to express my
opinion cu this case; not that I have the slightest doubt upon it. It
appears that, according to the Act of Parliament, it is the duty of a per-
son coming forward as a candidate to appoint an expense agent on the
day of election ; but the Act does not go on to say that the election is
rendered void, if this expense agent be not appointed. It merely says
that the party who may pay money for the expenses of the election,
without having an expense agent, will be guilty of a misdemeanor , but
that has nothing to do whatever with the duty ot the sheriff in appoint-
ing a day for a poli. Without any shadow of doubt ail these gentlemen
were duly nominated. It was the duty of ths sheriff to appoint a day
for a poll, and bis not having done so renders hie return nul 1 and void."

There is a case, decided unanimously by three judges of
eminence a id repute. There is a case entirely on all fours
with ours, in which the Lord Chief Justice gives a decision
on the very section of the Act of which ours is a cOpy, in
which ho shows the serions consequences which may foliow
if we vest in a returning officer, a minion of the law appointed
by the Govei nment for the time being, the power to defeat
and quash the will of the people and to return a member to
this B.ouse. We ait here with authority and power bocause
we boast that we are the representatives of the people at large,
but in this case we see a candidate sent here according to
tne political caprice of the returning offieer and in defianco
of the will of the people. If one returning officer can do
that twenty or thirty returning officers eau do the samo
thing, and the result will be that we shall have representa-
tives here not representing the opinions of the people, but
the whims of those officers appointed by the Government
for the time being. In this country the people are sup.
posed to rule, and if the Liberal party are true to their in-
stincts,and if hon. gentlemen opposite will rise to-night above
more paltry party considerations, and discharge their consci-
entions duty, the people in this case will rule and the man
they have elected will be placed in his seat. The day has
gone by whon men can be elected otherwise than by the
will of the people. It is all very well to talk abaut loyalty
to the Crown, but loyalty to the people is something botter.
We are talking in this Jubileo year about the great commer-
cial prosperity of this country, and about the advance wo
have made in our political inititutions, and it will be a
crowning disgraeo to this Jubilee year if the Parliamont of
Canada endorses the conduct of a roturning officer in send-
ing a man hero in defiance of the will of the people. If
that is done, we had botter go back to the old times and
adopt the old method :

"The good old rule, the simple plan,
That lie will keep who has the power,

And he will take who eau."

We bhail then know that it is power and not law that rules
in this country. I have heard an expression of opinion come
from some hon. gentlemen, and come from their hearts, too,
that they would not have been surprisod, and, perhaps,
they would not have been sorry either, if when the people
found their voice and their wish thwared, they had acted
summarily in the. matter and punished the man who
attempted to do so. 1, for one, rejoice that they are a peace.
loving people, and 1 trust that Parliament will prove itself
equal to the exigencies of the case, and rise above the con-
temptible party spirit ‡nd register its determination that
in Canada the will of the people shall preail. In order that
a square vote may be taken upon this matter, I move the
following amendrut to the amendment :-

That al the words aftr the word " That " in the amendment to be
strnck out, and the following substituied instead thereof:-" at the late
election held in the county of Queen's, New Brunswick, for the House
of Comimons, two candidates, namely : George G. King and George F.
Baird weve nominated, a poll demanded, and granted, and duly held,
and on the -sunning up of the votes poledi, the candidate, George G.
King, had a majority of sixty-oue votes. That the returning officer
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neverthelsi returned the defeated candidate, the said George F. Baird
as eleocted, and that it waa his duLy instead to have returned the sai
George G. King, who received the said majority of votes, as the meinhe
elected, and that said returning officer (by nane, John R Duna), b
forthwith summoned to attend at the Bar of this House and amend hi
retura accordingly.

Mr. WIELUON (Albert). I hope the House will be wil
ling to listen for ten minutes to some sober argument, as j
measure of relief from the splendid rhetoric, the somewha
intoxicating declamation, with which we have just been
favored by the hon. member for Queen's, P.E 1. (Mr. Davies)
Representing a New Brunswick constituency, when thii
case first came before the Ilouse, I had a feeling of regre
that the parties who felt themselves aggrieved, by roason o
the conduct of the returning officer, had brought heiî
grievances away from the court which sat with open doors
in New Brunswick, up to this House, whoro so much of oui
valuable time has been wasted with results which I thini
we will ail find in the long run are not very profitable
There are so many points of agreement between the legal
position assumed by the hon. gentleman in the earlier pari
of his speech, and my own, that I eau in a very few minuteE
say ail that I have to say by way of reply. He glanced ai
the distinction between two privileges of Parliament which
I desire to set out at a little greater length-though lnot at
great length-amely, the distinction between the privilege
of trying controverted elections and the privilege of expel-
ling unworthy members. For the former, the English Com.
mons fought for hundreds of years, but, after party Govern.
ment was organised, it was found to be a dangerous one;
and I may say that the history of tho growth and abandon-
ment of that privilege is a very curions illustration of the
eurved lines along which political progress is made. Let
me distinguish the privilege of the House of Commons to
try controverted elections, from another privilege equaly
ancient and equally important, namely, the power of expel-
ling from the House its unworthy members. I undertake
to say that every case cited by the hon. gentleman in Eng-
lish practice since 1868, as an illustration of the doctrine
that the English House of Commons bas retained jurisdi-
tion to deal with disputed elections, is but an illustration of
the exercise of the second privilege-a privilege which they
never abandoned, and which they have always maintained

-as necessary to the dignity of the louse of Commons. in
cases belonging to the first of the two classes which i have
mentioned, experience bas shown that committees of the
House weie incompotLt to give a proper trial, because.the
facts were involved and legal points difficult. But the
assertion of the oider privilege, although in some small
measure it involves a judicial enquiry, still, as sta*ed five
weeks ago by the Minister of Justice, is commonly a simple
enough matter. L say that all the English cases since 1868,
in which the English louse of Oommons bas interfered with
the seats of members, are cases in which they have expelled
unworthy members; I care not what the nature of the
unworthmness, whether they were debarred by ser, or age, or
inte lectual infirmity, whether by the fact that they were peers
of the realm, or that they were felons, or had violated the
Independence of Parliament Act, but not a single one of the
them will yon find of the nature of the case Wich is allegod
to exist here, namely, one in which some alleged defect took
p'ace in thecondaut of the elections, whether up to the nomina-
tion day, or between nomination and polling day, or between
e lling and the day of declaration, or incident tu the roturn.
n ail the English cases relevant to our enquiry where,

since 1868, a member's seat bas been attacked in the House,
the ground of attack bas been the disability of the momber
by reason of bis own statue or aet, and net by reason of the
illegal conduct of the officer concerned with the election.
If we take the Waterlow case in 1868, which was cited by
the hon. member for Queeu's, P. E. L (Mr. Davies),
we find that the facts were simply that the House of
Commons said that a contractor was under the ban of th
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Independence of Parliament Act, and that he should not
sit in the House. It was a perfectly easy matter to doter-
mine whether the claimant in that case was entitled to the

s segt. They had simply to prove that A. B. was a con-
tractor and that the claimant was A. B, and the matter was

- at an end, but the prosent case involves a much more
a elaborate, troublesome and complex enquiry. Then if we
t take up the case of O'Donovan Rossa in 1870, the flouse of
i Commons simply declared that they would expel a folon ;
. if we take the case of Mitchell in 1875-a case which was
s dealt with twice, the House said the same; or the case
t of Michael Davitt in 1872, or the case of Bradlaugh in 1883,
f in wbich the House of Commons said that a man who had
r not taken the oath should be expelle1-if you take all

those cases you will find that they belong to the category
of cases in which the House asserted its right to expel
unworthy mombers. So that I say if members are labor-

. ing under any disabilities by reason of their status acts or
l omissions, the House bas reserved the power to say that

such persons shail not sit. The hon. gentleman quibbled
a little about the phrase " personal disabilities," used by the
Minister of Justi ce, yet ho gave us no botter phrase, and,
though ho challenged, ho did not impair the Ministers
statement that in no single ca e since election trials
had been relegated to the courts did the English Hiouse
of Commons look into a matter of controversy that
had any bearing or connection with the conduct ot
clections as a matter in dispute, and the matter in dis-
pute hore is one which is intimately related to the
conduct of an election. In the Canadian cases we have
the case of Louis Riel in 1874, in which the House ex-
pelled an unworthy ommber; we have the case of
Victoria, N.S, in 1875, in which the House was not
asked to attack the seat of a member; it was not
asked to seat anybody, but it was asked to deal with
the returning officers. Now we were dealing with a
case of that kind a few days ago, but we have done
with it, and we are asked now to deal with a question
touching the seat of a momber. In the course of that
debate in 1875, a very able lawyer, the member for West-
Durham (Mr. Blake) expressed very strong and clear
opinions whieh the Minister of Justice quoted to-night; and
I may say that I think that when the member for Queen's,
P. E. I. (air. Davies) charged the Minister of Justice with
not having read enough of that speech, he made a ludi-
crously irrelevant charge, if such an adverb is not unparlia-
mentary. It is true that the Minister of Justice did not
read the whole speech of the leader of the Opposition, but
he did read all that part of it that bore in the slightest
dedrue upon the question before the House, and if ho had
read further he would have introduced maLter which would
only complicate the question before us. I say the Minister
of Justice would have done wrong if ho had read any more
of the speech; be would have confused the House ; and
when the hon. member for Queen's, P.HI., went on to read
what the ion. momber for West Durham had said about the
power of the House over returning officers, and what the
right hon. leader of the House said about the same thing, he
introduced issues that are not pertinent to this discussion,
and was simply confuEing the flouse. In discussing the
Victoria case (1875), a distinction between that case and the
present was drawn by the hon. member, who says that, as a
matter of fact, there are not now proceedings ponding in the
New Brunswick courts. I understood him to say that the
matter was practically dead. 1 am sorry the senior member
for St. John (Mr. Weldon) is not in bis place, for I think ho
knows the facts better than either the hon. member for
Queen's, P. E. I., or myself. 1 am speaking subject to
correction, but 1 think the facts were not correctly stated.
I believe that within the time fixed by. statute, a day
was properly named for the recount by the county
judge, and if ths rule nW for the writ of prohibition given
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by the judge of the Superior Court be not made absolute, I
believe that the judge will go on with his rec3untt; and I
believe that Mr. King understands it so, and is pursuing
his remedy in reliance on those sections of the Act
quoted by the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. The
only other case in Canada that bears on the discussion
is the difficult case of King's, P.E.1., in 1883. With
reference to that case I think there will b but one
opinion, that whatever be the jurisdiction of the House, it
was ex necessitate compelled to deal with that case. There
came a return which some hon. gentlemen called a double
return, which on the otherside of the House was called a
special return. The man with the highest number of votes,
Mr. McIntyre, was declared a member, the man with second
highest number of votes, Mr. Robeotson, was declared by
the returning officer to be disqualified, and the man with the
third highest number, Mr. McDonald, was said to be elected.
My view is that it was an informal return, the substance of
which was that Mr. McDonald was returned, and that the
House corrected the informality and formally in terms
declared Mr. McDonald elected. The hon. member for
Queen's, P.E.L, shakes his bead; but if ho says that
it was material to the conclusion that the House should
fnd Mr. Robertson disqualified, we c>me back to the
distinction drawn by the Minister of Justice some days ago,
and restated to-day, that it was a case of disqualitication
under the statute. Just as the statute says that contractors
may not sit here, and just as in the old country peere can-
not sit in the flouse of Commons, so members of the Local
Leislatures are disqualiffed from sitting here.

Tle only strong point the hon. gentleman made in his con-
tention was made when ho quoted froin May. I think the
cases are against him. I do not think ho finds, either in the
modern English cases or in any of the Canadian casos, any
authority for the position that the Hlouse must exorcise
jurisdiction. I do not think he finds any authority even
for the position that the House can exercise jurisdiction in
a case of this kind. But I frankly admit that he did score a
point when ho quoted May; yet he glided lightly over throo
or four sentences, though ho read the whole paragraph. Those
sentences I will read again. From 1770 down to 1839 a
large committee conducted trials of petitions; and after
1839 a smaller committee of 13 members, under Sir Robert
PeI's Act, conducted them until the trial of petitions was
relegated to the courts:

" whn controverted elections were tried by committees of the
Ho &te, a sessional order required 'all persons who will question any
re ains,' to ' queetion the same within*14 days;i and under that order
election petitions were receied."
During those 14 days the House was not competent to try
them at all.

" During the continuance of that judicature the House never attempted
to interfere with controverted electious."

Now, I cal the attention of the House to the fact that when
the aggrieved parties in Queen's, N.B., brought their case to
the louse, that old judicature, or the equivalent of it, was
open to them, that the 30 days had not run out, and that
the parties, by the very tems of tay, where wrong in com-
ing here when they could have taken thoir grievance to the
courts of justice.

Mr. DAVIES. The parties did not come here. The
liouse took the questiou up as a question of privilege.
There never was a petition before this House at ail.

Mir. WELDON (Albert). I recall that statement, then.
Let me say that if you follow this paragraph you will see
that it is what may b. called an obiter dictum; t is an unsup
ported and a loose dictum. I think both tihe hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Weldon) will agree with me that while Sir Erskine
May is the highest authority on parliamentary practice, he
is not reognied as the highest authority on questions of

constitutional law. The hon. gentleman opposite smiles,
but I will take the responsibility ot giving that estimate of
this distinguished writer. I think, furthermore, that it is
the duty of the author, in fornulating that proposition, to
support it with citations, which ho bas not done. But I
frankly grant that from the text of the book the hon. gen.
tieman bas made his point. The hon. membor for Queen's,
N.B. (Mr. Baird), standing in bis place this afternoon, asked
what I thought a very pertinent question-why the parties
carried their grievances away from Queen's up te Ottawa ?
We have heard a great many reasons given. One was that
the interval was so short that Mr. King was not able to file
a petition in the courts, and to get his trial before the firet
Session of the House would have patsAd. That is a reasonablo
statement ; but I think that in twenty years thore have
been but two instances whon the elections were held se
close upon the sitting of Parliament. Therefore, that is a
grievance which is a rarely occurring one. It is also said
that the reference te the courts is dilatory and expensive.
The answer to that given by the hon. Minister of Justice
is that that is an attack on the Act of 1874, and
that this House cannot by resolution repeal any section
of an Act of Parliament. lf our opinion be that judicial
trials are dilatory or expensive, the truc way is to take
steps to repeal the statute, and not in this piecerneal way
to try to cut down the provisions of an Act of Parliament.
There is a notion that sornehow parties can get a fairer
trial in Parliament than thoy can iin. the courts, that
different rales and canons for interpreting the statutes
prevail bere from those observed by the judges. This,
I need not say, is a perfect delusion ; we have no power
to rmake any new canos for the interpretation of the
laws that we participate in making. They say, lastly, that
if this flouse is net bound to entertain the case, the Min-
ister of Justice, or a returning officer, the minion of the
Government, as the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I.,
said tho other day, may, after every general election
return the candidate of the Government, though ho should
be in the minority, and thus cheat the candidato who
should have been returned, out of his first Session. I answer
that any returning officer who should do this is liable to a
double punishment. Ho is liable, in the first instance, to a
heavy penalty under the Act; and, secondly, ho may ba
compelled to corne beforo the louse and undergo an exam-
ination as did tho returning ofiier for Qîeen's eounlty
yesterday, and be punished if guilty. 0f ail the questious
which have been raised in this matter, the only one pro-
perly before the House, te my mind, is that of jurisdiction.
Have we the jurisdiction in this case? Are we empowered,
under the constitution, to take up an enquiry such as this ?
Hon. gentlemen-opposite say we are, and urge the doctrine
of concurrent jurisdiction. That doctrine, I hold, is a very
dangerous one to urge. I will noi say, undor the English
cases, that we are withoutjurisdiction, but the cases do not
show we are bound to exorcise jurisdiction. My own per-
sonal view of the matter is that we may, by resolution,
decide to exercise jurisdiction.

Some hon. MEMBERS. IIar, hear,

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I think theroe isno legal reason
why we may not, by a resolution, lay down the proposition
that the House bas jurisdiction, but, taking that position, I
say that i ny judgnr ent it would be a dangerous rule to
lay down. This is a grave constitutional crimis, so far as
the election law is concerned.; it is a serions matter that
the hon. member for QueenÀ'e, N.B, is not the man whom the
majority of the electors chose to represent them. It is much
te be regretted, as between Mr. King and the sitting mem-
ber, that the right to the seat bas not bcon elsewhere
determined, and, furthermore, it is to be regrettcd that the
majority of the electors of any constituency should not have
the man of their choice oitting here. Thore is, however, I
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contend a groater danger to be feared, and that is that we
should give to the majority in Parliament the power, by
simple resolution, to take the seat from any hon. gentleman
sitting in this House and give it to another. Our constitution
would be put more in danger by the exercise of sncb a
power by a bald msjority of this House than by the conduct
of the returning officer. There was no point made on either
side which had such weight, in my judgient, as that
emphasised by the hon. Minister of Justice, that it would
be a grave and dangerous power to give to a majority of
the 215 membors bore, the right to say that, in their viow,
any bon. member returned to this Hieuse was not properly
electcd, and proceed to unscat him and appoint another in
bis place. Hon. gentlemen opposite who are fighting for
that position miy have reason to regret the course they
take. It is we who, in reality, are fighting the battles of
hon. gentlemen opposite; it is we who are urging the rights
of the minority, and bon. gentlemen opposite may yet
thank us for standing by the doctrine that, whatever our
constitutional rights may be, it is a dangerous rale to lay
down that this 1-ouse, in a case of this kind, may exercise
the jurisdiction claimed for it. Hon. gentlemen opposite, I
know, have in their hands a whip, which they opetuly boasted
they would use to courge us with when we went back
to our constituents. They have threatenel that they will
appeal from this Cbamber to the people in the various con.
stituencies. I do not fear their threats. The hon. member
for St. John asked, five weeks ago, to vote out the sitting
member for Queen's and to put in his place Mr. King ; ho
asked us to deal out Lynch law, to do what the people of a
frontier settlemerit do when a man is committed at noon,
hangcd at night, and the judicial faculty is exorcised the
week after in ascertaining whether the right man or the
wrong man was hanged. We do not propose to deal
out this law bore. We do not propose to yield to a
blundering, rude doire to have speedy justice meted out,
but we intend to comply with the spirit and form of tho
law. The hon. member for the city of St. John the other
day expressed his contempt for lawyers and for legal ways,
but if ho will look back to history, ho will have reason
to think botter of lawyers, for ho wili find that at critical
times they have been the saviours and guardians of the
State. It has been said by an illustrious French jurist, 50
years ago, who had the un-English gift of understanding
people whoso laws and habits were diffrent from bis own,
that one of the strongest guarantees for the security and
peace and order of the English Empire was the respect the
people had for its laws, and their disinclination to interfere
with the course of the law. Sir Henry 34aine, and others
who have studied our constitution, have made the same
point. That is the sum of our argument to-night. We have
examined the matter, and we hold that the aggrieved party
should have gone to the courts of New B:-unswick and there
sought remedy. 1 will take this opportunity of saying, as
i sit down, that in ny personal judgment a wrong bas been
done. I bolieve that Mr. Dunn blundered. I believe, from
all the facts, that Mr. Batird is not entitled to his seat, and
I was very much delighted to hear him ay that he would
resign his seat.

An hon. MEZBER. When will ho resign ?

Mr. WELDON (Albert). The hon. gentleman heard what
he said as weil as 1 didl. I was delighted to bear the sitting
member say that, for it seems 1e me that while we are bore
to-night fighting the battle of the minority in this Iouse ;
while we are fighting the battle of hon. gentlemen opposite,
the early resignation of the momber for Queen's, N.B., will
give that protection to the majirity of the electors of
Queen's county which hon. gentlemen opposite are not
prepared to give, whether through cowardiee or through
fear that their legal porition is not as strong as it should
be, or through fear that the disclosures in the courts would

Mr. W.LDON (Âlbort),

open that constituency and cause them in fair contest to
lose it, or that, at all hsz trds, they want, at the sacrifice
of the rights of the electors of the county, to score a point
against the Government, to win a new battle cry. But
when Mr. Baird resigns his seat, ho will be fighting the
battle of the majority in Queen's county, as we are fighting
the battle of the minority in this Hlouse. I shall support
the amendment of the Minister of Justice.

Mr. ANIYOT. I must congratulate the speaker who bas
just sat down upon his moderation and the sense of
honesty with which his words show ho is imbued. In some
of the principles ho bas expressel, wo al[ agree. The prin-
cipal difficulty is the question of the jurisdiction of this
Parliament or rather of this Hlouse, because this is not the
Parliament. If it were the Parliament of Canada, of course
there would be no question whatever, but the difficulty, the
hon. gentleman says, is to know whether the louse cf Com.
mons has the right to expel a member and to put another
in bis place. It is a weil known principle that every cou-
stituted body is the guardian of its own dignity, and the
guardian also ofthe personnel or of the mamberswho composo
it. If he House of Commons bas no jurisdiction, who will
give us jurisdiction ? Shall we pelition the Senate or the
Executive ? Who is above us bore in our House ? Who is
above the representatives of the people ? We say we bave
given to the courts the right of deciding about the elections.
Yes, but does that take away the right that we have to look
out for our dignity and to seo that those who sit with us are
really members ? It is true that the tribunals have been
charged by us with the fanction of docid ing the elections ;
but in the past year they ha 1ino right t> deprive us now of
the right, or to exempt us from the duty, of looking out to see
who are those who sit with us. We have no power to day to
deprive those who wili sit to-morrow of the rights inherent
to a flouse of Assembly. As to the jarisdiction of the House
it is a very simple question. Wo may do concerning our-
selves anything we please. It is not a question oft ight; it
is a question of discretion. As the poople are not disposed
to choose mon unfit to ropresent them, and as we are 215
bore, we are supposed to act with discretion: Weil, we
have the right to do what we please, but we are- supposed
to do it with discretion, and the question to.night is to know
whelher or not wo would act with discretion if we were
doing such and such a thing. Did the ministerial paity
doubt its jarisdiction when it decided to put Mr. Robortson
aside and to put Mr. McDonald in ? Was there any doubt
thon ? We thon thought the thing most simple. Some cou-
tended that there was no jarisdiction, but everybody on the
other side got up and sail we had jurisdiction. So there can
be no question at all about the jurisdiction. They say
thore is concurrent jurisdiction. I will say that if there was
concurrent jurisdiction, I would for my part hesitate before
using our own power, because it is lways dangerous
to give to the parties the use of their powers in these
circumstances ; and, if the courts had still the power,
I would hesitate before voting as I will vote ; but I
think I will demonstrate i& a moment that the courts have
no more any power whatever. It h is bien admitted, and
[ think there is no use in discussirig taat point any more,
that a faiult has been committed. There is a grievance;
somobody suffors, and thore must be a renedy. That is
the Englush maxim, based upon common sensi and justice
-thoro is no wrong withoat a remedy. Here we are in
presence of a wrong, a serious wrong. Not only one man
suffers; not only Mr. King suffers; but the whole county
suffers, and the whole country suffers, and the whole country
may suffer more still, and there may come circumstances
wherein the existence of the Cabinet may depend upon one
vote. Thon what would be the position ? What would be
the responsibilities? What would be the consequences?
It ie admittod, thon, that a fault ha been ommitted.
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Should we interfere ? There are many reasons why we
should interfere. First, the error is a public one; it is a
public *rong, and it is a clear one; and the injustice is
gros, ls manifest. In the second place, if we do not act-
and here I di aw specially the attention of the hon, the
Minister of Justice-if the Parliament does not act now,
there will be no remedy. In the first place the time for
contesiation is over. Thut is admitted, I think. Every-
body adimits that the thirty days are over. But we are
told there is the ballot to be recounted. D.d I understand
well that the ballot is still to be recounted ? Did I under.
stand the Minister of Justice aright; is that what ho said,
that the counting of the ballot is not over ?

Mr. THOMPSON. I said it had been given in evidence
at our bar that Mr. King was still pursuing in the courts of
New Brunswick his remedies in relation to the recount and
in relation to the prohibition.

Mr. AMYOT. So the ballot is not over. If the ballot is
not over tho election is not over, and what right bas Mr.
Baird to come bore, and to have been bore a moment ago
addressing us? If the ballot is not over-

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to
put a question to him? If the election is not over, what
right has Mr. King to ho seated ?-and hoeis pursuing bis
remedy.

Mr. AMYOT. If the ballot is not over it is no more over
for Mr. Baird than it is for Mr. King. The effect must bo
the same for Loth.

Mr. MITCHELL. If my hon. friend will
say in reply to the Minister of Justice that
not ask to seat Mr. King.

Mr. TROMPSON. Yes, it does.
Mr. MITCHELL. Tho amondment to

asks that the returning officer be called to
House to amend hie return.

allow me, I may
the motion does

the amendment
the Bar of the

Mr. THOMPSON. What right is there to ask him to
do that if the election is not over ?

Mr. MITCHELL. There is a perfect right.

Mr. AMYOT. There is ro use in trying to put a shade
before our cyes on such a question. When wo, the repre-
sentatives of the nation, have to disecuss aind decide, we
must take the facts sincerely as they are. I am sure that
the honesty of the Minister of Justice will bo sîruck by
that roasoning-if the ballot is not over, the election is not
over, and the Government should never iave allowed gr.
Baird to come into this fouse and addiets the Assembly;
if the ballot is over, that is, if the recount is no more pos-
sible, there is no other remedy than by this Pailiament;
and if such be the case, othe Government, if they go on with
their motion, will take the responsibility of having here for
five years a member who is ù1eleed by the miniority; they
wili, in the eyes of history, pass f>r men using their majority
te increase the same, and to diminish the minority in the
House, and to take away the rigits of the majority in the
county of Queen's. This is the position, and 1 am sure that
the hon. members of tbis House will understand it as 1 do
myself, and will find that what we 'are doing now is this:
We are trying, by subtleties of the law, to take away the
right of a man, to take away the right of the maj)rity of a
county, to take away the right of a minority ot this Par-
liament - by subtleties of the law, by all sorts of preceoents
which you cannot apply to the present law, which is new,
we are trying to take away the rights which J described
a moment ago. A mnember, -the other day, pretended that
the witness, or the aocused-call him as you lhko-wanted
a lawyer. Weli, I think there are lawyers enough in this
House already. Ail the strength that the use of the law,
that the study of the law may give to cover an injustice

seems to be employed in the present oase. For my part-
I do not speak now as a làwyer-I do not undertake to
follow these procedents, but I say this : Justico is justice
everywhere, and is the best safeguard of the liberty of any
people. I say to those who are laymon: Take care, gentle.
men, what we are doing now is this: We are going to try
and cover injustice under the protext and veil of law. That
is the short and the long of it. There is a man who has
received a majority of votes. He should be here; he has
a right to be hore ; his county has a right tosee him hera.
But the majority in this fHouse taire upon itself to say:
No; we, the majority, acting by party spirit, will cover up
this injustice which is so manifest, and we will give the
seat to the minority candidate. That is what they
are trying to do. But I am sure the Parliament of
Canada respects itself too much for that; I am sure the
Parliament of Canada will say that the county which has
elected Mr. King bas a right to be rojresented here. Sir,
on the 22nd of February lagt there was a man
who was an officer of this House of Commont; ho did what
ho should not have done. Well, lot us do what ho ehould
have dorie, and lot us put things in the position where they
should have been put on the 22nd of February, and after
that let the parties seek their respective rights in the
courts. You propose to say to Mr. King : Go to the courts.
By what right can wo say to Mr. King: Find a thousand
dollars, look after a lawyeor, go to the court 50 or 100 times,
endure ail the anxiety of a lawsuit, carry your case to ap-
peal, fight for three or four years, perbaps, and after that
you will perhaps have your rights. Sir, ho has the majority,
and he bas the right to sit in this louse, and to wait until
ho is attacked. Let Mr. Baird look out for hie $1,000, and
bear the trouble and exponse of a trial. In the name of
law, in the name of common sense, iu the name of justice,
in the name of the dignity of this Parliament, we ought to
do here what the returning officer should have done on the
22nd of February; and we should say to Mr. Baird: Carry
your case to the courts; and to Mr. King: Yon have the
majority, come and sit with us.

Mr. ELILIS. I desire to say a word or two about some
rerna ks inade by the hon. gentleman who sits for Queen's.
1 do niot propose to take up the personal questions with
regid to myself to which ho referred. I desire, however,
to point out to the Hoioue that Mr. Baird declares that ho
went into the county of Queen's and found arrayed against
him, as it were, Mr. Justice Steadman, the revising barris-
ter, Sheriff ButLer and Mr. Babbitt, the rogistrar of the
county. He found that ail these were mon in whom ho
could put no confiidence whatever. Now, if those remarks
made any impression upon the mind of the House, I would
like to cal] attention to the faat that Mr. Justice Steadman,
the county judge and the revising barrister, was appointed
to first office by the Governmont of the presout First Minis-
ter, quite a number of years ago. Mr. Butler, the
sheriff of the co:nty, was appointed by a Local Conservative
Government in sympathy with the Government of the right
hon. gentleman; and Mr. Babbitt, tho registrar of 'he
county, and who was, I precuma, the clerk of the revising
barrister, was also appointed to the position ho holds
Ly a Conservative Government. I am sure that these
nien are considered by ail who know them, to be mon
of character and men of probity. There is no ques-
tion, whatever, that M-r. Butlur, the sheriff of the
county, a man who has filled that offlice for ton or twelve
years, eau be trusted anywhere. Hie is not a partisan. I
,eally did not know, until I saw it stated daring the discus-
sion that bas arisen on this matter in New Brunswick, that
Mr Butler was a Liberal. With regard to myself, the sit-
ting member for Queen's made what ho supposed a very
strong point against me : that I had published in a news-
paper in the city of St, John, somne remarks about hila in
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reference to this election. Well, Sir, I must coufles to the
fact that I did publish several remarks. The question was
one which largely affected the Province, it was one in which
there was a strong public opinion, and I endeavored to
treat the question as best I could. He charges me further
with quoting from a number of other papers. Well, I was
glad tbat once in my life, at any rate, I was able to fiud so
many leading Conservative journals in Canadaagreeing with
the viewq I exprcssed in the jourral I ed ted. It afforded
me the greatest pleasure to be able to quotefrom the Ottawa
Citizen, the Montreal Gazette, the Toronto Mail, and a large
number of other journals which are undoubtedly organs of
public opinion of the Conservative party, and which,
on that occas'on, expressed the very best thought of
that party, as I believe. I think I did nothing wrong
in tbat respect. I do not propose to go into the
legal question at all. The matter does not strike me
as a legal question. TLe Minister of Justice is very
anxions as to prenedents. Let the Minister of Justice on
this occasion establish a precedent which will redound to
bis credit and to bis honor. Let him establish a precedent
which can be referred to in the future as one in which this
House did simple justice. The hon. member for Albert (Mr.
Weldon), who is a constitutional doctor, I believe, admits
there is a wrong, and that this House can repair it; but
with singular inconsistency he says: Do not do what is right
because at some future time it may become a precedent for
somebody else to do wrong. Now, I do not think that is a
kind of argument that would appeal to any ordinary mind.
Ho aiso makes a point from the fact that the sitting mem-
bor for Queen's offers to resign. As I understood that offer,
ho said ho would resign when the electoral liste were re-
vised, and as the Minister of Justice has a Bill before the
liouse to postpone the revision for some indefinite period,
it looks to me as if the resignation would be postponed to
some indefinite period. I can only say that I hope, as was
said by the hon. gentleman who last preceded me (Mr.
Amyot), that the Houe will do justice in this case.

Mr. GIROUARD. The question before the House is not,
as it was put by the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr.
Amyot), whether an injustice has been donc to the electors
of Queeu's counity, bu6the question is whether we have
jurisdiction in the mtter at aU ? The quecstion is not
whether the time has lapsed in which the parties inLerestcd
could file an electiou petition, or complaint, before the
ordinary court. It is not the fault of tais House if Mr.
King or any of the electors of the county of Qaeen's (N.B.)
have not taken the necessary stops to have their rights
maintained. It may be an inconvenience, but i presume
similar inconvenience may be felt in many other counties
where some fraud or some violation of the statutory law bas
been committed. This is altogether a question of law; it
is an important point of parliamentary procedure, or rather
as to jurisdiction in election matters, and in the few remarks
I propose to offer to the House I intend to consider it as
much as possible from a judicial point of view, as I have done
on past occasions, for instance in theKing's county election
case when I had the misfortune to differ from boLh bides of
the House. To day, I find myself in agreement with the
report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. There
can be no doubt that for centuries the law and custom
of Parliament bad been that the House of Commons
had the right to declare who was entitled to ait
in that House, and I presume that right continued to
exist until it was repealed by more recent legislation,
superior to the law of the louse of Commons. I presume
that the privileges and powers of the House of Commons
continued to exist until they have been repealed and surrend-
ereJ by the flouse of Commons, under the authority of a
statute of Parliament. The hon. member for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot), asked; Where was the authoety superior to
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this House ? There is one authority superior to this House:
it is the law of the land. When the Orown or the Houae of
Commons have surrendered or renounced any of its privil-
eges and prerogatives, those privileges and prerogatives can
no longer exist until they are reestablished by the same
authority that abolished them-that is by Parliament. Hias
the louse of Commons ever renounced thc privileges and
right of taking cognisance of election matters ? Tho hon.
member for Queon's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davios),
said there was an unbroken linc of precedents establishing
the jurisdiction of this louso in matters of this kind. He
referred to precedonts in England before 1868. I contend
that they have no bearing whatever upon the issue. If be
rcferred to precedents in this country before 1873, I say
that for the same reason they have no application.

Mr. DAVIES. Why?
Mr. GIROUARD. I will tell the hon. gentleman. Until

1868, in England, there was noi.uch provision as the one tobe
found in section 50 of the Imperial Election Act of 1868, and
reproduced in the Canadian Statute of 1873, which says that
all elections held hereafter shall not be questioned otherwise
than under the provisions of this Act. Until 18.8, in Eng-
land, the trial of controverted elections was held under the
Grenville Act of 1770, and also under the Act of Sir Robert
Peel of 1848, which created certain committees to decide
election cases. We had the same procedure in Canada
under the Statute of 1851, which is montioned in tho
report of the sub committee which is incorporated in
the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections,
to be found in the Votes and Proceedings of this House
for 12th Maiy lst. In 1868, for the first time, the British
Parliament enacted that no election shall be quostioned.
That provision is not to be found in the Grenville
Act of '1770, or in the Act of Sir Robert Peel of 1848,
or in the Canadian Statute of 1851. It is not to be
found in any statute in England or in this country, before
1868, in England, or 1878 in Cant d i. I am going, there.
fore, to pass over all precedents before the Statute
of 1968 in England, and the Canadian Statute of
1873, as hiaving no bearing whatever on the question urder
consideration. If we look at the language of the Imporial
Statute of 1868, or the Canadian Statute of 1873 which re-
produces it, it is very plain, and it does not require the
iearning of a lawyer to know its meaning. It says no
election shall be questioned except under the provision of
that Act. What does that mean in plain language ? Daes
it not mean that, hereafter, the House of Commons will not
interfere in election matters ? la not that the plain meaning
of it? I ask laymen who understand the English language
whether such is not the case. If the same language occurred
in the Grenville Act, or in the Act of Sir Robert Peel, I
would say that precedents before 1868 have an application.
But it is not to ho found there, and it is only to be found in
recent legislation. Let us see what are the precedents in
England as well as in Canada, under the terms of the recent
statute. In England there were five cases bearing on the
subject, and in every one of those cases the Hlouse of Com.
mons interfered only when it was a question of the personal
disqualification of the candidate. I refer to tho case
of Sir Sydney Waterlow decided in 1868, a very few
months after the Imperial Act was passed, which case has
been referred to during this debate. Thon there is the
O'Donovan Rossa case which was decided in 1870 ; the case
of John Mitchell in 1875; a second case of John Mitchell
decided the same year, when the House of Commons of
England laid down a different doctrine from the one laid
down in the first case. In the first case, the House beld
that Mitchell was disqualified from sitting in the House of
of Commons. When the question came up a second time
the House would not interfere, and I look upon this last de.
çision as contradicting the first one. We have finally tq
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case of Michael Davitt decided in 1882. All those wer
cases of disqualification; not a single case of illegality of an
election or even of fraud at an election. The hon. membei
for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) insisted very strongly or
the Mayô case in Ireland, where a great fraud was consum
mated on the eleotors, just as it is said a gross fraud wai
perpetrated on the electors of Queen's, N.B. That may be
but where did the parties go in the case of Mayo ? Did the3
go to tho House of Commons ? They went to the courts.

Mr. DAVIES. There was no election.
Mr. GIROUAR D. We know that the courts of justice

have a right to interfere only when an election is held.
There was a nomination of three candidates and the return.
ing officer omitted one nomination, and proceeded to the
election upon the nomination paper of the other two can.
didates.

Mr. DAVIES. He declared the two elected.
Mr. GIROUARD. But did the person whose nomination

was passed over by the returning officer go to the Imperial
flouse of Gommons to complain ? No, he Went to the
ordinary courts of the land, and that is exactly what Mr.
King or any of his friends should have done. I challenge
any hon. gentleman to point to a single case where the
louse of Commons in England has interfered in a matter

as to the legality or illegality of an election, in fact, in any
matter where the disqualification of the sitting member was
not at stake.

Mr. DAVIES. It is not a question here of legality or
illegality. The election was legal, but the returning officer
did not return the one ho ought to have returned.

Mr. GIROUARD. If the election was all right, why do
you complain against Mr. Baird?

Mr. DAVIES. Because the returning officer gave a false
return.

Mr. GIROUARD. Cases of false returns are relegated,
to the courts, as well as cases of illegal elections.
This is a question of an undue retarn, of illegality in
the conduct of the election by the returning officer. It is
certainly not a case of disqualification on the part of either
of the candidates, and, therefore, the precedents in England
have no application ; on the contrary, they prove beyond
doubt that we have no right to interfere in the matter.
As I have said, I shall not call attention to Canadian
precedents before 1873, bocause they have no bearing what-
ever. I wôuld refer to cases decided by this louse since
the Statute of 1873, which, as I have already quoted,
says that no election held hereafter shall be questioned,
except under the provisions of this Act. The first case
reported lu the proceedings of this louse is the Perry case,
which is not quoted in the report of the sub-committee that
is incorporated in the report of the Committee on Privileges
and Elections upon the present case. The question in that
case was whether Mr. Perry was qualified or not-whether
his resignation as Speaker of the House of Assembly of
Prince Edward Island had been sent in at the proper time.
It was, therefore, a question of qualification. The Committee
on Privileges and Elections in that case, was of opinion that
the resignation was sufficient, and the House gave the seat
to Mr. Perry. However, seeing that there was some doubt
in the matter, the committee recommended that a Bill of
Indemnity be introduced in favor of Mr. Perry, and it was
introduced accordingly. The next case was that of Louis
Riel, which has already been referred to by one of the
speakers who preceded me. That was also a case of dis.
qualification; and it was moved that as Riel was a fugitive
from justice, having already being charged with murder,
that he was disqualified from taking a seat in the House,
and it was in consequence declared that he was not entitled
to his seat. The third case is the Gaspé case which was
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decided in 1874-not the Gaspé case which is mentioned
k in the report of the sub-committee, but one which i still

more etriking in its bearings upon the present matter.
i On the 20th April, 1874, it was moved that the petition of
. Mr. Horatio LeBouthillier praying that the return for Gaspé
s be amended, and that, as a matter of privilege, the naine of

Mr. LeBouthillier be inserted instead of the naine of Louis
George Harper, he being at the saine time the returning
oiffcer. The Journals oi the House, page 84, state :

And objection being taken to the receipt of this petition on the
ground that the subject was one which should only come "under the cog-
nisance of the courts of law, as provided by statute," the petition
was refused by the Speaker.
The member for Queen's mentioned that if returning offi-
cer Dunn was allowed to proceed as he had proceeded, he
might have declared himself eleoted. Here is a case in point
in which the returning officer was a candidate, and was
deoclared elected. He was returning officer, he allowed the
clerk to proceed with the election snd ho became a candi-
date.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The returning officer dd
not return himself in that case. He resigned immediately
at the commencement of the election and left the papers in
the hands of the election clerk, and the return was made by
the election clerk,

Mr. GIROUARD. Is it not true that the writ of election
was addressed to himself ?

Mr. LANGE LIER (Quebec). Yes.
Mr. GIROUARD. And was he not then the returning

officer ? After the writ was addressed to himself he resigned
and became a candidate, and he was declared elected. I
will take the liberty of quoting somewhat at length from
the opinions held by leading members of the House at that
time, and as the Hansard was not piblished then I can only
quote the report of the newspapers of the day, and in fact
the only paper that published a complote report was the
Mfail. Mr. Palmer, at present one of t he moet distinguished
judges of New Brunswick, says:

" He thought the election court very clearly covered the cose, and
it (the petition) should not be receivred."

Then Sir John A. Macdonald said:
" It had been ordered by Parliament that ail petitions praying for

election returns should go before a dlifferent tribunal, in order to take
away from the House al interference in such questions. He thought that
they should avoid making such a precedent, and that they should come
to the understanding that any petition that shoild go before the judges
should be refused in the #rst instance by the House. Buch a course
would relieve Parliament of a great many petitions and a grest many
tauks.

" Mr. Kirkpatrick said that the petition complained of the undue return,
sud prayed that the return might be amended. The election court was
the proper tribunal to try in such cases. The House ought not to be
dragge into the arena of party polities.

" Kr. Cauchon said they had their owa laws with reprd to contested
electiens, and only in extraordinary cases the House olaimed jurisdie-
t'ien."y

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, extraordinary cases.

Mr. GIROUARD. It does not mean that extraordinary
cases are cases such as the one now before us. The Gaspé
and Victoria cases were just as extraordinary. Mr. Cauchon
went on to say that he thought the petition ought to be
referred to the judges.

" The Speaker said he had no precedent to guide him in decldlg as to
wher the petition ought te, b. recel'red by the. Heume, aud# tiiereore,
h. left it entirely te the bloueo edetermine. Oonadoration should be
given to the question in order that in the future im-il etitions might
not again be presented. Is opinion was that the petftion should not
be received."

Then you have the case of Victoria, Nova Sootia, in which
there was a complaint about certain irregularities in the
election, and the louse would not entertain the complaint.
Finally we have the King's county election case, which was
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one of personal disqualification, the point being whether
one of the candidates had resigned as required by law.
Rere; then, we have in Canada five cases decided
since the Statute of 1873, and every one of them was a
case of disqualification, except that of Victoria, N.S.,
and in every one of them the House of Commons
refused to interfere, except when the sitting member
was personally disqualified. It is not necessary for me
to call the attention of the louse to the fact that
such able counsel as Mr. Matthews, Q.C., who was Home
Secretary of England, and Mir. Edward Clarke, Q.C.,
who was Solicitor General, the former in 1870 and the
latter in 1882, expressed the opiniQn that even in cases of
personal disqualification the louse of Commons had no
right to interfere, except when the disqualification had taken
place after the election. These eminent lawyers were of
opinion that in such cases the statute was inapplicable. It is
not neocessary, however, to examine that point. It is suffi.
cient to notice, that in England, as well as in Canada, under
the statutes I have mentioned, not a single interference in
matters of irregularity or illegality, or even fraud at an
election, can be quoted ; all the precedents are in cases
whore the personal disqualification of the candidate is at
stake. 1 am perfectly willing to accept the jurisprudence of
England and of Canada, but I do not feel inclined to go
beyond that, to extend it to cases not contemplated by the
practice of Parliament. For those reasons I support the
report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and I
will vole against the last amendment.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). It appears to me that the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down has missed the real
point of the matter. He seems to think that we are now
dealing with the question ofan election. We are not deafing
with the question of an election ; we are dealing with the
conduct of one of our own officers. We are dealing with an,
election return, the facts of which are all before us above
the signature and under the authority of our own officer.
Now, my position being rather peculiar in this instance,
and somewhat painful to myself, in that I am separating
myself on this question from those with whom I usually
act in this House, I will be pardoned if I go over the
facts of the case. Mr. Dunn was appointed returning
officer for Queen's, N.B. On nomination day ho accepted
a deposit, which deposit was required of the candidate in
consequence of an Act passed in 1882. That Act provides
that a candidate muet have a nomination paper with a cer-
tain number of names on it, and says:

" Unless a sum of $200 be deposited in the hands of the returning oficer
at the time the nomination paper shall be filed with him ; and the
receipt of the returning officer shall, in every case, be sufficient evidence
of the production of the nomination paper, of the consent of the can-
didate, and of the payment herein mentioned.
Prior to that we had an Act respecting the election of
Mombers of Parliament, in which it was reguired that pay-
ment should be made through an agent.TW he object of the
payments to be made through an agent under that Act was
something entirely different from this temporary deposit,
That money was required to be paid through an agent
in order to prevent corrupt practices at elections, and in
order that irregularities or corrupt practices might be
more easily detected at the trials of controverted eleotions.
But that had nothing to do with deposits paid in to prevent
vexatious elections, to prevent candidates ranning where
the sentiment of the vast majority of the community was
against them, and where there was no doubt that they
would not be returned. In that case a deposit was required,
and was forfeited if the candidate did not get one-third of
the votes polled. Well, Mr. Dann, the returning officer,
recived the money, gave a receipt for the money and the
nomination papers, in accordance with the Act, and the
election was held. On d&claration day, whon, in the pre-
sen ce of the candidates or their agents, the returningomer
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came to count the ballots -sent to him by the different
deputy returning officers, ho found that Mr. King was duly
elected by 61 majority. It was his duty thon, and his eole
duty, under the statute, to have returned Mr. King, the can-
didate having the majority of votes. Instead of doing so, re-
opening the question of the proceedings on the day of nomi-
nation, hoeconstituted himself a court of appeal against
himself. He heard counsel; varions arguments were brought
forward and technical points raised, all of which ho disposed
of except this one point, that the deposit of $200 should be
paid in hy the hands of an agent. Now, I am perfectly
satisfied that the law never contemplated such an objection.
The clause of the Act having reference to the deposit of
$200 on the day of nomination, was passed nine years sub-
sequent to the passage of the Act respecting the payments
of money through an agent. A judge, dealing with a ques-
tion of that kind, would look at the intent of the Act; and I
consider that we are here to-night sitting on this matter in
a judicial capacity, and are to decide it on our personal
honor, and not on party grounds. Mr. Dunn took it upon
himsolf to decide that Mr. King, owing to this deposit not
having been paid by an agent, was disqualified, and that the
minority candidate was duly elected. Ho sent in his
return to that effect, accompanying it with a statement of
facts showing that Mr. King had a majority of the votes.
Thon the question arises before this House, whether we
have power to deal with an act of our own officer, and
power to amend that return. It is not a case of a contro-
verted election. It is a question of a palpable wrong in the
papers connected with the return, which are now in the
hands of our own official, the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery. As to the question whether we have power to deal
with this return and, with this returning oficr'sa action, as
a servant of this House, section 18 of the British North
America Act provides:

" The privileges, immunities and powers to be held, enjoyedsund exer-
cised by the Senate and the House of Commons, and by the members
thereof respectively, shall be such as from time to time are defined by Act
of the Parliament of Canada."
Then, by chapter 23 of 31 Victoria, the Parliament of
Canada enacted as follows :-

" The Senate and the Bouse of Gommons respectively, and the mem-
bers thereof respectively, shail hold, enjoy and exercise such and the
like privileges, immunities and powers as, at the time of the passing of
the British North America Act, 1867, were held, enjoyed and exeroised
by the Gommons, flouse o! Parliament of the United Kingd o o Great
Britain and Ireland, and by the members thereof, and 80 far as the mare
are consistent with and not repugnant to the said Act."

So it is not questioned that this fHouse, at the time of the
passing of this Act, had power to deal with a question of
this kind. In fact, in 1873, before divesting ourselves of
the trial of election petitions by committees of this House,
and delegating thoso trials to the judges, a case in point
ocurred, the Muskoka case, in which various doubts were
raised. But, on a motion of Mr. Blake, who was thon a mem-
ber of the Opposition, setting forth the facts, and showing
that even under the most unfavorable circumstances Mr.
Cockburn was elected by a majority of 26, it was carried
that the return should be amended, and Mr. Cookburn was
unanimously declared elected.

Mr.QGIROUARD. Was that before tke statate r, after?

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). It was before theo statute.
We had the power down to that time. Then, later on, so
as not to embarrass the business of Parliament, and
also in order that the trial of election petitions night
be conducted with greater impartiality, we delegated
the power to try them to the judges of the land; and
in order that there might be no mistake or evasion,
the fullest power was given to the judges, in order
that no case might arise which oould be evaded. But iL
was never intended that this House should divest itseif of
that power which, as the Sapreme Court of Parliament, we
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possess, for dealing with the conduet of our own oficers
when a palpable wrong or fraud has been perpetrated, as
has been done in this case, on the returning officer's own
statement of thefacts. Taking this view, which appears
to me to be as clear as the sun at noonday, I cannot be a
party to any vote other than that which will give Mr. King,
the gentleman elected on the 22nd of February last, the seat
in this House. It is not a question of party. It is a
question of the rights and privileges, of the honor and dig-
nity, of this louse. It is a case in which we are estab-
lishing a precedent. If it be said that there are ne
precedents for much a course, I think there was a
preeedent, although it was one I did not agree with;
it was in 1883, when a gentleman having the minority
of votes in King's, P.E.I., was declared a member of this
flouse. That was a precedent in which Parliament took
authority into its own hands, and acted without leaving the
matter to the courts. I think an injustice was done in that
case, and the course I then pursued is a course I have always
pursued. I have always had a strong feeling against coun-
tenancing returning officers in taking powers such as have
been used by the returning officers of King's, P.E.I., and
Queen's, N.B. The county which I have the honor to re-
present bas suffered on several occasions from wrongs of this
kind. In the Old Parliament of Canada, the returning
officer from the county of Essex, on two occasions, was
brought before the Bar of the House in connection with
election cases; and I have for years entertained a very strong
opinion against allowing a servant of this House to take
upon himself the authority to deal with matters of this kind.
I thiQk the precedent we ought to make should be a
precedent that would deter returning officers from,
in any case, attempting to exercise authority from
a partisan point of view. Any question may be turned
into a party question; but in Bngland these questions
are not considered party questions, and a member there is
left free to act according to his conscience and his honor. I
intend te keep myself free to do that on every occasion in
which I am fully informed of the facts of the case, and in
which I feel my own intelligence to be a sufficient guide. In
any matter of the policy of the Government, in which, of
course, the Government are better informed than 1, I am
willing to yield to their opinion, though I may have doubts.
In the matter of the National Polioy, although I think the
Government have gone farther than the country anticipated
they would when lnaugurating this policy, and although I
have serions doubte as to the results of this policy as now
propounded, I intend to support the Government of the day.
I intend also to give them loyal support in their railway
policy and in their administrative policy as a whole; but in
a matter such as this, which is clear as noon-day, when I
am satisfied Mr. King is entitled to the seat, I cannot place
my conscience in the lande of any hon. gentlemen. There
is not an hou, gentleman opposite who supposes, for one
moment, that I am one inch nearer to them because I take
this stand and make this declaration. I do not think it is
necessary that I should swear eternal friendship to a man
because I decline to be a party to the appropriation of his
pocket-book, and I do not think, because I am simply doing
what I consider to be an act of justice and right, because I
decline to rob Mr. King of hie seat, that I am any nearer
to those Ion, gentlemen or their party. If fer no other
reason, the manner in which they conducted their recent f
election campaign theroughout the country, and more f
especially in my own district, was certainly not cal-
culated toi draw me any nearer to them than I had been &
previously. In this case our main consideration ought to
be for the personal honor and dignity of the House, and
we should be animated by a feeling of esprit de corps. , In t
the present day, we are not troubled with the encroach-
monts of the Crown or of great nobles, as were the Commons e
9f Jngland at one time, but we may be troubled with i

what is almost equally bad, a spirit of subserviency,
and a too great servility to the Government of the
day. While I have a strong desire to see these gentlemen
remain in power and app'rove of their general policy, I
think it is a mistake for us to give up our individual
judgment; and, having formed my individual judgment
on this question, I am bound in honor to carry out
my views, even though I should be so unfortunate as
to have to separate myself from my friends on this occasion.
In England, party lines are not drawn in this way.
Take for instance the case of Mr. Bradiaugh. Mr. Brad-
laugh, we know, refused to take the oath, but subsequently,
not having any regard for the oath, he said he would take
it. Then the majority of the Fouse of Commons refused to
allow him to take it, because he had no regard for its sanc-
tity. Mr. Bradlaugh was a supporter of Mr. Gladstone, and,
consequently, Mr. Gladstone would not make a motion to
prevent his taking his seat. Sir Stafford Northcote
thereupon moved a resolution to this effoct, which was sup-
ported by many of Mr. Gladstone's supporters, and carriod
by a large majority in the House. Mr. Gladstone did not
resign, because on that occasion the leadorship was taken
out of his hands; and supposing, in this instanco, Mr. King
was given his seat, do you suppose, Sir, that would indicato
a want of confidence in the Government? Do you suppose
that the right hon. the First Minister would not bo sustained
on a direct vote of want of confidenco ? This Hlouse, I
believe, would have the more confidence in him, bocauso,
possibly, he might have thought proper to make this an open
question. It is a mistake to make a party question of every
subject that comes up, and to draw party lines in'that way
in the House and country. I do not intend to say any.
thing about the conduct of the gentleman who at present
occupies Mr. Kiiig's seat. fHe is the guardian of
his own honor. I am not here to vituperate hirm
or anybody else. As regards Mr. Dunn, ho may
have been acting on legal advice, but he had no right to
take legal advice. The matter was plain to him; his
course was plain. His duty, when the polis were closed,
was to sum up the returns of his different deputies, and
send the return to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery in
favor of the man who had the majority of votes. When I
think of the great powers Mr. Dunn conceived himself to
be possessed of, I am astonished at his moderation; I
wonder he did not dispose of both the candidates and seat
himself Instead of the gentleman he did. For the reasons
I have given, being satisfied we have the power in our own
hands to deal with this question, I intend to support the
amendment of my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island.
I think that it fully meets the case, and that it will be a
valuable precedent for our future action. I may say, in
reference to myself personally, that my action on a former
vote in this connection was very much criticised in certain
newspapers. I do not believe in that egotism which is
always inducing a man to get up and rebut, as a matter of
privilege, every trivial thing that a newspaper may ay
about him. But in justice to myself, and with your permis.
sion, Sir, I may crave the indulgence of the House. In
this matter, althôugh it was the first vote of any importance
that came up in the flouse, having pledged myself, in a
general letter to my constituents, during the recent elec-
tion campaign, that in this House I would act in a straight-
orward and conscientious manner, I could not, on the
irst vote, act in a manner, which, froin my point of
view, would be anything but straightforward and con-
scientious. If words mean anything, I had no option
but to vote as I did; and as reports were circulated that
great feeling was caused in the party by my vote, I have
hie to say: that in relation to this matter the correspondents

of the different newspapers who criticised my actions have
ntirely, as far as I know, drawn their facts from their
magination. During the years I have been in public life,
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whether in this Parliament or in the Legislature of Ontario,
I have this to say, that no man, whether leader of the
Government or a follower, ever asked me how I was going
to vote before I voted, or ever spoke to me after I voted
with regard to my vote or criticised my action. I saw in
one of the leading papers that words had passed be-
tween me and some of my friends, and that I had
left for my constituency with the intention of resigning my
seat. There is not a shadow of truth in that or any of the
other statements made respecting me in this matter. If
any high words passed, it must have been between gentle-
men defending and attacking me behind my back. In my
presence my actions were never criticised. I do not know
how it is among other gentlemen opposite, but I never
knew a case on this side, either in this Parliament or in the
Ontario House, where a man was brought to task for his
vote. I do not think that any man on this side of the
louse would tolerate-I, for one, would certainly not tole.

rate-the interference of any man with what I consider my
rights in this House. However humble I may be in ability,
however inferior I may be to others in the qualities which
constitute a useful member of Parliament, on the question
of my vote, and as a representative of an important consti-
tuency; I consider myself the peer of any man in thid House,
and I acted in what I believed to be in the best intereste of
my constituents when I cast my vote. I have made this state-
ment because I think it is just, not only to myself, but to hon.
gentlemen around me, to contradict the statement that I have
been made to feel any resentment from a ministerial source
or from my colleagues. I was not aware of any such feel-
ing until 1 saw it stated in tbe public print I have fully
explained the ground on which I intend to vote, and I
regret that I have to take that ground as against those
with whom I usually act. I have not the shadow of a doubt
about my clear duty in this matter. If I had the shadow of a
doubt, in reference to the legal or constitutional ground on
which I shall vote to-night, I would give that doubt in
favor of the Government of the day of which I am a sup-
porter; but I have no doubt on the question, and firmly be-
lieve that we have the right to act in this matter; that it is
only a question of expediency, aand that, as a question of
expediency, we ought to do our duty with a view to the
honor and to the prestige of this House. If we expect the
country to respect us, we muet respect ourselves. What
does the bonor and credit of this House amount te if we
sink in the estimation of the country? If the House is
strong in the estimation of the country, it is because in the
past great men have been members of it, and the House is
sacred to us and looked up to throughout the country owingi
to the memory of those men. We desire, as far as our1
humble abilities will permit, to live up to the traditions of4
this Parliament in the past, and to leave to our successors,
untarnished and untainted, the stainlems record we have1
roceived from the great men who have gone before us.

Mr. COCKBURN. I regret very much that I am one of1
those unfortunate people who are not blessed with that1
amountof intelligence which enables them at once to see clear1
as the noon-day sun through the intricacies of this ques-
tion, which has been debated here for the last two or three9
days. Consequently, I am compelled te ask for a little in-1
formation, and I am the more pleased to do it when I see so
many gentlemen of the Opposition benches who are eminent
and distinguished in law. I am but a layman myself, but,
if I am abfe to judge by the remarkable examination of the
gentleman who was brought from New Brunswick and
placed at our Bar, there is in the Opposition sufficient legal
lore to answer the little conundrum which I wish to place
before them. The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies),
whose eloquent address I listened to with the greatest
pleasure, confessed, in the midst of his oration, that there was
a certain informality in the way in which his deposit was
made. It might not be an informality; he might declare

Mr. PTTEsozi (esex).

that it was not, but he will agree with me that he said bis
deposit was made in sucb a way that many members in
this flouse would consider it was an informality, and such
an informality as would vitiate bis election.

Some bon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. COCKBURN. Yes, Sir; that is what he said.
Mr. DAVIES. If the bon, gentleman will allow me, I

will state what I said. I said I bad not paid my deposit
through the hands of my election agent, not deeming that
that was the proper way to do it. I paid it through my
own bands; and I said I was satisfied that many other
members had done the same thing, and that, if they voted
to-night that Mr. King had violated the statute in this
respect, they would condemn themselves and would have
logically to resign their seats.

Mr. COCKBURN. I accept the hon. gentleman's state-
ment, but there are many members who consider that this
is an informality, and that, if it were strictly regarded, it
would vitiate the election of the hon. gentleman. I there-
fore put this question to him. If he is p14pared to decide
questions of this kind by the brute majority of this House,
ho is put in this position: that I can rise and propose that
ho be expelled from the flouse in consequence of the infor-
malities by which ho obtained bis seat. Is ho prepared to
leave a question of this kind to a majority of the House, or
does ho not consider that the flouse acted wieely in leaving
the decision of these questions to the judiciary ? I am not
a lawyer; I am a simple-minded layman ; I have no legal
lore ; but I put that question to the hon, gentleman, and I
bave that confidence in his bonesty, in his integrity, and in
his uprightness, and I know bis goodness of nature, that I
think he will try and answer the little conundrum to the
best of bis ability.

Mr. CASEY. The bon. gentleman who bas just sat down
bas confessed that ho has been unable Io see this ques-
tion as clear as noon-day. Perhaps he bas illustrated the
reason why he is unable to se into this question clear of all
mists by showing that ho has totally misunderstood the
great question which is before the flouse by the conundrum
which, in his humorous way, ho has proposed to my hon.
friend from Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies). He says that
my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island admittted hav-
ing paid bis deposit in a way which some bon. members
consider an informality. I do not know whether ho can
see that there is any difference or not, but ho asks: would
my hon. friend be willing to submit the question of such
informality to the brute major ity, as ho playfully calls
those on tat side of the flouse. This shows an anount
of humor and of wit whiceh is quite refreshing in the
flouse at this time of night, but it shows also, on the
part of the bon. gentleman, an utter lack of comprehension
of the question at issue, because no one bas ever proposed
for a moment from this side of the flouse that it would be
advisable to submit a purely techical question cf law such
as that to which ho bas referred to the brute majority, or to
the brute minority, or to a committee of this flouse. Our
contention bas been that legal questions of this kind
ought not to be decided by the majority of tbis flouse,
and I quite agree with those gentlemen who have spent
a great deal of time in order to convince us of what we
admit already, that it would be very unwise and very un-
safe to leave to the docision of the flouse auch legal ques.
tions as are involved in the making of deposits, the mark-
ing of ballots and other matters of that kini. That is not
what we are asking. My hon. friend from Bellechasse (Mir.
Aymot) put in a very clear way the problem whieh is
now before the flouse. He says it is the right and the duty
of the House to see that none but meorbers of Parliament
sit here. Who is a member of Parliament? A member of
Parliament is a man who has been elected by the majority
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of the voters in the constituency for which he ran. He is a
member of Parliament and no one else is, no matter whether
a returning offloer chooses to falsely say he is a member ol
Parliament or not. What we are asking the House to do iE
to direct the returning officer to recant the false statement
ho made when he reprosented that the gentleman who now
sits for Queen's was elected member for that constituency,
and to state the obvions, the patent fact which ho has stated
himself at the Bar, that Mr. King obtained the majority of
votes, and was, therefore, elected to represent the county ol
Queen's, N.B. As my hon. friend from North Essex (Mr. Pat.
terson) said, we are not discussing questions of law, we are
not discussing an election, but the action of our own officer,
That officer hu chosen to state a lie in the return sent
in to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, and we wish
to erase that lie from the record, and to put in the truth
which ho has been forced to admit before the Bar of this
House. Some hon. gentlemen, and my hon. friend from
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) in particular, have devoted
a great deal of time to proving that we have not the right
to try controverted election cases in this House. Sir, no
one can be more strong in that belief than myself, and I
believe that opinion is unanimous on this side of the House.
But the case now before the House is not one of a contro-
verted election, and that is the point that all these gentle.
men have missed when they have been spending so much
time in proving that we have not the right to try contro-
verted elections. What is a controverted election case ? It
is a case in which the right of a gentleman who has received
a majority of the votes, and has thereby the right primd facie
to sit as a member of this flouse, is questioned on some
ground of technicality, or of corruption. For instance, if
the returning officer had performed his duty in this case, as
directed by law, and returned Mr. King, and Mr. Baird-
I must use his name in this case-and bis friends had
petitioned against that roturn on the ground that Mr. King
had not made bis deposit properly, then you would have had
a genuine case of a controverted election, then you would
have had a case to take before the courts, a case in which
the qualification of the man who was elected was questioned
by somebody who had a right to question it, and a case
which, under our law, only the courts could settle. You
have had a case of a controverted election in King's county,
P. E. I., when the returning officer made a double return,
stating that Mr. Robertson had a majority of votes, but lie
bolieved him to be disqualified, and: therefore, made an open
return. That was a case of a controverted election, or a
doubtful election; that'was a case where, undoubtedly, the
man having a majority of votes should have been returned,
because the qualification should have been questioned before
the courts in the statutory way. But just where the House
should not have interfered, under the leadership of the right
hon. gentleman, it did interfere, and assumed to decide the
legal question as to Mr. Robertson's qualifications, and to
say that at the time ho received a majority of votes he was
not qualified to be a candidate, and it pushed him aside and
declared elected the candidate who had the minority of
votes. This was a case where, according to the conten-
tions of hon. gentlemen opposite, the courts alone should
have decided the matter, but the House was induced by the
leader of the Governmont to interfere and decide the question
of law. Now the case before us is not a controverted ele-
tion case. There is no doubt here as to who is primd facie
entitled to the seat. Mr. King is primdfacie entitled to the
seat, and if he were returned on his primd facie
rights, he would have a right to sit here until the
courts should have declared that lie had not a right to,
be bore. But until thon, the gentleman who has been
sent here in bis place by the lying return of the return-
ing ouber, has no more right to be bore as a member
of this House than-I am going to quote the language ased
on a former occasion by the right hon, leader of the House

himself about a gentleman who occupied the seat you now
occupy-I say, " lie had no more right to be here muquerad-

f ing as a member of this House, than one of the pages who
runs about the floor." If the returning officer has a right
to say that the minority candidate is elected, lie bas an
equal right to say that anybody else he chooses is elected.

e has as good a right to sa that I was elected for Queen's
county as to say that Mr. Baird was elected Re had as
good a right to say that any person of the legal age was
elected as to return the defeated candidate. There is a
defect in our law in this particular that ought to be remedied.
In England, I fancy, it is practically remedied now by the
decision, quoted to this House, of a judge in a case referred
to in a city in the north of England. I think hon. gentle-
men will remember the deciblon which was quoted. The
judge gave as a ruling in that case that the majority elected
the member whether the returning officer stated so or not;
that the returning officer's duties were purely mechanical,
namely, to state who had the majority; that if the return-
ing officer failed in his duty and did not state who had the
majority, or if ho made no return at all, the man who actu-
ally had the majority of votes was elocted all the same, and
he could take his seat as soon as it was proven on satisfac.
tory evidence that ho had the majority of votes. In fact,
ho said the law assumed that what the returning officer was
directed to do as a mochanical duty, was done, and that
whether lie made a return or not, or whether he made a false
return or not, as to the number of votes, the man who
actually could be shown to have received the majority
of votes was, ipso facto, the member for the constituency
until his right to be considered such was disproven
before a proper legal tribunal. That is now the law in
England, if that decision is followed by other judges, as I
have no doubtit will be. In a case like this, the iying return
of the man who was appointed to count the votes would be
disregarded, and the man who actually received the major-
ity of votes would at once be considered the member. Now,
in rectifying the insufficiency of the law fully to carry out ite
intention in directing that to be done which is intended to
be done, in forcing the returning officer to do that which
the statute directs him to do, in forcing our servant, for he
is such, to do that which we have ordered him by statute to
do, we are not trying a controverted election case, we are
not entering into a question of law, wo are simply seoeing
that the statute is oboyed by our own offlcer, a statute
passed by this House for its own protection. Why, Sir, it
is no more trying a controverted election case than if we
undertook to push a constable who had, in that election,
doue something contrary to the privileges of this House.
We are compelling that man to do what the statute compels
him to do, and vindicating our own privileges against his,
usurpation. But we are told there is a remedy in the
courts. Sir, I do not know that thore is a remedy in
the courts. I am not sure, even if Mr. King were
to put in a petition and to seek a remedy in the
courts, that ho would be recognised as having a right
to do so. Who is to petition ? Why should the man
who had a majority, who was elected, petition against
the supposed election of somebody else? I do not
believe that any return which a returning offcer chooses
to send in hore makes an election. The majority of votes
makes an election, and I do not believe Mr. King was in a
position to petition against Mr. Baird, because it was he who
was elected and not Mr. Baird. Mr. Baird is the only party
who is in a position to protest against the election, and I
believe if that point were raised as a matter of constitutional
law, it would be very hard for any court to decide that the
more sending here of an untruthful and lying statement by
a returning officer would make a member out of a man who
had no claim to the position. Such an act calle for the inter-
vention of this House, it calls for the condign punishment
of our forsworn servant, it calls for the rectification of the

1887. 693



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 1,

inconceivable injury which he has tried to do to the interests
of this country and to the privileges of this House. And
here is where it becomes necessary for us to remember that
this is not purely a question of precedent, or a question of
legal technicality; it is a vital question concerning
the very existence of this House. If one returning
officer can send a man to masquerade here, two,
three, four, five or ton can do the same, and returning
officers can send defeated candidates here, or men who were
not candidates at all, in such numbers as to change the,
majority in this House. What remedy have you in sncb an
event? The majority will control the action and will not
allow the seats cf its own members to be taken away, and
thus for one Session at least one party or the other will
obtain a majority by means of mon not elected by the people,
not even primd facie elected,men who have not even that primd
facie claim which a corruptly elected momber bas until he
bas been shown to have been corruptly elected. If we do
not put a stop to returning offi3ers presuming to elect mem-
bers to this House, where is representative and constitu-
tional government ? The bon. member for Albert (Kr.
Weldon) says that in protesting against the interference of
the Louse ho is seeking to protect the minority, and that
the majority might interfere at any time in such a way as
to turn out one member and bring in another. The state-
ment is absurd. There is no danger that the majority can
ever injure the minority by giving effect to the will of the
people as expressed at the polls, and that is all we ask.
All we demand is that the returning officer should perform
the mechanical duty provided by the statute, for he is as
much a machine as is the ballot box, and that he should allow
the will of the people to be expressed. If the majority
of the House did interfere to see the recognised will
of the people carried out by the returning officer, ther'e
was no danger to either the majority or the minority,
and the plea that the position of hon. gentlemen opposite is
taken on behalf of the minority is absurd. It becomes
more than absurd, it becomes untrue. The plea is really.
one on behalf of the majority that control this House, and
its effect may be to prevent a member of the minority from
claiming the rights conferred on him by statute law and by
the votes of his constituents. Hon. gentlemen opposite seek
to do away with the rights of the minority. Thore are
many, however, I believe, who sympathise fully with the hon.
member for North Essex (Mr. Patterson) in bis opinion that
the rights of the minority are in danger, that this case is a
clear one, and that it should be decided as a point of honor.
Let those bon. gentlemen on the other side of the House show
their opinions by considering the question as if they
were jurymen, and as if this was a point of honor, and
not a party question. In this connection I would call
attention to a remark made by the hon. gentleman returned'
for Queen's, N. B., in bis speech, which, in other respects
I will not criticise, though there is every temptation for
criticism, coming as it does fiem a gentleman occupying
the very extraordinary and peculiar position in which ho
stood. He challenged the vote of this House, free from
party feeling, and ho said ho would be content to abide by
that vote withont reference to party linos. Will the Gov-
ernment accept the challenge of the man seated by their
own supporter ? Will they a llow this vote to be one free
from party bias, and will they declare it to be a matter in
the public interest, and as freely open to members to vote
as they please, as a Private Bill? I do not believe
they will dare to allow froc voting on this question.'
They have attempted to cover up the clear point at issue
with a quantity of mysterious precedents that do not bear
on this case, becanse this is not a controverted election.
The Minister of Justice thought ho had found a parallel in
the case of Victoria, N.S., eleétion, and I was astonished
to hear him quote that case as a parallel, because the
hon. gentleman knew very well that it was not a case

Mr. CGuzy.

where the returning offleor bad failed to carry out
the wishes of the people. It was a case strietly pro-
per for courts of law; it was a case where there was
no statement in one of the ballot boxes, and the re.
turning officer refused to take any notice of the votes at
that poll because there was no statement for him to count
up, It was purely a legal question as to whether the
returning officer had a right to accept a statement subse-
quently offered him by the deputy returning officir instead
of the one that should have been in the box. The return.
ing oflicer decided to leave that poll ont of the count, and
ho strictly carried ont the letter of the law. He might
have acted rightly if ho had done otherwise; at all events,
it was a question for the courts to -determine, and not for
this House to determine. That the Minister should have
risked bis reputation as a lawyer, by comparing that case
with the present one, where there is no doubt as to the
faèts and as to the law, where it is admitted even by the
hon. member for Albert (Kr. Weldon) the professor of
constitutional law at Dalhousie college, that on the face of
the documents it is clear that Mr. King should have been
returned. It is astonishing that a gentleman of the reputation
of the Minister of Justice should risk that reputation by ask.
ing this House to abstain from interference to save its own
dignity and reputation. The hon. gentleman has been for
only two years a member of this flouse, but a gentleman
who was taken from the bench to occupy a place in the
Government should be specially jealous of the rights of this
House, and should not have taken the position he has assum-
ed on this question. The hon. gentleman bas shown himself,
on other occasions, fully capable of offering a clear and un-
biassed view of constitutional questions, and of questions of
parliamentary procedure. He bas given us instances of
most admirable clearness of mind, of fairness of jndgment,
and of a judicial manner, in stating bis conclusions. To-night
we feel with sorrow, and with something more than sorrow,
that this lon. gentleman to whom above all others is com-
mitted the task of looking after the privileges and
rights of this House, bas given with the same judicial man-
ner, with the same apparent fairness, and with the same
clearness of diction, statements that were nothing but a
tissue of special pleadings, nothing but an attempt to
cast a haze over the question which was clear until he
succeeded in obscuring it for bis followers. It was a speech
to show hon. gentlemen opposite how they could excuse
themselves if they failed to perform their duties in this
matter. I regret that the Minister of Justice has given
the fouse this exhibition, and I believe that he will regret
it himself before he bas been long in publie life. The bon.
gentleman amongst other statements said that Kré King
asked to have this seat conferred on him by the vote of this
House. That was an extraordinary statement. The seat
bas been conferred on Mr. King already by the votes of
the eTectors. That is admitted by the Minister of Justice,
an: by every one; but, because the returning ofoor chooses
to tell a lie about the matter, the Minister of Jusiee appears
willing to take advantage of the lie and retain the seat for
that gentleman for this Session and probably forever.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Oh.

Mr. CASEY. As an Irishman I have a right to spek
twice. I mean probably for the duration of this Parlia-
ment, and for the beneflit of his party. It is not a question
of conferring the seat on Mr. King. It is a question whether
the theft of his seat which has been attempted to be perpe.
trated, whether the attempt to steal his seat that has been
made by the returning officer and backed up by the Govern-
ment of the day, shall be successful. If the House are wil-
ling that the seat should be stolen from Mr. King, then they
will vote for the amendment of the Minister of Justice, that
the opinion of the committee should be followed. If they
are not willing that Mr. King's seat should be stolen
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from him and oonferred on Mr. Baird, by the vote of this
House, if they are not willing to elect a man who is
net now a member of this flouse, thon they will vote
for the simple statements of fhots contained in the reso-
lation of the hon. member for Queen's, P. E. 1. (bfr.
Davies)-facts ne doubt in which they all believe-and in
80 doing they will save themselves and this House from a
great degradation. The Minister of Justice made one
other point which I shall notice, and that was with
reference to the Committee on Privileges and Elec.
tions. He said that that committee stood in the
same relation te this House that a man's counsel stood
to himaelf, and that that committee was always consulted in
matters of this kind. Well, it is not always consulted in
matters of privilege, because as we know very well, such
questions are frequently decided without reference te the
committee at ail. Nine years ago the hon. Minister of Cus-
toms moved that Mr. Anglin's seat should be disposed of,
that his seat should be declared vacant, without any refer-
ence te the committee, without any reference to this alleged
counsel of the House, and it was on my own motion that
the matter was referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections, instead of being decided summarily by this
louse at the demand of the Minister of Customs, backed up
in very violent language by the present leader of the Gov.
ernment, in the Session of 1878. If the Minister of Justice
had been here, or if somebody had told him of that case, ho
could not have assured the House that it was the universal
custom te refer these matters to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections, because his own leader and one of the deputy
leaders of his party on that occasion did their best to induce
us to decide a question affecting a member's seat without
sending it to the committee at all. It does net follow that
the decision of the committee shall rule with this House.
They are only a committee of this fouse, composed of part of
the members of this flouse; they are not a counsel, and if
they have taken cognisance of this matter se also has the
flouse taken cognisance of it. The argument of the Minis-
ter of Justice that ho was consistent in referring this matter
te the Committee on Privileges and Elections, after argu-
ing that we had no jurisdiction, is done away with
by the fact that the committee is part of the House. That
committee has taken cognisance of the .case, they have
given an opinion upon it, and, therefore, on the motion
of the Minister of Justice, it bas been decided that
we have power to decide the matter, and on that ground,
I think, the question of jurisdiction is settled. I can only
hope, in conclusion, that the simple statement of facts te
this House will prevail, and that, however heated or excited
we may be in discussing the matter, when it comes te a
vote hon. members will remember that they are voting on
their honor as members of this louse, net upon a legal or
technical question, but upon a vital matter which involves
the whole question of our constitution as a representative
body, and the whole question of our rights and dignity as
the Parliament of Canada.

Mr. O'BRIEN. If the question before the House were
simply a question of whether or net the returning officer
for Queen's county, N.B., was teo be censured for the part
he took in that election, thon I for one would vote heartily
in laver of a resolution declaring that his conduoct was con-
trary te law, contrary to common sense, and contrary te all
that should have guided him in the duties ofthis office. Now,
I do net admit that the returning offiuer has no judicial
functions, as stated by the lut speaker, because I think it
is impossible for a gentleman te occupy the position of
returning officer, and to perform the multifarious and vari-
ous dattes of that position as a more machine. I think ho
must ex neceitate have more or less of judicial functions;
but I think that, in this pardcular case, there can ho no
doubt-I have nodoubt mymif, at any rate-that thereturn-
ing ofleer was entit* wong in the course ho took. I

think, in the first place, that having accepted the nomination
papers of both candidates, having accepted the deposit from
Mr. King, it did not lie in his mouth at any rate to become
a party to any such proposition as that ho had done wrong
in so doing, and that the deposit ought to have been made
by an election agent. More than that, 1 cannot see,
from a careful consideration of the statute, that
that deposit, made on behalf of the candidate or
by the candidate at the time of his election, is to be consi-
dered at ail in the same light as election expenses ; there
is nothing whatever in that statute that I can find to jus-
tify the contention that the deposit ought to be made by
the agent for the candidate. Ifryon look at the marginal
note it clearly indicates what was the intention of the
Legislature in passing that clause, for it is stated there that
it distinctly refers to the payment as to be made by the
candidate himself, and it seems contrary to common sense to
suppose that the deposit made for the purpose of covering
election expenses, in case the candidate should fail to
comply with certain conditions, should be regarded in the
same light as election expenses, incurred during the
progress of an election, by the candidate himself. I think
they stand upon entirely different grounds; I think it is
contrary to common sense, as well as to the meaning of the
statute, to suppose that the two stand on the same footing,
or that the returning officer has any right to consider the
deposit made at the time of the election in the same
light as the election expenses incurred by the candi.
date during the period of the contest, which ho is re-
quired by law to make solely and entirely through the
election agent. So far as that is concerned, I have no
doubt in my mind that the returning officer was entirely
wrong; and after having, in the first place, aocepted the
nomination paper, after having accepted the deposit, after
having given a receipt for it, after declaring that a poli was
to be held, I think, whatever his motive may have been,
whatever advice he may have acted upon, ho was estopped
from listening to a proposition such as that which apparently
actuated him in the last instance, in declaring that the
nomination was illegally made, and that, therefore, ho was
justified in returning the member who now sits for the
county. I think the view that the candidate, or any one in
his behalf, has a right to make the deposit has been acted
upon by many of the members now sitting in this flouse.
So far as that is concerned, I think thore is no justification
for the course takeir by the returning officer. Judging by
his evidence given the other day, I am not prepared to say
that ho acted from any other than conscientious motives, or
a conscientious desire to do his duty, but at the
same time I think ho was mistaken. I must con.
fese, however, that I was surprisd-although, perhaps,
such a course wo.uld not be in accordance with parlia.
mentary precedent-that hon, gentlemen opposite who
had brought him here, who had loaded him with epithets of
opprobrium, who had charged him with criminality, who
had exhausted upon him the language of vituperation, should
not have censured him in any way after they had brought
him to the Bar of the flouse. The motion of the hon. mem-
ber for St. John (Mr. Weldon) is of a two-fold character. In,
the first place it proposes to set aside the recommendation
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and, in the
second place, it pronounces a censure upon the returning
officer or the county. As regards the second part of the
proposition I have already exprossed my opinion, and I
think there is no doubt that the viow I take of that is cor.
rect. But with regard to the first part of the proposition, I
am just as much at variance with the hon. member for St.
John as I am in accord with him on the second part. I think
the Committo on Privileges and Elections was justified in
adhering steadfastly to the proposition that ait matters
connected with controverted elections, all disputes as to
elections, and ail questions as to who shal and who
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shall not have seats in this House, have been relegated to,
the courts of law, and I do not think we should in any way
interfere with the juriediction that we ourselves have con-
ferred upon them. Even taking this as an extreme casein.
which the House ought to interfere, if it should in any, I
think it is botter in the interest of the whole country, and
in the interest of this flouse, that we should do an act of
seeming injustice than that we should depart from a principle
which the experience of this House and the experience of
the country, and also the experience of the Parliament of
England, has shown to be necessary for the maintenance of
the integrity and independence of this body. Now, if the
proposition of the hon. member was simply one of condem-
nation of the returning, officer, I would have voted cheer-
fully and heartily for it; but when he couples with that a
proposition which is entirely antagonistic to the principle
this House bas adopted and ought to adhere to, I have no
choice but to vote for the amendment of the hon. the Min-
ister of Justice. Now, one word with regard to the remarks
made by the hon. member for North Essex. 1 think, Sir,
nothing could be worse for the independence and character
of the members of this House than for either the Govern-
ment or the Opposition to draw party lines with that sever-
ity that would necessarily compel members te abandon their
independence altogether, or else, as a matter of choice as well
as a matter of necessity, to quit parliamentary life altogether.
I, for one, w hile admitting the necessity of party government,
and feeling that, under present circumstances, we are obliged
to have party government, would never consent to occupy a
seat in this House if, on every question that arose, I was to
be told by gentlemen on the Treasury benches or on their
behalf, I would have to vote with them or else be placed in
that uncomfortable position in which I have found men are
liable to be placed who exorcise any independence in this
House. On this occasion, if I folt that the proposition
laid down was not one which was justified by all those con-
siderations te which I have alluded, and one which I think
this House is bound to adhere to, from the courFe previously
taken, I should have no hositation in taking the same course
as the hon. member for North Essex. But I do not agree
with him. I think this House is justified in adhering
steadfastly to the principles established that all these mat-
ters should go to the courts for settlement. We do not
know what evil might arise from a departure from that
principle as a matter cf general policy. I make these
remarks because I think it is right and just that, in a
matter of this kind, every member should act with
independonce. l a question of this kind, which is not
a party question, which is,, to a certain extent, a ques.
tion of legal construction and also of public policy, I think
every member should exorcise his independent judgment;
and the vote I give, I give, not because I think the gentle
man who by courtesy occupies the position of the member
for Queen's ought to have a seat in this House, but because
I think the flouse would not be justified even under present
circumstances in departing from the principle laid down. I
f urther say that that gentleman would be unworthy of the
confidénce of any constituency in this country, unworthy
of occupying a seat in the flouse or of associating with the
members in the business of the louse, or of occupying the
position of a gentleman, if, after this vote is doecided, he
should continue to sit in this House, not possessing the
confidence of the majority of those whom he professes to
represen t.

Mr. FREEMAN. I think it would be a very extraordin-
ary thing if it should turn out that all the hon. gentlemen I
on that side of the House are acting conscientiously in the
course they are taking, and not from party motives, and that
all the hou. members on this side of the flouse are being led i
by the nose by the leader of the Government, as hon. gen- l
tleinen opposite say we are. It is very extraordinary how it i

Mr. O'BuiN.

Mr. FREEMAN-he should be prepared to stand by
the consequence. When the presiding officer declared a
ballot would be taken, ho had to proceed with the election,
although ho may have been advised of the illegality of the
tender; and whon ho came to return the candidate elected
the objection was presonted te h-im in its legal form, and I
can quite understand that ho, not boing versed in the in-
tricacies of the law, would be compelled to exorcise his
udgment. This he did, and if ho erred there is some ex-
cuse for him. The courts are the proper place to decide
this matter. I am the more confirmed in this view by the
ract that on the one side here we have the Minister of Jus-
Lice and other legal gentlemen perhaps of not so high
a standing in the profession, taking one position, and we
have legal gentlemen of eminence on the other side of the
House taking just the opposite opinion, although they both
luote the same books. How, therefore, ie a layman te
come to a conclusion on this matter if it be a legal question,
as I hold it is. A large majority of this House are of opin-
ion, therefore, this matter should go before the courts where
the whole legal aspect of the subject will be presented, and
there will be a proper legal decision. Hon. gentlemen op-
posite shouldallow this matter to be decided in the courts and
et the gentleman entitled to the seat come here. Would hon.
gentlemen opposite desire that Mr. King should come here if
ie were not a legally qualified candidate. The law of legal
qualification is as necessary to be complied with as any
egal requirement. Will these hon. gentlemen tell me that
f Mr King came bore not legally qualified, he would have
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should happen that they who have all one way of thinking
in regard to this matter should be actuated by principle, and
that they should think it necessary in this debate to urge us
to be conscientious and to lay aside our party feeling, as if
we were all partisans and they were all independent gentle-
men. I wondered, when I listened to them, how this all
turns out, and I think they will find it very difficult to
answer. There have been few questions before this House
since I have sat hero, about which there soees to have been
so many different opinions among these gentlemen as there
is on this one. The hon. gentleman who last addressed the
Blouse on that side said that this was not a legal question
at all. When he said that I asked myself this question:
thon why has the time of the House been frittered away
in arguing the logal bearing of this question by so many
of the highest legal authorities in the House ? No oné can
have listened to the legal arguments which have been
offered on this question without coming to the conclusion
that the whole matter turns on legal questions. I have
to look at the conduct of the returning officer. It bas been
my duty on several occasions to act in that capacity, and I
have looked at the matter in the light of my exporience,
and I think there is a good deal of excuse to be offered for
the presiding officer, if excuse is required, for the manner
in which he acted. In the first place, it has been said that
when he received the money and gave a receipt, he guar-
anteed the legality of the proceedings of the candidate. It
cannot be expected that the returning officer could be well
advised as to the legality of the conduct of a candidate
when the candidate is depositing his papers and money.
Returning officers are seldom legal men, and, not being
versod in the law, they are not prepared to give a decision
in a moment on questions of that kind. I can quite under-
stand that when the money was tendered, the officer was
not prepared to say to the candidate: this is not a legal pro.
ceeding, and I shall not consider you a candidate unless the
money is deposited by your agent. But he took shortly
afterwards the step of advising the candidate, Mr. King, to
appoint an agent. He reminded the candidate of his duty,
and if the latter did not think proper to take his advice and
comply with the law -

Mr. WELDON. He did.
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the right to sit in this House Hon. gentlemen opposite
say it is very clear Mr. King was legally qualified. How
am I to know that ? I have no cortificate as to his qualifi.
cation. I believe that the revising officer, before acting as
ho did, decided, after the legal argument, that Mr. King was
not legally qualified, and, therefore, was not a legalcandidate.
If, therefore, hon. gentlemen wish that every man who has
a seat here should have complied with the law in every
point, they should not desire to have Mr. King as momber,
if ho were not legally qualified. I have said this matter
should go before the courts, and that is the view that would
be taken by hon. gentlemen opposite if they were half as
conscientious as they pretend to be. This is the conscien.
tious side of the House, and we are acting conscientiously
in the matter. Let the courts decide who is the gentleman
entitled to the seat, and we will see that he gets it.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I wish just to make a few
remarke, and I intend to do so, perbaps, mainly in reply to
some remarks made by the sitting member for Queen's Ln
bis explanation to the House to-day. Judging from the re-
marks ho made, it would b inferred that the parties con.
nected with the revision of the liste were in entire sympathy
with this party, and had an object in preparing the liste in
Queen's county for the purpose of giving the Liberal party
ascendancy. Knowing these gentlemen, I think, as a member
of the Province of New Brunswick, these statements should
not be allowed to go without contradiction. With regard
to the revising barrister who had charge of the county of
Queen's, ho was a gentleman who has had a large share in
the conduct of public affaire in New Brunswick, prior to
Confederation; but I can say that, so far as ho and I are
concerned, we have never been in political sympathy, and
ho has been connected and associated with the Confederate
party, and in entire sympathy with the party led by the
right hon. the Premier. While he was in political life ho
received the respect of everyone, whether opposed to him
politically or not. He was the associate of the late Min-
ister of Finance, and of other hon. gentlemen who have sat in
this House; and I believe, if the prosent Lieutenant
Governor of New Brunswick was a member of this
House, when he heard the remarks of the sitting member
for Queen's (Mr. Baird), ho would have denonnced the
assertion. Judge Steadman's sympathies have been with the
present Government, but since hoe as been on the bonch,
and before, I have not heard hie honesty impugned in the
slightest degree. Thon, in regard to the gentleman who
was employed by him as his clerk, Mr. Babbitt, who las
been registrar of the county for a number of years. I believe
hie sympathies are with the Liberal party, but whatever ho
did was under the direction of Judge Steadman, and when
it is stated that ho sent back the applications made to him,
ho could only have done that with the knowledge of Judge
Steadman, who must have been a party to it. Thon the
gentleman accuses the sheriff of taking a part. The sheriff
has already been spoken of by my colleague from St. John,
so 1 will not enter into that question; but, as far as the
conduct of elections in which he has taken part is con-
cerned, I have never heard a shadow of a shade of doubt
cast against him. After he was ousted out of his position as
returning officer, at the instance of the hon. gentleman,
no doubt ho felt justified in taking any course he chose,
in the same way as anybody else. The hon. gentle-
man spoke of the gentleman who was employed b.y Jadge
Steadman te make these lists, and ho would infer that
ho was a Liberal. le was a lawyer, a young lawyer it is
true, but I know ho was one of the most active men in
sympathy with the Liberal.Conservative party . It is a
curious fact that, from the judge down to the leastimport.
ant offloer who was employed, except the sheriff, who had
nothing to do with it, everyone who was connected with
the revision of those lista was in entire sympathy with the
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Liberal-Conservative party. Every revising omeer in
New Brunswick did his duty fairly and impartially without
respect to either party. So far with regard to the statementa
of the member fbr Queen's. As to the remarks of the
Xinister of Justice, it seeme to me that he stood in the
position of a lawyer having a brief. In the way in whioh
he argued hia case, he reminded me of a friend of mine in a
court in New Brunswick, who put forward a certain pro.
position. The judge said: "Mr. Thompson, do you believe
the point you are arguing?" The lawyer said : "Well, I
do not believe it at al, but I want to make you believe
it." If my hon. frieud the Minister of Justice were
sitting as a judge to-night, and he was unequalled as an
administrator of justice in the Province of Nova Scotia, I
would not be afraid to argue this case before him and abide
by his decision. These hon. gentlemen admit that this Par-
liament has the right to go into the question f ersonal
disqualification, but they endeavor to draw a line tween
that and the other case. I challenge any member of this
House to show a precedent for this. As was pointed out by
my hon. friend from Queen's, P.B.[. (Mr. Davies), there has
been no precedent for a minority candidate being returned.
My hon. friends, who were associated with me on the sub-oom-
mittee, and myself, could not find a single case in the annal&
of the House of Commons where a minority candidate was
returned by a returning officer. My hon. friend from
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) says that, prior to 1873, and
prior to 1868, cases have no bearing on this question,
because, he says, an election petition can only be questioned
in a court of law, as provided for in the Acte passed in
those years.

Mr. GIROUARD. Not only an election petition, but any
election.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). If my hon. friend will take
Sir Robert Peel's Act, le will find that the House divested
itelf of the power by the appointment of the General Blce.
tions Committee. The judges of the land stand in the same
position now as the select committee did. That General
Elections Committee ooupied the same position as aingle
judge who is put on the rota to try an election case stands
in now. If he examines the matter, he wili find that the
judgment of the Blections Committee was as ftnal and com-
plete as that of a judge at the present day. Still we find
the per oxercised. Subsequent to the Aot of 1868 in
England, we find that the House of Commons exrcisd the
right in the cases of Sir Sidney Waterlow, O'Donovan Rossa,
Michael Davitt and John Mitchel. Thes eoond case of John
Mitchel was brought bofore the courts, but not before Parlia.
ment. A petition was filed, and ho died in the intaI, and a
motion was made to substitute the returning ocert to go on
with the petition. In the first case they deolaed the seat
vacant, as they did in the case of O'Donovan Rossa. The, Min.
ister of Justice said these were cases of notorious disquali-
floation, that they were civily dead. If this were the only
case, that contention would be very strong. But Sir8ydney
Waterlow was not civilly dead. He was returned for the
county of Dumfries. The petition was presented in the
Court of Sessions in Soctland. That was abandoned, and
-ho took'hia seat as the hon. member for Queen's ias taken

is seat. His disqualification -was not notorious. It was a
very doubtful question. He ilad simply ineurred the
penalties of all those having couraot with the Goverment,
They might have said that if he ehose te ait in the House,
he might be lef t to suifer the penalties. The matter was
brought up aud referred to a speoial committee, and that
committee reported that Sir SydneyWaterlow was dis-
qualified, by reason of being con eoewith a contast, and
the seat was doclared vacant and a new writ issued. Now,
this shows that the Rouse of Commons was prepared at the
proper time to carry out the law, and to purge the House
of those who were not properly entitled te ait in it. Hon.
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gentlemen opposite differ about our constitutional rights.
We find the member for Albert (Mr. Weldon), a professor
of constitutional law in Dalhousie College, entirely differing
with hon. gentlemen opposite, with the hon. member forl
Queen's, N.S. (Mr. Freeman), who prides himself upon his
knowledge. The hon. member for Albert admits that we
had the right to apply the remedy, but he says it is a
dangerous application of the remedy. Mr. Speaker, is it a
dangerous application of the remedy when a returning
officer has chosen to exorcise a function which he as no
right to exorcise, that we should set the wrong right ?
The hon. member for Queen's, N.S. (Mr. Freeman), says that
Mr. Dunn consulted lawyers. Sir, he had the law before
him, and that law said that the man who had
the majority of votes should be returned. Lot him
return that man, and let the courts decide whether ho
was right. But ho takes it upon himself to act the judge
and to place a man in the seat against the well understood
wishes of the people of the county. The hon. member for
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) admits that the returning officer
did wrong and deserved censure, but, says, my hon. friend,
I think the case ought to go to tho election courts. Surely
my hon. friend when le sat in this House, and when
the case of King's, P.E.I., came up, had no conscientious
scruples about the duty of the House upon that occasion;
ho did not refer that case to the courts. When the gen-
tleman who thon sat for Centre Huron in this House moved
ihat the case should be referred to the Supreme Court for
the opinion of the judges, I think we will find in the divi-
sions against that motion the name of my hon. friend from
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien). In that case hý felt that this House
had full right to control the action of its returning officer,
and to exorcise jurisdiction in matters like this. But now,
although ho admits that a great wrong had been done, and
that the minority candidate sits in this House, ho finds that
the matter must go to the courts. The hon. member for
Albert said : Why do not the parties agree to go to the
courts? The hon. member for Queen's, N. S., says:
Why do not those gentlemen go to the courts ? That
we are not bore to set to work and try cases. I say we are
bore to protect our own privileges, and it is the duty of this
House, to use the language of the right hon. Premier, in
the North Victoria case, not only to punish and censure,
but to control the acts of a roturning officer, a servant of
this House. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is admitted that a great
wrong is done, it is admitted that a gross violation of law
was committed. The case is not here in the shape of an
election petition, as was the case of North Victoria. But
standing bore we have the facts before us connected with
this case, showing that Mr. King had the majorty of votes
and was entitled to be returned. Whatever may have been
don. on nomination day, as was don. in the Mayo case, is
another question altogether. We find that the returning
officer undertook to perform his duty at the Lime of decla-
ration, which is entirely distinct from the day of nomina-
tion. His duty was to sum up the votes and return the
candidate who had the majority. He set to work and
ignored that duty, and undertook to perform the fune-
tions of a judge. As I said on a previous occasion, he
then did what no judge has a right to do, namely, ta reverse
bis own judgment and to prevent the party who was fairly
entitled to the seat from being returned, and depriving him
of his rights. The Minister of Justice in replying to the
hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), said the election
was not over, there was a recount. But the recount was
stopped by an order of the Supreme Court. As I said before,
I am not going into an argument on the question of the
juriediction of the Supreme Court, or on the authority of
the judge. That matter is now before the court. It is prac-
tically of no utility, because we all know that even under the
Act, Judge Steadman bas now no power4o go further. More-
over, we have got the ballots and the papers bore, and we

Mr, WEL»ON (St. John).

see by these papers that the man who was returned is not
entitled to the seat. Sir, I say this is a case that ought to be
considered free from party spirit. This is a matter affecting
the rights of every elector in this Dominion, and it will cro-
ate a precedent that after a poll has been granted and an elec-
tion held, the returningoficer can ignore the poll, ean ignore
the whole proceedings and return whichever candidate he
chooses. We ought to ho very careful what course we take
at present, because our action to-day in this matter will be
a precedent in future times. If this House ignores this
fact, and says, practically, by its vote, that the returning
officer had a right to do this, I think public opinion will
pronounce a different verdict. The sitting member for
Queen's, N.B., said to day that ho was hounded by the pross,
alluding to the bon. member for St. John (Mr. Ellis) in no
measured terms. Sir, 1 believe that if you look over the
whole Conservative press of this Dominion that supports
the Government, you will find, with very few exceptions,
that it declares this act to be an outrage. Look at the
Evening Journal last evening, a paper published in Ottawa
TPhich gives a support to the Government; that paper
characterises this outrage in a very severe manner. Take
the Fredericton Farmer, published in the city of Fredericton,
one of the leading organs of the Conservative party in New
Brunswick, and see what that paper says about it. I happen
to have in my hand an extract from the Sherbrooke Gazette,
a Conservative paper, commenting on this outrage, and I
could not use stronger language:

" To hold that the House of Oommons cannot amend the wrong pub-
lication of a return is te declare they have renounced all their powers
over their officers. This is a new doctrine we csn't recognise as a Con-
servative one. The musty old precedents, as one member called then,
aIl point the other way. They were conservative precedents. They
recognise a conservative principle which we can clearly understand and
appreciate. When the House of Commons surrenders its powers, its
privileges and its independence, and agrees to abide by the opinions of
a credulous and ignorant returning officer rather than take his certifi-
cates of facts, it does not, to our mind, represent0onservative principles
or Conservative practice, and we reprobate such a course with al the
force we are capable of.

If that is a proper exposition of Conservative principles,
and I believe it is, in this case it is not a party question in
which the interests of Conservatives are involved, but it is
an appeal to the sense of justice, of right, and of fair play
on behalf of the electors of the constituency of Queen's, and
a demand for the assertion of the rights and privileges of
this House and that they are being trampled upon by the
course which hon. gentlemen opposite sought to pursue;
and, moreover, that the wrong done by the returning offleer
shall be righted, and that we shall do justice between the
parties and place the majority candidate in his seat, and in
that way show that a member of this House does not repre-
sent the minority of the electors of an electoral district, but
the majority of the electors of the district of which ho
claims to be the representative.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Hon.gentlemen opposite have stated
twice already that hon. gentlemen on this side of the House
will not vote according to their convictions, and I think it
is due to myself, having some views upon this question, that
I should express them to the louse as briefly as possible.
I agree with those hon. gentlemen who have already spoken
who said that this' should not be considered as a party
question. We have heard charges made from the other side
of the House to members on this side that we were making
it a party question, and we have heard the insinuation that
any one who votes in favor of the amendment of the
Minister of Justice is being dragged along by the Govern.
ment and not voting according to his conscience. I wish to
say, as was said by the hon. member for Essex (Mr. Patter.
son), that I believe'every member on this aide will oat his
vote as.fairly and as independently as any hon. gentleman
on the other aide.

Mr. MITCIILL. I hope so.
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Mr. MONCRIEFF. No one has a right to a seat in this

House, and to exercise the powers with which the constit-
uency has entrusted him, if he take any lother course than
an independent one on every question coming before the
House. I agree with hon. gentlemen who have preceded
me who say that it is repugnant to their idea of what
je right, that any person being a minority candidate
should occupy a seat in this House. But while I make that
statement, I say it is also as repugnant to my sense of
justice and right that any person holding the majority of
votes in any constituency obtained by corrupt practices and
bribery, should occupy a seat here; and when we find
persons occupying seats in either of those two positions, we
have to consider what the law has provided for those who
are dissatisfied with the position of affairs. I may refer for
a few moments to the condition of matters in England in
years past. At that time election contests were decided by
the whole House and not by a committee. It was acknow-
ledged that whenever a dispute on a parliamentary return
occurred, such was actually decided not upon right or wrong
but according to the strength of the political party. I do
not know that I could do better than read the remarks
made by Lord Grenville, when he moved the Act referred to
in the early portion of the evening, taking away the power
from the body of the House and conferring it on a sworn
committee. H1e said:

" Instead of trusting to the merits of their respective causes, the prin-
cipal dependence of both parties is their private interest among us; and
it is scandalously notorious that we are earnestly canvassed to attend
in favor of the opposite sides, as if we were wholly self-elective, and not
bound to act by the principle of justice, but by the discretionary impulse
of our own inclination-nay, it is weil known that in every contested
election many members of this Bouse, who are ultimately to judge in a
kind of judicial capacity between the competitors, enlist themselves as
parties in the contention, and take upon themselves the partial manage-
ment of the very business upon which they should determine with the
strictest impartiality."
Such was the condition of affairs when it was determined to
take the power out of the handa of the House. I observe
that this question has not been approached by hon. gentle-
men opposite, with that spirit of impartiality which I
think ought to have actuated them, and I judge fron the
strong expressions used, and from the prejudged expressions
of those hon. gentlemen that I migh t not be astray in saying
that if the shadow of Lord Grenville should come into this
House of Commons and hear the remarks of hon. gentlemen
opposite, it might well say that hon. gentlemen opposite
were the reflection of a number of people who were in Par-
liament at Walpole's time, and on account of whose partisan
conduct the Act to take away the trial of election petitions
from the House of Commons was passed. Passing from that
point, I may say that I was rather surprised to listen to

on. gentlemen opposite on the discussion of the amend.
ment referring this matter to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections. The committee were not spoken of in very
complimentary terme by hon. gentlemen opposite, and I came
to the conclusion from the expressions used that it was no
great crodit to belong to that particular committee. Let
me state what one of the hon. gentlemen said in speaking
of that committee. In oiposing the submission of that
question ho said :

" We have had enough of election committees, we know what they are,
and if it goes before the Committee of Privileges and Elections when
will it get ont, what report will it make ?

Another hon. gentleman said:

" What was the resson for sending this case to the Committee on Pri-
vileges snd Elections? There can be only one result that is an effort
to kill the proposal ia some way or other."

Other hon. members followed in the same strain, well
knowing who composed the ôommittee. The expression
of such views was an insult to the members of that
committee. Such is the conduet of those hon. gentle-
men when they do not desire a certain question to go
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before the Committee on Privileges and Elections ; but when
it suits them for party purposes to make a reference, that
committee is a very convenient p ace indeed. The very
next motion that took place was one in regard to the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery.

Mr. MILLS. A proper reference.

Mr. MONORIEFF. Excuse me for a moment; I will
reply in a minute. Hon. gentlemen opposite have been
condemning the Privileges and Eleoctions Committee, and
yet the very moment the case of the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery was presented, they moved that it bo referred
to that committee, which they had been for hours
traducing. That may be consistency; it was not the con-
sistency to which I had been accustomed before coming to
Parliament. I presume, if I had been an old member like
the hon. gentleman who interrupted me, I might have
understood that that was the consistency of his own partie-
ular party. These interruptions, I may say, are generally
a kind of relief, a post or chair upon which one can rost for
a few minutes, and I thank him for the observation he
has made. He says that such was a proper ease to submit,
and why ? When this question of the returning officor came
up, those hon. gentlemen stated that there was not a single
question to leave to the committee, that evorything was
proved, and they ridiculed the idea of leaving it to a com-
mittee. Lot me recall what the hon, gentleman said, when
discussing the question with referenco to the conduct of the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, in which case he also
claimed there was no doubt about the facts :

" I am inclined to think that if the Secretary of State and hon. gentle-
men opposite had had the frankness to answer the question which 1 put
to them a few days ago, perhaps the Secretary of State would have been
able to tell us how it was that over a hundred members on that side were
gazetted as the law directs, and that, out of ninety and over on this side,
only fifteen were gazetted as required hy law. We would be able to
know why the law was in this respect so flagrantly disregarded, that the
deliberation and design manifested, about which there can be no doubt,
admit of no explanation but one-that the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery deliberately withheld the names of hon. members on this side from
being gazetted immediately after they were returned."

So, Sir, this committee which hon. gentlemen were tradun.
ing in the early part of the Session was, in a few days after-
wards, the very committee to whom they proposed to leave
the question of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. The
real question before us is whether, after the change of the
law which was made in 1873, we should deal with election
matters or leave them to the courts. I am expressly in
favor of the report of the committee, for I believe this isjuast
one of those questions which should be left to the courts to
decide. If once we undertake to decide such a case here, we
will establish a precedent for this Parliament assuming fune-
tions which it has delegated to the courts. That statute was
approved by every gentleman in the House, and I think,
after passing such an Act, it would be a most improper
thing to infringe upon the functions which are handed
over to the judiciary. The hon. member for Queen'a
county, P.E.. (Mr. Davies), urged very strongly this
evening, that the Prince Edward Island case was one
which would justify this House in now interfering and mak-
ing a change in this return. Upon that point I
take issue with him at once, and I say that the decision
in that case, is one which supports the contention of hon.
members on this side in the present case. In that case
three candidates contested the riding; McIntyre had the
highest number of votes, Robertson had the next highest
number, and McDonald the next, and a double or special
retura was made in which the circumstances were set
forth. The difference between that case and this is
that Mr. Robertson was disqualified, and, therefore, the
case comes within the class with which this House bas
reserved to itaelf power to deal. Ho was disqualified because
he was a member of a Provincial House. Lot me call
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your attention to the lauge of the Act which sayâ that
no member shall hold a double seat :

" If any member of a Provincial Legislature shall, notwithstanding
bis disqualification, as in the preceding section mentioned, receive a
majority of votes at any such election, seuh m&jerity of votes shall be
thrown away, and it shall be the duty of the returning officer to return
the person having the neit highest number of votes, provided he be
otherwise eligible.

That is juat what we contend.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Who deocided that ?

Mr. MONCRIEFF. I will hand the book to the hon.
gentleman in a few minutes. That case was one of disqua-
lification, pure and simple. Thon the hon. member for
Quoen's, P. E.I. (Mr. Davies) says that the Victoria, N S.,
case applies. Why, Sir, that was a case not of changing a
retuirn, but of finding fault with the returning officer,
because the case was thon before the courts in another way.
Ail the cases in England cited, that have any bearing upon
this question, which were docided since the English Act
was passed, were cases of disqualification, pure and
simple. In the cases of John Mitchel, when he was
declared elected first by acclamation, and afterwards, when
ho was returned against an opponent, the House simply de-
clared the seat vacant, and you cannot find a case in which
tbey unseated a member for disqualification and put another
member in his place. They did not do it in the Mitchel
case ; and if you read the case carefully you will find that
the person contesting the constituency pasted band bills all
over the county notifying the electors that if they voted foi
Mitchel their votes would be thrown away, because ho was
a disqualified candidate. Under these circumstances, when
the case came before the courts as a matter of law, for the
purpose of having him unseated, the courts seated the other
candidate, bocause it held that the voters had thrown away
their votes. I feel thon, as I said, that we should move
cautiously in encroaching upon the powers that we have
delegated te the courts. I think there is no doubt that this
case comes within the letter of that Statute and that we
have delegated to the courts of law the power of deciding
it, for the simple reason, which is a good reason, that we
ourselves are liable as human beings to act under partisan
feelings, and that, in delegating the matter te the courts,
who are not partisan at ail, we are confident of a fair, just
and proper decision from a proper tribunal. Under these
circunstances 1 intent to support the amendment of the
hou. Minister of Justice confirming the report of the Com.
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. LISTER. I will ask the indulgence of the HIouse for
a few moments to answer the hon. gentleman who bas just
spoken. I muet, in the first place, express my amazement
at the speech he has made and at the rosuit of hie investi.
gation which ho announced to the flouse, and I would ask
that bon. gentleman whether the public expression ho has
given of his views in this case is the private opinion ho has
heretofure beld and expressed to numerous members of this
Hlous. It appears to me that the hon. gentleman, although
he seems te have taken much pains to have mastered the
law and facts of this case, is exceedingly mixed. He does
not appear to me to apprehend the case at ail. It is not a
question as te a controverted election; it is not a question
as to whether Mr. King or Mr. Baird was elected; but it is
a question whether this flouse bas a right to correct a return
of one of its own officers, which is manifestly incorrect.
The logiôal conclusion of the argument of the hon. gentle-
man is, that the man who bas received the minority of the
votes in the county of King's is to sit in this House for the
rest of the term; because we have heard him confess to-day
that, as soon as there is another list prepared, ho will
be in a position te resign the seat ho holds here; and
the Minister of Justice the other day introduced a Bill1

Mr. MoNCRiIFF.

whereby that gentleman will have the right to hold the seat,
te which ho bas been wrongfully, illegally and fraudulently
returned, for at least another Session of this Parliament.
To decide in accordance with the argument of the hon.
gentleman on that side means that we are adding insult te
injury, that we are wronging the constituency of Queen's,
and the man olected te represent that constituency, by allow-
ing a person who bas no right by law or justice to a seat in
this flouse. No man could have witnessed that examina-
tion the other day, without entertaining a feeling of des-
appointment at the conduct of hon. gentlemen in this flouse.
A man who bas confessedly done the most grievous wrong
that one man can do te another, a man who occupies a posi.
tion of self-degradation, comes te this House and confe3ses
it boldly and unblushingly at the Bar of this House, and ho
is cheered on by hon. gentlemen on the Government bonches.
I say that a more disgraceful scene was never witnessed in
this or any other louse claiming te have representative
institutions; and the hon, gentleman who bas just sat down
was one of the loudest in applauding the man in his
disgraceful attitude. And wo have to day seen a
man get up in this flouse and delberatoly admit
that he bas wronged another man. out of bis
seat, and he is cheered on by hon. gentlemen opposite
To bis everlasting credit the hon. member for North Essex
(Mr. Patterson) bas taken a position which, as ho said, will
be approved of by people hereafter, if not in this House.
I, for one, know that the Government have no stronger
supporter in this House than that bon. member, and [ say it
is te bis everlasting credit that ho had the manliness te got
up to-day and take the position ho bas done, not the ground
of a pettyfogging lawyer who tries te minify the case with
technical quibbles, but on the ground that will bear investiga.
tion that a wrong bas been done and that it is the duty of
this House to try te rectify it. What are the facts ? le there
anything for a court te decide bore ? Is not the return of
the returning officer on the Table, and does it not show that
Mr. King has a majority of 61, and that he ought to be re.
turned? Does not the law command him to return the man
who has the majority of votes ? He bas been examined
here, and ho bas admitted that Mr. King had the majority
of the votes. Thon it was his duty, in obedience te the
statute law of this country, to return Mr. King as the
member for the county of Queen's. He bas not done that,
although the evidence is that ho ought te have dono it.
There are no witnesses te be examined; there is nothing te
be investigated, and ail this louse bas te do is to say wo
will make right what ho bas omitted or neglected te do.
The bon. gentleman says we should go te the courts. Ga
te the courts for what? He knows that the time for going
to the courts is past. He knows that Mr. King depended
on the honor, the honesty, the spirit of fair play that ought
to pervade this flouse to do what was right in the case bo-
fore it; but I am sorry to say he misapprehoended the spirit
of this flouse, as I believe the vote is going to show. My
hon. friend talks about Mr. Robertson's case. This flouse
undertook te investigate Mr. Robertson's case. It under-
took te decide a question of law as te bis disqualification,
and it seated the man who had the minority of votes. If
this House had no right te investigate that case, why did it
do so ? But although it might be claimed that the House
had no right te deal with it, in this case no such question
can arise, because it le not a question of a controverted
election, or a question of disqualification, but it is a question
whether the return made by the returning officer is a true
return and in accordance with the facts. Acconding to his
own evidence Mr. King ought to be the momber of this
flouse, and it i the duty of this flouse te correct that re-
turn and te say, the majority of the votes having bQen for
Mr. King that gentleman's name should be inserted in
place of that of Mr. Baird. I regret exoeedingly that there
should be any doubt at aIl ou this question. I regret ex-
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ceedingly that the Minister of Justice has taken the position
he has. He would have occupied a high place in the esti-
mation of the people of this country if he could have swept
to one side the legai technicalities that ho has raised, and
taken that manly stand which would be approved of by the
country if not by the House, and say that in all justice and
fair play the man who was elected to represent Queen's
county honestly and properly ought to have his name
inserted in place of that of the man who is usurping the
position.

Mr. GILLMOR. I am sure the House will bear with
me for a few minutes. I do not rise for the purpose of
arguing the question at all, but, being a friend of Mr. King,
having been associated with him for some time here, coming
from the same Province, I feel I ought to show myself on
the side of justice and fair play. I think Mr. King will
expect me, as an old acquaintance and political friend, to at
loast express my desire that justice should be done him. I
am disappointed at the result that is likely to follow this
discussion. I never, since the return of Mr. Baird was
made for this flouse, believed this Parliament would allow
Mr. Baird, who had the minority of votes, to keep his seat.
I differed on that point with my friends around me, for I
never, until now, fully believed that a majority of this
House would commit such an act of injustice towards Mr.
King as they appear about to commit. Judging from
the general opinion expressed throughout the Dominion,
in the press and in conversations everywhere, both of
Liberals and Conservatives, that the case was a plain
one and that Mr. Baird could be unseated, I feit
satisfied that there was sufficient conscientiousness in the
House to do Mr. King justice. I felt satisfied when, on the
first introduction of this subject, the right bon. the First
Minister got up and cautioned hon. gentlemen on this side
not to introduce party feeling into the discussion, that the
leader of the Government was about to do the fair thing
and that. Mr. King would be given his seat. To-day, how-
over, appearances have somewhat changed. Hon. gentlemen
opposite who, at the opening of the Session, appeared to be
in favor of justice and fair play, and who indulged in most
severe expressions with regard to the returning officer and
all those concerned in this transaction, appear now to have
somewhat changed in thoir views. My experience is that
in matters of right first impressions are always correct, and
the first impressions of hon. gentlemen opposite appeared to
think that injustice had been done, since then they have
thought the matter over, their party feeling ias become
aroused, and they appear inclined to take a different view.
What appeared fist to be glaringly unjust they now look
upon with complaisance.

Vice is a monster of such frightful mien,
That to be hated needs but to be seen,
But seen too of t, familiar with her face,
They first endure, then pity, then embrace."

Hon. gentlemen .opposite have concluded to embrace the
monster which they first despised. [am sorry such is the
case. I do not want to say a word about the man who ac-
cepted the position. I would not like to make him feel
worse thàtn hé doeos, if ho is capable of feeling at all the
position ho occupies. I do not want to pour water on a
drowood rat. I was reading an American paper yesterday,
and, although the case may not be exactly parallel, it
speaks of a certain official there who was found guilty of
wrong.doing with regard to registration, and who is now in
gaol at St. Louis. There was a petition to have him released,
and the newapaper thus gives the result :

" WaUnGroN, May 24.-The President to-day denied the application
fir a pardon in the case ot James J. Stanley, who was sentenced 13th
April for fraudulent registration and sentenced to 90 days imprisonment
in the gai ait St. Louis. The President endorsed the application as
follows:-

" Denied. I cannot pardon a crime against the election laws, ezeept
it be in a case presenting unusually strong considerations for clemency.
I consider such offences the worat of aIl crimes, and I know of noue the
punishment of which is more important to the public."

I am satisfiEd that the crime committed by the returning
officer in Queen's county deserves just such treatment as
that, and that is the opinion expressed by many of those
who are going to vote here to send this case to the courts.
1 wonder how these gentlemen would liko if, after having
received a majority of votes, they were not dec'ared
elected, and were told to seek redress in the courts of
law. Very fow gentlemen elected to Parliament feel
like going to court to establish their iights to their
seats. Mr. King certainly should have a seat here; and I
believed until now that the majtity of this flouse would
reverse the decision of the rcturnoig officer, and do justice
te Mr. King. I do not wish to trespass on your time, Sir,
by arguing the case. It is plain to overy one that the
returning officer should have returned the man who bas
received the majority of votes, and not the other man ; and
from what I have lcarned, I am satisfied Parliament bas the
right to consider this question. With regard to the
legal lore displayed by the hon. the Minister of Justice,
I muet say, that instead of trying to enlighten the
flouse on a question of law, ho appeared to endeavor
to mystify it, and obscure what, on its face, was
plain. I had a suspicion, when I found the long
delay to occur in the return, and saw that at last
Mr. Baird was returned for the electoral district of
Queen's, that the Minister of Justice had given his
opinion in reference to that matter, and I am inclined to
think so now. Lowever, I must say that I am disappointed,
for I thought I saw signs of a willingness to give fair
play on the part of hon. gentlemenopposite. I thought that
on this question they would exercise their honest convic-
tions and listen to the still small voice of conscience. I do
net want to charge gentlemen on the other side with a lack'
of conscience or a lack of conviction. It is enough for me
to look out for myself ; but I cannot understand it. In fact
they admit that the whole thing is wrong, but thoy say Mr.
King should go to the courts. Now, Mr. King has decided
not to go to the courts. You all agrce that the sitting
member ought not to be the sitting momber. Mr. King is
not going to the courts and you are going to allow a man
to sit here who ought not to sit here. That is the result,
because Mr. King is not going to the courts for reaons
which I suppose he knows. Perliaps he is not able ; per-
haps he bas not the means. I do not wish to dotain the
Hoase longer, but t thought I ought to say a few words in
sympatby with my much respected friend King, who
fonght his battle nobly, who fought it manfully, and then
after he had gained the seat it bas been taken away from
him by the returning officer.

Mr. HUDSPETH. The hou. member for Elgin stated
that, if this was a case that should go to the court under
the Controverted Elections Act, ho and all hon. gentlemen
on that side of the louse had nothing to say against it. I
understood that to be the proposition, but he said in this
case there was nothing to go before a court, that the case
was so plain that there could be no two opinions about it.
I confess that I was very much of that opinion myself until
I looked into the matter. The hon. gentleman who bas
just set down said that with him first impressions are al-
ways the right ones. I think now that my first impressions
were not the right ones. I was of opinion that this was a
wrongful act. I am still of the opinion that this is f wrong-
ful act, but I differ from hon. gentlemen opposite in regard
to the remedy that should be applied. I think this is a
case that should properly go to a court, and there is
authority for ; it and I think, even from what I have heard
fall from the lips of hon. gentlemen in this House, it has
been shown that a learned judge in the Province where
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this matter has arisen bas granted a rule nisi, sbowing that
he was of opinion that a writ of prohibition should issue
against a recount; and surely we must show some deference
te the opinion of ajudge, and must not come to the conclu.
sien that thero is nothing in this matter. I will trouble
tho House by giving them one case which fell under my
notice this afternoon. It is the case of Monks and Jackson,
reported in Law Reports, C. P. Div., Vol. 1, page 683, which-
was decided by Lord Chief Justice Coleridge and Mr. Justice
Archibald. The municipal Elections Act provided that the
nomination paper must be delivered to the town clerk by
the candidate himself, or by his proposer or seconder, per.
sonally, and not by an agent, and the objection is one which
is cognisable by the mayor, whose decision allowing it may
be questioned on a petition against the return of the success.
fui candidate. That is a very similar case to this one. The
nomination paper, instead of being presented by the party
himself, was presented by his agent, and Lord Chief Justice
Coleridge, in giving judgment, says:

" I am of opinion that our jndgment should be for the respondents.
Mr. Mclntyre admits that, if the deciBon is against him upon the fifth
question, it will be useless to discuss the other pointe raised,- because
te election of the respondents cannot be questioned.''

Then lie goes on to state that the nomination paper shall
be delivered by the candidate himself, or his proposer or
seconder, and he winds up:

" The case, therefore, shows on the face of it that the petitioners were
net duly nominated as candidates, and had no right te go to the poli,
and that, if they had been elected, their election muet have been set
aside. I Am clearly of opinion that the early part of 38 and 39 Vic , c.
40, sec. 1, sub-sec. 3, is imperative and not merely directory.>

Mr. Justice Archibald agrees with this judgment, and goes
on to say:

" The statute enacts that the nomination paper 'shall be delivered
by the candidate himself, or his proposer or seconder, to the town
clerk' How the Legislature could more clearly indicate that the paper
shall be delivered by the candidate himself, or by hie proposer or
seconder, personally, it is difficuit te conceive. That part of the section
is clearly obligatory, and is net complete with-by a delivery of the
nomination paper te the town clerk by an agent."

When I read that case, I had grave doubts whether
there might not be something in this matter, and whether
the returning officer who, as we know, bas acted under
the advice of counsel, had not some grounds for acting
as lie bas done. Lord Chief Justice Coleridge, the
highest authority in England, has come to a similar
conclusion. It seems a motter of small importance whether
the nomination paper was handed in by the agent or
by the candidate himself, but, because it was handed in by
the agent, the Lord Chief Justice held that the nomination
paper was bad, and the election was set aside ; and further
even than that, he held that, if the candidate had gone
to the polis and had been elected, the election would have
been set aside. So I think it is not clear of doubt, but that
there is something to go to a court, and, that being con-
ceded by hon. gentlemen opposite, I do not see why this
case should be withdrawn from the courts any more than
any other case of the kind. This House has relegated to the
courts the right te try ail cases arising out of elections,
and I think we should not, without great hesitation, inter-
fere with the law laid down by those hon. gentlemen them-
selves. That law I heartily approve of, because I think a court
is the proper place where matters of this kind can be calmly
and dispassionately disposed of, instead of being tried in a
louse where persons feel strongly on these matters. I

shall, therefore, vote to sustain the report of the committee.

House divided on the amendment te the amendment of
Mr. Davies (p. 683):

Mr. HuDspTs.

Messieurs

Amyot, Edgar, moMullen,
Armnstrong, Edwards, Mallorys
Bain <Wentworth), Esenhauer, Mil sBthwe1),
Barron, Bllis, Mitchell,
Beausoleil, Fiset, Mulock,
Béchard, Fisher, Paterson (Brnt,)
Bernier, Flynn, Patterson (Iuex),
Borden, Gauthier, Perry,
Bourassa, Geoffrion, Platt,
Bowman, Gigault, Préfontaine,
Boyle, Gilirner, Puraeus
Brien, Guay, Rinfret,
Burdett, Hale, Robertuon(King'sPE),
Campbell (Kent), Holton, Robertson (Shelburne),
Cartwright(Sir Rlchd), tnnes, Marie,
Oa8ey, Joues, Soriver,
Casgrain, Kirk, Semple,
Charlton, Landerkin, Skinner,
ahoquette, Lang, Somnerville,
Cimon, Langelier (Mont' rency),Butherland,
clayes, Langelier (Quebec), Trow,
Oook, Laurier, Turcot,
Couture, Lavergne, Waldie,
Davies, Lister, Watson,
De St Georges, Livingston, Weldon (St. John),
Dessaint, Lovitt, Welsh,
Doyen, Macdonald (Huron), Wilson (Elgin),
Duchesnay, MoIntyre, Yeo.-85.
Dupont,

Messieurs

Audet, Haggart, Porter,
Bain (Soulanges), Hall, Reid,
Baker, Hesson, Riopel,
Bergin, Hickey, , Robertson(Hastings),
Bowell, Hudspeth, Robillard,
Brown, Ivese Roome,
Bryson, Jamieson, Rose,
Oameron, Kenny, Royal,
Oargill, Labelle, Rykert,
Carling, Landry, scarth,
Carpenter, Langevin (Sir Hfeetor Shakespeare,
Caron, (Sir Adolphe), Macdonald (Sir John Small,
Ohisholm, MacDowall, Smith (Sir Donald),
Cockburn, McOarthy, Smith (Ontario),
aolby, Mccalla, Sproule,
Cou hlin, McDonald (Victoria), Stevenson,
CeUfombe, Mc Dougald (Pietou), Taylor,
Ourran, McDougall (C. Breton),Temple,
Daly, McGreevy, Thérien,
Daoust, McKay, Thompeon
Davin, MeKeen, Tiedaie,
Davis, McLelan, Tupper (Pietou),
Dawson, McNeill, Tyrwhitt,
Desaulniers, Madill, Vaaile,
Desjardins, Mara, Ward,
Ferguson(Leede&Gren),Marshall, Teldon (Albert),
Perguson (Welland), Masson, White (Cardwell),
Foster, Mills (Annapolis), White (Renfrew),
Freeman, Mfofat, Wilmot:
Gaudet, Moncreif, Wilson (Argenteail),
Girouard, Montagne? Wilson (Lennoi),
Gordonp kontplaisir, Wood rockvills)
Grandbois, O'Brien, Wood (Westm'au
Guilbault, Perley (Assiniboia), Wright.-104.
Guillet, Perley Ottawa),

Amendment to the amendment negatived.

On the amendment of Mr. Thompson (p. 6 )8

Mr. MITCHELL. I have forborne to make any further
utterances on this question than I made the other nght, and
although I am not going to inflict, at this hour of the night,
a speech upon the flouse, I feel that I must rise and enter
my protest against the humiliation whioh this Parliament
has juast been subjected to by the course pursu.d by the
leader of the Government. It is too late to take up the
time of the Hlouse with discussing the merits of the question
upon this amendment. But, Sir, I hold the riht hon.
gentleman there, sitting opposite me, who leads this
Rîouse, responsible for the act of humiliation to which ho
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has submitted a free Parliament. I am bound to accept the
statement of hon. gentlemen sitting behind him who say
that they vote accordin to their consciences, according to
their judgment. It is right to concede that to them, and to
acoept their statements as they have given them, and I
do accept them. But, Sir, we all know the position in
which this Houe. stands; we know that the right hon.
gentleman assumes and exorcises the power of dictating to
this House, and of leading and infinencing the men who sit
bebind him and have confidence in him. I say that-in the
long course of thirty-two years of parliamentary life that I
have experienced, I have never witnessed an act so humili-
ating-an act which so degrades Parliament-which so
subordinates the free interests and the free voice of the
electors, as the decision which has just been arrived at of
sustaining a man in his seat returned under such circum-
stances and having a minority of votes,

Some bon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. MITCHELL. You will get the question when I am

ready. Subordinates them to the will of a single man such
as this vote that ho bas led, that ho has dictated, that ho
has forced upon this House. Sir, when the history of this
country ie written, the right hon. gentleman's name
will be associated with this vote as an at-I will not
designate it, because parliamentary rules prevent me
from designating it by the name by which I think it is
entitled to be named ; but were I outaide this House, and
speaking of it, I would say: that act of the right hon. gen-
tleman, the First Minister, which induced this House to
pronounce as it has pronounced to-night, is an act of infamy.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I protest against the insult which
the hon. member for Northumberland bas offered to those
members who have voted with the Government on this
question. If we have been induced to vote to-day as we
have done, it is due to the law that was enacted by the
Liberal party, and not by the Government. It has been de.
cided by Parliament that all contested elections should be
docidcd by the tribunals. I do not know that we should
undertake to create a precodent to please either the member
for Northumberland or any hon. member on the left.

Mr. FISET. e has sold himiself.
Mr. GUILBAULT. That is not true. That is blackguardly.

Mr. DESJARDINS. What is that you say ?
Mr. GUILBAULT. It is not true. He bas lied.
Mr. DESJARDIfNS. I want the hon. member for Rimouski

(Mr. Fiset) to repeat what ho has just said when I was
speaking. If the hon. member does not dare to repeat
what he said, it is an act-well, I do not know how to
characterise it, but I would do so outside. of the House. I
say, Sir, that instead of being an act of infamy, as the hon.
member for Northumberland characterised our vote, it is
an act of independence. I do not care, I have been accus-
tomed to the insulta-

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of
order.

Sorle hon. MEMBERS, Sit down, sit down.
Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question of order. The

question is this : The hon. member from Hochelaga (Mr.
Deejardins) has imputed to me a statement alleging that ho
and hon. members who had voted with him, had committed
an act of infamy.

Some hon. MEMBERS. So you did.
Mr. IlTCHELL. I did nothing of the kind. What I

said was this: that I was bound to accept the statement of
hon. gentlemen that tbry had voted according to their
consciences, and I did accept it, and I said that I placed the
responsibility at the door of the right hon. gentleman who

led this House, and that history would record in the future
that ho was responsible for this act.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman was guilty of a
bad example, which I am sorry should have been set by an
old member of Parliament.

Mr. MULOOK. As I understand the bon. member for
Northumberland is not allowed to speak at this stage, I
move the adjournment of the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. To the Chair I will always bow with
that respect and submission which are due to the head of an
honorable body like this. But, Sir, 1 would like to ask
wherein have I been out of order ? I did not say that
the hon. gentleman, the member for Hochelaga, who is so
ready to take offence, on this occasion was guilty of an act
of infamy. I will not say that hc bas taken this opportunity
to take advantage of a remark which I made-not applied
to him nor to any other hon. gentleman who supports the
Goyernment, but my remarks were applied to the right
hon. gentleman who controls this House. The hon. gentle-
man may say what ho likes about his indopendence. He
may, as ho says, be as independent as the member for
Northumberland. Ho may be, Sir, but his conduct bas not
shown it.

Mr. SPEAKER I must ask the hon. gentleman not to
repeat the words which ho bas been using. I think that I
was too indulgent at first in allowing them to pass.

Mr. MITCHELL. What words does the Speaker refer to ?
Mr. SPEAKER. No hon. member in this House has a

right to qualify a vote as an infamy.
An hon. MEMBER. He did not.
Mr. MITCHELL. I appeal now to this House who beard

me-
Some hon. MEKBERS. Order, order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am in order. I will speak my senti-

ments. I would like to put the hon. Speaker right in
relation to this matter. I did not apply the word "infamy "
to any individual. I appeal to the memory of hon. gentle.
men in this matter. I said I would not designate from my
place in the House the act of the right hon. gentleman as it
deserved: but, I said, if I were outside of the House I would
do so. I would like to know wherein I am out of order in
that particular. I am strictly in order, and I would call
upon the Speaker to withdraw the statement ho bas made,
that I am out of order.

Mr. DESJARDINS. It is not permitted to insult a man
who bas voted and is not afraid of the consequences. But
an-hon. member says that ho will repeat outside what ho
cannot state hore. That is an insinuation that cannot be
borne.

Some hon. ME&IBERS. You said that yourself.
Mr. MITCHELL. You aid it; I did not. I said were

I outside the House I would speak of it in that way.
Mr. DESJARDIES. The law as laid down in the Con-

troverted Elections Act provides that we must have recourse
to the courts, and I think they are the proper tribunals to
which we must refer these questions, especially when we
sec such a burst of passion as we have just witnessed in the
judging of this case.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
who bas just spoken was good enough to state that ho was
only following the precedenL set by hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House. It is, I believe, quite true that the
Liberal party did move to refer these cases of contro-
verted elections from the very dubious tribunal which used
to try them to the courts of law. But it is not truc, the
bon, gentleman was gravely misinformed, if ho supposes
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that the Liberal party had ever set the example or prece-
dent of causing members of this House to be elected by
partisans chosen by the Government of the day for such
purpose; and I say, and I think that this is in order, that
there nover was a more indecent act committed than the
act of the Government which chose the groatest partisan in
the county as returning offlcer to return this candidate.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. SPEAKER. I have already decided, I think it was

no later than yesterday, that the word " indecent " applied
to anything passing in this House, was out of order. I will
repeat what I said yesterday, that I expect the leaders of
this House to set an example in what I think is the right
direction, viz., using strictly parliamentary language in the
discussions.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You will observe, Mr.
Speaker, that I did not apply the words to language used in
this House, but to an act of the Government of this country
done outside of this House, and I say I am strictly in order
in so dosignating it.

Some hon. MEMBER3. Order, order.
Mr. SPEAKER. I must maintain my authority. I gave

my decision yesterday on the very same ground. When
the right hon. momber for Kingston (Sir John A. Macdon.
ald) used the word "indecent," and said ho did not apply
it to any member of this House, but to the measure or motion
before this House, I declared it was unparliamentary;
and now the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) bas just applied the word " indecent " to the
conduct of the Government. I maintain that this is the same
thing, and I call upon the hon. member to withdraw it, and
I hope ho will set a good example to the House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Withdraw, withdraw.
Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. Speaker-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair; order, order;

withdraw, withdraw !
Mr. CHARLTON. I should like te speak to the point

of order.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair.
Mr. CHARLTON. I speak with all due deference to

your decision, Mr. Speaker.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair.
Mr. SPEAKER. I have rendered my decision. I have

called upon the hon. member for South Oxford to with.
draw his expression, and I maintain, unless there is a
motion to reverse my ruling, no one can discuàs it now.

Mr. CHARLTON. I rise for the purpose of moving to
reverse your decision. I wish to say in speaking to this
motion that-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. CHARLTON. I wish to say, in regard to this mat-

ter, that it strikes me that liberty of speech in this House
will be sorely and dangerously abridged if members are not
permitted to characterise the conduct of the Government
with respect to its actions outside of this House by some
such word as indecent, wrong or improper. Il such word
cannot be used it strikes me it will be wrong.

Mr. McNEILL. This is insulting to the Rouse. The hon.
gentleman is insulting the Chair.

Some hon. MEMIBERS. Withdraw, withdraw; Chair,
Chair.

Mr. CHARLTON. While I balieve in the utmost court-
esy of exproséion with respect to mombers of this House
and as regards thoir conduct in this House, I believe the
utmost latitude should be given as to expressions with res.

Sir RICHARD CAaTWRIT.

pect to the conduct of the Government outside of the House,
and our liberty will be seriously abridged if members are
deprived of properly characterising the acts of members of
the Government outeide of this House. I believe such a
restriction is one that would be fatal te debate.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I rise te a question of order.
Mr. CHARELTON. The discussion of public questions is

too important-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The ruie of Parliament

is clear, &hat when the Speaker of' the House annoances his
decision, and there is an appeal from it, it must be made at
once.

Mr. DESJARDINS. And without discussion.

Mr. LAURIER. *I understand that you have ruled Mr.
Speaker, that the expression used by the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) is unparliamentary.
As a humble member of this House I bow te your ruling,
though I believe if I were allowed te discuss it, perhaps the
words might appear in a different aspect.

Mr. DESJARDINS. No discussion.
Mr. LAURIER. Perhaps it might be a subject of debate

as to whether, if the Government is censurable, it may not
be censured; but as you, Mr. Speaker, have ruled the word
out of order, I think it would be an act of grace on the part
of the hon. member to withdraw it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Grace!
Mr. LAURIER. Perhaps the word grace is not the

word I intend to convey; what I mean to say is that it
would be a gracious act on the part of my hon. friend.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am informed, Mr.
Speaker, that you ruled somewhat in the same direction,
though I was not present, as regards the First Minister ;
and no doubt your position is so difficult a one, and it is se
desirable you should be maintained bore, that I will waive
my own judgment and opinion in deference to yours on this
occasion; and I am willing, in obedience to your ruling,
which I suppose you will record, to withdraw, and I do
withdraw the word " indecent " under these circumstances.

Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency). (Translation.) Mr.
Speàker, as we are now dealing with questions of order, I
believe I have a right to call the hon. member for Joliette
(Mr. Guilbault) te order. He has used expressions just as
unparliamentary, to say the least, as those used by the hon.
momber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). The hon. mem.
ber for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins), bas shown himself as
touchy, with regard to the language used by the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), concerning the
Premier, that I did not recognise that same hon. gentleman
whorn I had occasion te hear, not very long ago at a public
meeting held in the county of-Levis, speaking of the same
man, of the hon. Premier-

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. LANGELIER (Montmnrency). (Translation.) What

is the point of order ?

Mr. SPEAKER. That bas nothing to do with the ques.
tion now before the House nor with the question of order
which bas been raised.

Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency). (Translation.) If
speaking of matters which took place outside of the House
is to be allowed, 1 do not sec why I should not have the
same right as other mombers. I am now explaining the
question of order which I have raised. I was saying that
the hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) ias used
a mnch more extraordinary language than that which he
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charges the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) with having used. On the occasion to which I
rofer ho charged the hon. Premier with having commenced
his career by the light of an incondiary fire of the Par-
liament Buildings, Montreal, and with having finished it
on the scaffold at Regina.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. GIROUARD. (Translation.) I rise to a question of

order. Tho question is not whether the language used
by the hon. momber for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) out-
side of this House was parliamentary or not. That has
nothing to do with the question.

Mr. WELSH. Mr. Speaker, as everybody else is jumping
up I would like to rise. I bow to your ruling. You have
condemned the word "indecent" several times to-night.
Now, if I was to apply the word " indecent " to any mat-
ter brought to this flouse, I hope you would not condemu
me. I think Mr. Dunn's action in this matter wis very in-
decont ; I believe Mr. Baird's action in taking the seat is
very indecent. I do not know whether I am out of order or
not, but I am going to say the Government's action is in.
decent.

Mr. DAVIS (B. C.) I would like to have this question
brought before the House. I would like if somebody would
get up and say what we are talking about. Let us take a
vote on this thing, and lot us have done with it.

Sir DONALD SMITH. I cannot help saying that I
think it is a matter for vory great regret that the hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), should so far
forget himself -

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Sir DONALD SMITH-should so far forget himself and

what is due to hon. members of this House, às to attribute
to others less honorable motives than those which are pro-
sumed to actuate himself; and I think if anything were
wanting to justify the vote given by genlemen on this side
of the House, and by some on the other side of the House,
and by myselfamong them, it will be found in the exhibition
of unseemly-I will net say indecent-passion which has
been displayed by that hon. mem ber on this occasion, and
by some others in this House. I think that that exhibition
proves beyond anything elso that those who voted, as wo
voted on this side of the House, were right in dosiring that
the matter should be so placed that i could be judged of
judicially, and without such an exhibition of feeling as we
have witnessed.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker--
Some hon. MEMBERS. Spoke, spoke.
Mr. MITCHELL. i have the right to make an explana-

tion-
Some hon. MEHMBERS. Spoke, spoke.
Mr. MITCHELL. I will let no hon. member of this

House get up and place words in my mouth that I have not
uttered. I said distinctly, in my references to this matter,
that the House had received explanations from hon. gentle-
men-from almost every one who spoke-disavowing any
influence beyond their honest convictions, and I said that I
accepted those statements. These are the words I used-I
accepted these statements.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no; hear, hear. He did.
Mr. MITCHELL. But I said I placed at the door of the

right hon. gentleman who leads the House,-
Mr. CAMERON. You had no right to do so.
Mr. MITCHELL-the hon. gentleman who leads this

louse and rules this country, the vote that was given to-
nmght.

so

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore, I can tell the hon. member
for Montreal West (Sir Donald Smith) that he is imputing
to me expressions and statements which I never made or
applied to any hon. gentleman who voted behind the right
hon. gentleman. But I imputed to the right hon. gentle.
man the consequences which I named-I will not name the
words again-but I said if I was out of the House I would
designate it by that name, and, therefore, I am not liable to
the censure of the hon. member for Montreal West.

Sir DON ALD SMITH. May I ask the hon. member for
Northumberland did ho not say, or say in effect, that hon.
members who voted as I did myself, had done so at the die.
tation of the Government ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not say that, Sir.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. MITCHELL. Whatever I may have thought I did
not say it. What I did say was what I repeated a fow
minutes before, that while I accepted the explanations of
hon. gentlemen and was bound to believe what they stated, I
placed ut the door of the right hon. gentleman the conse-
quences of this act, and I said that it would go down, with
the name I gave it, to posterity.

Mr. LISTER. The hon. member for Montroal West (Sir
Donald Smith) is the last man in this House to turn round--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. LISTER. Wo all remember, a few yoars ago, when
that hon. gentleman sat on that side of the House, suppor-
ting Mr. Mackenzie, and we remomber also that the First
Minister told him on one occasion that ho could "lick him
quicker than hell could scorch a feather."

Sir DONALD SMITH. The member for Montroal
West-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order; spoke.

Sir DONALD SM[TH. If I may be allowed I would
say that the momber for Montreal West, my humble self,
is not ashamed of any vote ho gives in this House, and ho
believes ho votes conscientiously according to what ho
thinks is right. Ho would repeat that on this occasion ho
belioves that in voting to take this matter out of such an
arena as we have seon this to be this evening, as ho has
done with others, ho has done what is right. Farther, if 1
may be allowed one word-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Spoke, spoke.

Sir DONALD SMITH. By the grace of the House I
would-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is called to order,
and as ho has spoken several times already I am obligod to
call hia to order.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Thompson.

YEsu:
Messieuru

Audet
Ban (bouIanges),
Baker,
Bergin,
BowelI,
Brown,
Bryison,
Bari,
(Jameron,
Oargill,

Guillet,
a art,

Resson,
Hicky,
Hudpeth,
Ive,
jamieson,
Kennfyy

Perley (Ottawa),
Porter,
Reid,
Riopeln
Roberton (liaetingu),
Robiliard,
Roome,
Roge,
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Carling, Landry, Scarth,
Carpenter, Langevin (Sir Hector), Shakespeare,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Macdonald (Sir John), Small,
Chisholm, MacDowall, Smith (Sir Donald),
Cockburn, McCarthy, Smith (Ontario),
Colby, McCulla, Sproule,
Coughlin, McDonald (Victoria), Stevenson,
0ouombe, McDougald (Picton), Taylor,
Curran, McDougall (C. Breton),Temple,
Daly, McGreevy, Thérien,
Daoust, McKay, Thompson,
Davin, McKeen, Tisdale,
Davis, McLelan, Tupper (Pictou),
Dawson, McNeill, Tyrwhitt,
Desaulniers, Madill, Vanasse,
Desjardins Mara, Ward,
Ferguson(Leeds & Gren)Marshall, Weldon (Albert),
Ferguson (Welland), Masson, White (Cardwell),
Foster, Mills (Annapolis), White (Renfrew),
Freeman, Moffat, Wilmot,
Gaudet, Moncreiff, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Girouard, Montague, Wilson (Lennox),
Gordon, Montplaisir, Wood (Brockville),
Grandbois, O'Brien, Wood (Westm'land),
Guilbault, Perley (Assiniboia), Wright.-105.

NAÂS:

Messieurs

Amyot, E d gar, McVallen,
Armnstrong, Edwards, Mallory,
Bain (Wentworth), Eisenhauer, Mills (Bothwell),
Barron, Ellis, Mitchell,
Beausoleil, Fiset, Mulock,
Béchard, Fisher, Paterson (Brant),
Bernier, Flynn, Patterson (Essex),
Borden, Gauthier, Perry,
Bourassa, Geoffrion, Platt,
Bowman, Gigault, Préfontaine,
Boyle, Gillmor, Purcell,
Brien, Guay, Rinfret,
Burdett, Hale, Robertson (King's,PEI),
Campbell (Kent), Holton, Robertson (Shelburne),
Cartwright (Sir Rich'd) Innes, Ste. Marie,
Casey, Jones, Scriver,
Casgrain, Kirk, Semple,
Charlton, Landerkin, Skinner,
Choquette, Lang, Somerville,
Cimon, Langelier (Mont' rency),Sutherland,
Clayes, Langelier (Quebec), Trow,
Cook, Laurier, Turcot,
Couture, Lavergne, Waldie,
Davies, Lister, Watson,
De St. Georges, Livingston, Weldon (St. John),
Dessaint, Lovitt, Welsh,
Doyon, Macdonald (Huron), Wilson (Elgin),
Duchesnay, McIntyre, Yeo.-85.
Dupont,

Amendment agreed to.

Main motion, as amended, agreed to on the same division.

ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY.

Sir JOHN A. MAVDONALD. I move that the Address
from the Sonate, congratulating Her Mjesty upon the com-
pletion of the 50th year of her reigu, be taken into con-
sideration on Friday next.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has any special day
been selected to be proclaimed as a holiday, throughout the
Dominion, for the celebration of Her Majesty's jubilee ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The 21st of June has
been fixed as the day. I am under the impression that the
proclamstion hos been issued.

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A ..140DONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 2:25 a.m.,
(Thursday).

Mr. SPMaXJ.

HOUSE 0F COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 2nd June, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ST. MARTIN'S AND UPHAM RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. SKINNE R. The Committee on Standing Orders
reports that there bas been no notice given with referenco
to the Bill to authorise the St. Martin's and Upham Railway
Company to sell their railway. I wish to state a few facts
in connection with the matter, and then move for a suspen-
sion of the 51st rale in relation to the publication of
notices. This railway runs from Upham to St. Martin's, on
the seashore in the county of St. John, a distance of about
thirty miles. The railway is not in successful operation to
the extent to which the people of the locality hoped it would
be, and the company, acting in the interest of the concern,
had made arrangements for the sale of the road to another
company. The other company to which it was contem-
plated to sell the road obtained legislation at the last Session
of the Legislaturo of New Brunswick, to enable them to buy
railroads in the Province, and it was thought that that
legislation would be sufficient to enable that company to
buy the St. Martin's and Upham Railway. But, after the
arrangements were thought.to have reached a consummation,
it was found that the St. Martin's and Upham Railway Com-
pany had not the power to make the sale. They had the
power to lease their line for 999 years; they had also the
power to mortgage the road absolutely, and, of course, the
creditors could seize it under an execution ; but the present
opportunity of inaking the sale will be lost if the company
cannot secure that object in a more direct way ;
and, inasmuch as it is impossible for them, since they dis-
covered the defect, to give the notice, they have no other
means than to come before this Legislature and ask for
liberty to get the charter amended to the extent of enabling
them to soll the road. It is a common power with
reference to other railways in New Brunswick, but it does
not seem to have been included in the charter to this com.
pany when the Lgcal Logislature granted that charter.
The Bill will be so framed that no person and no com-
pany can run any risk of loss in any way; creditors will
be protected, and every person will be protected. It is
only a simple amendment to the charter to enable them to
sell at this present time. 1, therofore, hope that-seeing
that there are other members of this House from that lo-
cality who are able to give the same guarantee which I am
able to give, that no injury can possibly arise to any per-
son, but that care will be taken to protect the interests of
all concerned-the House will consent to the suspension of
that rule and allow the Bill to come in, I, therefore, move,
as I understand this is the correct mode:

That the report of the Standing Committee on Standing Orders re-
lating to the Bill to authorise the St. Martin's and Upham Railway
Company to sell their railway and property, be referred back to that
committee for reconsideration.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). The Committee on Standing
Orders are guided by certain rules, as to which there is no
discretionary power in the committee whether they shouldI
be rigidly enforeed or not. lon. members are aware that
the only notice the publie have of the promoters of a
measure coming to this louse for any legislation,is the notice
which appears in the official Gazette and the local papers.
The practice, as I read it, not only here, but governing the
committee in England, is that, if the requirements of the
rule are substantially complied with, that is sufficient. But,
in this case, the committee found there had not been an at-
tempt to comply with the requirements of the rules, and
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there was nothing left to them but to report to this House
as they did. I believe the committee have no objection to
reconsider the matter and suspend the 51st rule of this
House, because that is the only way in which the case can
be met. I desire, however, to take this opportunity to bog
hon. members of this louse in the future, or so long as
this Parliament exists, to see that there will be at least an
attempt to comply, in a substantial way, with the require-
ments of the rules of Parliament, because otherwise it
becomes a very difficult matter for the committee to do
anything else than they have donc in this case.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quito agree with my
hon, friend, the chairman of the Committee on Standing
Orders, that there should be some attempt, some substan-
tial attempt, made to carry out the regulations and the
rules of Parliament, and to give the requisite notice in re.
ference to private Buis. There are so many interests, in-
dividual or collective, which may be involved in every pri-
vate Bill, that it is not fair that a Bill should be promoted
or pressed through Parliament without an opportunity
being given to every person who may be interested, immedi-
ately or remotely, in the Bill to defend his own interests.
I do not know anything about this measure, except the
name, which says it is a Bill to authorise a certain railway
company to sell their railway. I do not know what evi-
dence will be laid before the Committee on Standing Orders
or the Committee on Private Bills, but certainly I should
say that every sharehoider ought to bo consulted, and t
think the creditors also should be consulted, and thoir ap-
proval obtained before such a measuro could properly pass
through.Parliament. Hore is a measure wbich, according to
the name, gives the power to the directors to sell the rail-
way. Thtat is a very extensive order indeed.

Mr. SKINNER. One of the objects of making this sale
is to meet one of the points referred to by the right hon.
the Premier, that is, to pay off the creditors. We intend to
have this amply protected in every particular, to sec that
every creditor is protected, and that the consent of the
stockholders is obtained as well.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This was a local Act. They
presumed there was no difficulty, in regard to the Act
passed last year, for the new company to make the ar-
rangements; but it appears that this company comes under
the general clause introduced some years ago into this
louse, and is a railway for the general advantage of

Canada, and, therefore, it is considered that it would come
under the control of the Dominion. Considering the great
interest that parties have in this measure, I think it forms
an exceptional case.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I think the motion now in your hands
hardly answers the purpose. What is the use of referring
this Bill back to committee for further consideration ? We
have given all the consideration we can, and we find no
reason whatever for suspending the rule. If the House
chooses to direct us to suspend the rule, of course we will
obey the mandate. I, as a momber of that committee, am
not going to reverse the conclusion I arrived at this morn-
ing, and refer this Bill back for reconsideration. If the
louse is willing to assume the responsibility of saying the
rule ought to be suspended, let it do so; but merely to refer
it back for reconsideration, seoms to me a useless proceed-
ing.

Mr. SK[NNER. One word in explanation. When I
drew the resolution, I put in the words " and that the com-
mittee be requested to report in favor of a suspension of
the rule." But it was thought at the Table that probably I
had better not leave that in, though now, if the House is
willing, it might be wise to allow these words in the reso.
lation as I originally drew it, and that wili satisfy the cou-
mittee,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We do not know any.
thing about the Bill ; we have not got the facts before us,
The Bill has not been discussed; and how can we instruct
the committee to do a thing which may be a great wrong?

Mr. O'BRIEN. There is a case before us now-the South-
Eastern Railway Company-where a very substantial notice
had been given, and yet the rule of the committee had not
been complied with. It was a very much clearer case than
thie; in fact, it was one in which exception might fairly be
taken. Yet what did we find ? Although we were sure,
when that Bill was before the committee, that all private
rights would be protected, this Houso has been flooded
with petitions with reference to that measure. Yet, here
we are asked to pass, without a single notice, a Bill which
may be, apparently, a very important one. I say if the
House is willing to direct us to suspend the rule, 1, for one,
will obey it, but I will not vote to sond the Bill back to
committee merely with a request to reconsider it, because
that would be a more wasto of time.

Motion agrced to.

BILLS WITHDRAWN.

Bill (No. 23) to incorporate the Emeison and North-
Western Railway Company.

Bill (No. 2S) to incorporate the Brandon, Souris and
Rock Lake Railway Company.

Bill (No. 36) to incorporate tho Now Westminster Southorn
Railway Company.

Bill (No. i7) to incorporate the Regina and Wood Moun-
tain Railway Company.

Bill (No. 56) to incorporate the Alberta and British
Columbia Junction Railway Company.

Bill (No. 70) to incorporate the Alberta Railway Com-
pany.

REPORT.

Annual report of the Department of Fisheries, for the
year 1886.-(Mr. Foster.)

DOMINION CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 126) to amend the Dominion Controverted Elections
Act. He said: The object of this Bill is to meet any incon.
venience which has been found to exist in the Province of
Ontario, by reason of a large proportion of the petitions
being filed in one division of the High Court of Justice and
in the Court of Appeal. This is to enable the judges of the
High Court of Justice to make a distribution of the peti.
tions among the various judges.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to ask the
Minister of Justice if he proposes, in amending the Con-
troverted Elections Act, to take greater precaution by
which, what 1 suppose I may call, without any impropriety,
the scandal caused by the irregularity of the Gazette returns
may be corrected in future, because, if not, I would com.
mend that matter to bis attention ; and, also, I think that
he may profitably direct his time to seeing whether such
matters as those that we were diseussing last night might
not be prevented from occurring in future.

Mr. EDGAR. I would like to ask the Minister of Justice
if the judges of the courts of Ontario have suggested this
division ?

Mr. THOMPSON. Various suggestions in this direction
have been made by three judges, and the arrangement
made by the Bill seems to be the most convenient of those
which were suggested.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to know whether it is
intended, by any provision of this Bill, to prevent political
partisans being employed by the officer who makes up the
list? In my county a notorions partisan was employed as
clerk of the revising officer. I think there ought to
be some provision in the Bill by which any person who is
secretary of a Liberal-Conservative association, or a Liberal
association, or even an association connected with the third
party, should be considered diequalified for holding that
office.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the Minis.
ter of Justice whether he proposes that election trials
should be held by a single judge, as at present ?

Mr. THOMPSON. There is no change in that respect.
Mr. MILLS. I would suggest, whether it would not be

well that a change should be made in that respect under
the Controverted Act. The court is held by two judges in-
stead of one, and, I believe, on the whole, it is much more
satisfactory. Certainly there is greater uniformity in the
rule by which the conduct of a court is governed where
there are two judges than wbere it is held by a single
judge. There is a great difference in the views taken by
judges with regard to the procodure under the Controverted
Elections Act,.and certainly there would be more uniformity
were two judges to sit. I may say, further, that the public
have greater confidence in the proceedings of a court where
there are two judges.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES ACT.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for ]eave to introduce Bill (No.
127) to amend the North-West Territories Act. He said:
The North-West Territories Act, which was passed last Ses-
sion, and under which the Supreme Court for the Territories
was established, made no provision for appeals then pend.
ing before the Court of Queen's Bench of the Province of
Manitoba, as it was understood, on the information we then
had, that there were none pending. It has been found that
there were appeals undisposed of, and I introduce this Bill
to meet the case.

Motion agreed to, and Bill was read the first time.

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE TARIFF.

Mr. RINFRET asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government, in view of the changes which have taken place
each year since the Session of 1879, in the levying of the
duties of Oustoms and Excise, to publish and distribute the
tariff of the duties of Customs and Excise as it now
stands ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is the intention of the Government,
as soon as the Bill is passed, to publish it for distribution
in the usual way.

DURANTAYE SENATORSIIP.
Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, Whether application was made

by any person besides the Honorable J. J. Ross for the posi-
tion of the late Honorable J. C. Chapais as Senator for
the Division of La Durantaye ? If such application was made,
thon by what person or pensons ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Whether application
were made or not ie a matter of no public interest, and the
Government does not think this question should properly
be answered.

KENNEBEC SENATORSHIP.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, Whether application was made
by any person besides the Honorable P. Fortin for the po.

Mr. TiaompsoN.

sition of the late Honorable Mr. Cormier as Senator for the
Kennebec Division ? If such application was made, thon
by what person or persons?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Same answer as to the last
question.

RIVER TRENT BOOMS AND PIERS.

Mr. MALLORY asked, Is there an officer or appointee
of the Government whose duty it is to keep booms and
piers in order in the River Trent between ]Rice Lake and
Trenton ? If so, what is lis name and salary, and is it part
of bis duty to repair those piers and booms if carried away
by freshets or other causes ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is sunh an officer.
His name is R. B. Rogers. His salary, paid by the De-
partment of Public Works, is $600 per annum. lt is part
of his duties to have piers and booms repaired, aller ho bas
been authorised by the Department to do so.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND SUBSIDY.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I beg Icave to move that, to-
morrow, the H1ouse resolve itselt into Committeee of the
Whole to consider the following resolution, and to say that
I have the assent of the Crown to this resolution:-

Resolved, That from and after the first day of July, one thousand
eight hundred and eighty-seven, there shall be paid to the Province of
Prince Edward Island, in addition to all other subsidies and allowances
now paid to the said Province, an annual allowance or subsidy of
twenty thousand dollars, which additional allowance or subsidy shall
become payable and be paid to the said Province hlf-yearly in ad-
vance, on the first days of July and January in each and every year, be-
ginning with the said first day of July, one thousand eight hnndred
and eighty-seven.

Motion agreed to.

HIGH COMMISSIONERSHIP.

Mr. MILLS. I would ask the hon. Minister of Finance
if ho has brought down the papers relating to the commis-
sion of the High Commissioner ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I was not in the House when
the hon. gentleman spoke of it. I will bring them down
to-morrow.

SUPPLY-9TH BATTALION, QUEBEO.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House again
resolve itself into Cammittee of Supply.

Mr. AMYOT. Yesterday I had the honor to ask the Min-
ister of Militia for the letter ordering the 9th Battalion to sus-
pend its drills, and for the reasons why they were susponded.
The hon. gentleman answered that he did not know whether
the reasons had been communicated to the battalion, but
that they were contained in the letter addressed to me. I
beg to deny that statement. I do not think the Minister
made it in bad faith, but, as a matter of fact, I denyait and
I challenge him to bring down the papcrs to show the
contrary. On that point, I may say the 9th Battalion had
obtained the right of making their annual drill during the sea-
son of 1886-87, and they had began to do so. Three drills
were made, when order was received purely and simply to
suspend the drill. That order was an insult to the battalion.
No reason was given, no communication was addressed to
me or any of my officers, that I heard of, giving the reasons
for this most extraordinary order. A few days later we
received permission to go on again, still without explana.
tion whatever. We were treated more harshly than we
treat our servants, because, generally, when a servant is
at work in the interests et his master, he is not ordered to
suspend without being given the reasons why. I also asked a
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question yesterday whether General Strange had made a
report of the North-West Expedition, as to the part taken
therein by the 9th and 65th Battalions. The Minister re.
pliod that all that had been received from General Strange
had been published in the report in the annex A and B,
though everybody knew that General Strange had pub.
lished in the press of the country, under his own signa,
ture, and stated most emphatically that he had sent
to the Department reports concerning the 9Lh and the
65th, and the share they had taken in the suppression
of the rebellion, and that those reports were not con-
tained in the official reports. More than that, I was
asked myself by General Strange to make a general report
as to the usefulness of the 9th Battalion in the North-West.
I sont in that report, and I have never seen it since. I
woaild say, in the third place, that the 9th and 65th are
almost absolutely ignored in the official reports ; in fact,
twenty years from now the generation then living will
hardly know there were two French Canadian battalions in
the North-West. What the 9th was doing there, we do not
know from the official reports. It was scattered over the
country, being divided into five detachments, and was
placed among the most warlike Indians and exposed to
great danger ; and the 65th took part in some of the battles
in a most gallant manner, but that does not appear in the
reports. The truth is, thore seems to have been a
decided plan agreed upon, I do not know where,
to completely ignore those two battalions. Moreover,
for my part, since I had the misfortune of differ-
ing in opinion with the Minister of Militia on the Riel
question, his treatmcnt of my battalion has been most
severe. Not only does he make my position a difficult
one, not only does ho abstain from publishing any report
concerning the battalion; but ho wants us now to pay an
almost fabulous amount under very extraordinary circum-
stances. I do not intend to diseuss the account, but if the
House will permit me I will give an idea of the way we
are treated. It is a well-known fact that when the
battalion came back from the North.West we were cov-
ered with laurels, there were no words sufficient to recog-
nise our services. Not a syllable of complaint was uttered
against the 9th, Everywhere we had been doing our duty
and carrying high the flag of the Canadian nation ; every-
where soldiers and officers had proved equal to their task.
We received congratulations everywhere. But the day
came when the commander of the 9th, who happened to be
a member of this House, differed in opinion with the
Minister of Militia, and thon everything changed. When
wearrived home there were some accounts still to settle.
We contended that the Department owed us money, and
we sent in our accounts. We received no answer. But
more than a year afterwards-we arrived home in July-
this was in November, 1886-while I was still expecting a
letter in reply to the accounts we had sent, I received a
letter of which the following is a translation :-

" QuEBce, 11th November, 1886.

"Sm,-I have the honor to request you, in con formity with orders
received from the Major General Uommanding-

This is a very useful man to act as cover for the Minister-

"-te have deposited with the shortest delay, to the credit of the Receiver
General, the amount of $1472.83, and to give an account of the rations
which have been furnished to you at Oalgary by Mr. McGibbon for the
use of your battalion when going to Quebec, and, moreover, to liquidate
with your officers the balance of the respective amounts which are due
them Dy you, and which amount to the sum of $93.54."

As to the last part of the letter, I must declare at once that
I do not owe, and have never owed, a single cent to the of-
ficers of my battalion, and this is a gross insult made un-
der cover of the Major General Commanding. As to this
most extraordinary claim of $1,472.83, I had never re-
ceived any account whatever or any details whatever. This

came to me as a thunderclap without notice, without any
intimation whatever. I was requested to pay right off
81,472.83. I thon asked for some details, stating, at the
same time, that I never had any suspicion whatever that I
owed a cent to the Department. In answer to such letter
I received this fanous account. The account is a volu-
minous one, and I will not go into the details. It is all
based on suspicion; there is not a single item based on a
voucher or on a single fact. The Department had em-
ployed officers during months and months at high salaries
to find out accounts against the officer commanding, and
the other officers, of the 9th Battalion. In that account
there is a most extraordinary item. Ycu know, Mr.
Speaker, that we wero at the foot of the Rocky Mountains.
When my battalion was scattered all over the plain, with-
out any instructions being given to me or any power given
to me in the event of any occurrence happening, we received
from the Minister of Militia, who was thon on very friendly
terms with me, permission to go through the Rocky Moun.
tains, and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company had
been kind enough to furnish us with gratuitous transporta-
tion. We were most thankful for that trip, and wo went
through the mountains as far as we could reach. We came
back to Winnipeg, and there we remained and made a parade
for the benefit of somebody. I wired the Minister over and
over again, telling him it was most absurd to detain us there.
His answer was that we would not be detained long, and,
in fact, so well disposed was ho towards us, that we could
start five or six days after our arrivai there. Well, this
account charges me with the cost of feeding my men in the
Rocky Mountains. If' we had not been fed in the Rocky
Mountains we would have been fed in Winnipeg, and I was
not bound to pay the cost of feeding my battalion. That,
however, is one of the items of that account. When I re-
ceived it, I suggested to the Department that a commission
or arbitrators might be appoirited to consider the account
in a friendly spirit. In answer to that letter I received
notice that a commission had been appointed. And who
were the commissioners ? Was I consulted ? Oh, no.
The Minister took three of his own servants, three mon,
most honorable men I admit, but men over whom ho had full
control. He took one man, who has a family, and whom
ho has threatened at every year to displace; and ho
took two others of his employés; and the very same
day those men were appointed it was announced that
new corps would be formed and there would be vacan-
cies for some officors. The commission proceeded to
work. At fie minutes to two o'clock on a certain
day, I received notice that at two o'clock I was to
appear before the commission to give explanation. For-
tunately I was not detained in the court, for I would never
have received notice, and the commission would have to
proceed ex parte. The commission was bound to find a
balance against me, of course. They proceeded to consider
that celebrated account of 81,472.83, besides the amount
which they said I owed the officers of my battalion, and
after an enquiry, most incomplete, where the interested
parties were not hoard, with the exception of four or
five, the amount was reiuced considerably. We will
see how much. It was reduced, I find, to $469.57.
To that they have added $226.27 for War Claims Com-
mission's account. What that means I do not know. We
were away for four or five months time at the North-West;
we left our business; and now I must spend days and weeks
to defend and proteet myself against the Minister of Militia,
who risked his life to go to the North.West. I do not know
what those accounts are, but I know that when I was in the
North-West, at Calgary, I received an order from Major
General Strange to act for him, to represent him, and to
sign accounts and vouchers. I spent the whole of my time
in signin these papors, and for that time f received
nothing; I have only been insuited for it, that is all.
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During the time that I was acting in that capacity, com-
manding the district, I had to attend to an immense num-
ber of these papers, as well as other matters. There were
those relating to the provisions, which will be alluded to
later on, tho teamsters, and, in fact, the whole work
of organising there. I signod for many hundred thou-
sands of dollars of accounts, and how that has been
extracted from them I do not know. I know nothing of
that item that is charged against me; we were not put en
demeure. Then I find that there would be certain balances
due by some of my own officers, and I find that I am in-
debted to the Department in the sum of $40.95. Well, the
Department paid much more than that to find out that
amount, and the amount paid bore, If I had a commission
of enquéte, before which I would have the ordinary power
of introducing witnesses, I would be able to prove that the
Department owes me ovor $50, instead of my owing the
Department. Then there are some small items; here is
one of $14.40, and another to the same amount against some
of my officers. Here is another sum of $126.35, but it is not
due by an officer of the 9th, but by an officer who belongs to
the regular army, whom the Minister of Militia bas him-
self sent to England, and for whom I am not responsible.
There is another item of $115 25, not due by an officer of
the 9th, but by an officer imposed on the 9th by the Minis-
ter of Militia. He is not related to me; the hon. gentleman
knows to whom ho is related.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Name.

Mr. AMYOT. Surgeon DeBlois-cousin ger»nain. Now,
1 told you that there was an amount put against us;
but there are certain amounts due to my officers to the
extent of $103.70. Do you think the hon. gentleman has
time to look into that, and pay my officers the amounts
which are due to them ? No, ho cannot attend to that at
all-it would be taking too much time and trouble. I re-
ferred to the rations, and I will give you an explanation of
that. I think it is due to my battalion that Ishould protect
them here, for it is because I am here that my battalion is
attacked. If I had not been a member of this House, or if
I had sacrificed my opinions and convictions, and voted to
support the hon. Minister of Militia, I would not have this
trouble, nor would my battalion be treated as it bas been.
It is because I am bore ibat the battalion is insulted, and I
am bound to defend it. When we arrived at Winnipeg my
officers went to the Department and asked if we were en-
titled to have rations in money rather than in kind ;
and it was answered by one officer, as I can prove
by three witnesses, that we wore entitlei to receive
rations in money. The orders and regulations of the
Militia are very clear on that point, or they wore up
to that time, but since our return the Government has
thought fit to amend them. My officers were paid the first
time in money, and not in kind, and thon we estabhshed
a mess, as we were bound to do, by the orders and regula.
tions of the Militia. We have been going on in that way,
adapting our expenses to the scale established in the orders
and regulations, showing the amounts we were entitled to.
Ail the time of the expedition we could not be paid except
once in the beginning, when we were paid on that basis of
money instead of in kind. But since the Department lias
refused to pay us in any way for the foeding; they said,
You have received in kind. Well, we established the
eontrary, by means of the vouchers and requisitions. Then
the Department gave in, but instead of giving us one dol-
lar, according to the order3 and regulations, they gave us
only 40 cents, and that is how they became our credit-
ors. More than that, when we arrived in Quebec, we re-
coived the following letter:-

"81E,-T beg toi nform yon that, according to instructions received
from the Department of the Minister of Militia, the 9th Battalion are

Mr,.AMYOT,

entitled to draw field allowance and rations to the 21st July. From
thattotheendofJulynetpayonly0•I*

"FRED. K. LAMPSON,
"IMajor and Paymauter."

We were paid accordirg tothat officialletter.Well,the commis-
sion of enquête takes back that amoant which las been paid to
us and says it is irregular. The Minister wants a revenge, and
proceeds ex parte against us ; that is the way in which we are
treated. I complain, Sir,-that the Minister of Militia, instead
of being the friend and supporter of the 9th, has become its
persecutor, and I am afraid that the sentiment which animates
him is a feeling of revenge against its commander. The Min-
ister of Militia should reme m ber the circumstances connected
with that expedition to the North-West, s> far as I was con-
cerned. When I was in the North-West I did my best for
him; I sent in any number of letters of praise and tele-
grams to be read before this House, and he replied in the
most friendly way. Long after the expedition was over, we
exchanged letters of congratulation and friendship. I have
letters from him, which I may have occasion to read beforo
this Hlouse later on, in which lie told me: "Don't be afraid
when you write me privately, it will never be made pub-
lic." But when the execution of Riel came, when
I was faithful to my word, and acted in the
way my conscience dictated, then he became my enemy
and began his persecutions; and 1 state, as a matter
of fact, that nearly every time I have had a letter from
the Department, the ministerial press have been informed
of its contents before me. Every possible information from
the Department against me has been given to the press,
and the most odious persecution has been organised against
me. I complain of it, but I know it will go on, and I
know that with his organisation he will some time or other
find some way of chasing me from my battalion. But I do
not care, because the people are with me, and I defy the hon.
gentleman to find one single officer or soldier who will say
one word in reference to me except of praise and gratitude.
He will find, perhaps, three or four in the ranks of my offi.
cors, who are under his control for public situations or for
increases of salary; but all the rest are with me-why ?
Because all the time the expedition lasted we did our duty.
We were not old soldiers, but wo did our best; we com-
mittel no wrong; we obeyod every order possible, and
when we came back every body was satisfied, and everybody
is still satisfied. I am not afraid to leave that part of the
case with my fellow-citizens and this honorable flouse.
There is another part that will be disposed of further on,
that is, the part of the telograms. I will make that matter
clear in such a way as to enable this honorable House to
judge whether the hon. Minister of Militia is my persecutor
instead of my defender.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. and gallant com-
mander of the 9th Battalion, for the second time, comes be.
fore this House, and complains of the manner in which the
great services which he as rendered to his country have
been acknowledged by Parliament and by the Minister of
Militia. On a former occasion the hon, gentleman ap-
pealed to this House, and called upon me, as th. responsible
head of the Department of Militia, to lay before Parliament
and before the country the letters and telegrams which had
been exchanged between the Minister of Militia and the
commandant of the 9th Battalion. On that oecasion it was
my duty to obey the command of Parliament, and, upon
the motion of the hon. gentleman, I laid on the Table of
Parliament, letters and telegrams which ho felt ashamed of
after they were published. But the hon. gentleman stands
up bore, knowing his responsibility as a member of Parlia.
ment, and accuses me of being the persecutor of his
battalion, and of insulting a battalion, the members of
which belong to the same race to which I belong ; and I
can say that the members of that battalion, as I have had

710



COMMONS DEIA'TES.
occasion to say before, when called upon by their country,
did their duty in such a manner as to reflect credit on the
Province, credit upon Canada, and credit upon the race
from which they spring. Bat, Sir, the hon. gentleman says
that I insulted that battalion. Does he remember that,
upon the motion which he made, he forced me to disclose
what I should have liked to keep confidential and secret?
The hon. gentleman placed in the hands of the Speaker of
the House a motion calling upon me, as Minister of Militia
and Defenee, to produce all letters and telegrams exchanged
between the Minister of Militia and the Colonel of
the 9th Battalion. And what did he state in those
letters and telegrams? Was it right and proper
for him to say that the volunteer force was merely
required to look after provisions and to take
charge of garrison towns ? That was an insult. But
the insult did not come from me, nor from my Department;
it came from a gentleman who, while commanding that
battalion, must have found among his own people and the
members of bis own battalion, brave Canadian hearts who
would have felt ashamed to be set down before the Parlia.
ment of the country as merely good for the purpose of
looking after provisions. And, Sir, I was asked to replace
those valiant sons of Canada with cow-boys and half-breeds,
who were better than they were to fight the battles of our
flag and our country. I say, Sir, I never have been the
insulter of his battalion or any portion of the militia force
of Canada. As a Canadian, irrespective of the position I
occupy to-day, I feel proud of that militia who, on every
page of the history of Canada, have left a record that any
people might be proud of-a record that shows that Canada
can rely upon her own sons to protect ber at home and to
defend ber when she is attacked from outside. The hon.
gentleman bas made a statement about accounts. Does he
believe, that I, as Minister of Militia, carried that spirit of
persecution, which he accuses me of, so far, that I have
looked into every account of every company and every
battalion in the force that was sent to the
North-West ? These accounts were placed in the
bands of the accountants of the Department. The
books are there, and if the hon. gentleman will place a
motion in your hands, Mr. Speaker, I am prepared to lay
on the Table of Parliament those accounts, which will show
that I never interfered in any way except to do my duty as
responsible to the country for the money that passed
through my bands as Minister of Militia. 1 placed the ac-
counts of the hon. gentleman's battalion, as I placed the
accounts of every other battalion, in the hands of the officers
who had charge of that particular branch of the Depart-
ment ; and those gentlemen cannot possibly have felt
that great hatred, which he says I felt, for the bon. gen tle,
man from the moment the Riel troubles began. It is of no
use to-day to go back to that page of our history. If we
did, I would be prepared to show that the bon. gentleman,
even upon that question, changed his views more than
once, and that he was prepared at first not to view this
great crime which he accuses us of, in the same severe and
critical light in which he viewed it afterwards. But we
need not go back to the question of Riel. My duty hore,
before Parliament and the country, is merely to show that
I have had no feeling whatever except a feeling which I
was boun to possess, as an honest man, to see that the De
partment was protected; and I can tell the hon. gentleman,
and he knows it, that every account which came before me
was submitted to him months and months before the period
when the drill took place, and I am prepared to bring down
the papers which will show that it was in no hostile spirit
that those accounts were forwarded to the hon, gentleman,
to that protector of the honor of the battalion, to that friend
of his nationality, to that great patriot who sacrificed bis
future, who bas been the object of persecution and prosecu-
tion ever since ; through patriotic motives he changed his

views, the views which he entertained before, on the Riel
question. Now, the hon. gentleman, again the friend of
his battalion, says that the only officers in the battalion
about whom possibly he may have some doubts, are those
whom I had got under my control for the purposes of
patronage, and giving them positions in the Civil Service, or
elsewhere. Well, I should like to know whether he, the
commandant of that battalion, shows himself very friendly
to those who fought side by side with him, who went to the
North-West with him, did their share there well, remarkably
well, as I have said on more than one occasion. Is it very
proper for him to brand these men bere, men belonging to
the militia force of Canada, as men who can be controlled
by the hope of getting some patronage or some position in
the Civil Service ? In any case, Sir, you, as a mili.
tary man, know that these officers muet have been
selected by the hon. gentleman. He had the selection
of his officers, and he should have been more prudent in
forming that battalion than to select mcn who could be
turned away from thoir duty by the hope of getting patron-
age, or who could be controlled by the political head of the
Department. The hon. gentleman referred to Surgeon
DeBlois who went to the North-West, and, sotto voce, the
lion. gentleman said he was a connection of mine. Mr.
Speaker, when the battalion was ordered to the North.
West, the surgeon who should have accompanied it was in
such a poor state of health that he requested to be replaced
by avother, and, upon the recommendation of almost every
officer in the battalion, and, I believo, of its colonel, the
hon. gentleman himself, Sargeon DeBlois was selected and
sent to the North-West to attend the wounded and sick of
the battalicn during the campaign. I must say that in that
critical period, when more important matters wore comirg,
every hour almost, under the notice of the Militia Depart.
ment, I, upon these recommendations, did not hesitate to
grant the request, which was made by one, who, although
my connection, wanted to go, like the gallant colonel him-
self, to fight the battles of his country, and I consented to
allow Dr. Roy to be replaced by Surgeon DeBlois.
The bon, gentleman says he is here to defend his battalion
which is attacked. His battalion has never been attacked.
Let him take up the Bansard during the last Session, and
the Session before, and show me where, at any moment, the
9th Battalion was unfavorably spoken of; let him say
whether it was not always spoken of by myself and by
those who took an interest in what was going on, in the
highest terms possible-terms laudatory to the mcn and
laudatory to the officers. There is a question, and more
than one question, which it is very inconvenient indeed to
discuss, without having the papers here; but the bon.
gentleman speaks of rations that were refused to him, or
which, instead of being given to him in kind, were refused
to be given to him in money. We have the military regu-
lations, and every soldier is bound to be guided by them,
and I can tell the hon, gentleman, what he knows, that in
my own office, when he told me Colonel Lamontagne, who
was acting Adjutant General in Winnipeg, had allowed himn
to draw his rations in money instead of in kind, Colonel
Lamontagne, whom I called into my office when the hon.
gentleman himself was present, said he ad never given such
permission, and had never violated the regulations by
allowing the hon. gentleman to do what, under the
regulations, he had no right to do. I am perfectly prepared
to bring down every paper connected with the manner la
which the whole of this disagreeable matter was dealt with.
The accounts were placed in the hands of the accouantants of
the Department, and they were sont to the military head of
the Department by the Major General Commanding, and the
hon. gentleman should know, if he does not, that all such
orders connected with the active force must be sent through
the general officer commanding the militia. I did not expect
the hon. gentleman would call upon me to discuss, without
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the production of the papers, the matters which he has
brought before us, but I can tell the hon. gentleman that I
am as friendly to-day to the 9th Battation, and every other
French Canadian battalion, as I have ever been, and I am
prepared to meet his accusations here, or olsewhere, when-
ever he chooses to bring them forward, and in discussing
these accusations I shall have the official records which must
speak for themselves. I shall not attempt to go into a dis.
cussion of any of these matters without having the papers
brought before Parliament.

Mr. LANGELIER moved that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. AMYOT. I am told that I have changed my views
on the Riel question. I would like to know where. Is it
in the county of Bellechasse ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Mr. AMYOT. My majority there, which was 142, is now

640; and the hon. gentleman must remember that some
years ago, when he begged of me to help him, he was de.
feated by 632 in the same county. He speaks of public
opinion and changing one's mind. What has ho done in
the district of Quebec, of which he as taken charge ? First,
in the Local House he lost power to the Canservative party.
Through his selfishness ho took away from Quebec many
leading citizons who would have given the majority to
Carbray in Quebec west. Ho brought them to the county
of Quebec, where ho spent, I do not know how many
thousands of dollars, but where potatoes were bought at
$25 a bushel. Had ho spent a little money for legal
organisation in L'Islet and other counties, he would
have won five or six more couaties, and the Conservativo
party would still ho in power in Qaebec, but no, he wanted
the county of Quebec to be made sure for his own election.
He lost power to the Conservativos in the Local House,
and in the Federal House we know that, ont of twenty-one
countics, he lost seventeen. That is the great influential
man, the man who is so devoted to his country, the man
who has a right to say to those who devoted themselves
truly to the country: You are cowards-because that is what
he means. Did the great man leave his family and go to
war ? No, ho stayed peacefully in his office, with more ser-
vants than beforo, and with the expectation of titles and
honors. That is his share. Where is his self-sacrifice ?
AU lis sacrifice is this: Whon he has got blind mon to fol.
low him, he does bis best for them; when he as mon who
act according to the dictates of their conscience, and who
oppose him, ho wants to destroy thom. That is where
lis usefulness appears, but for the rest he says lie has
no time to loak into it. He has no time to look into
the accounts. I tell the hon. gentleman that; as leader
in the district of Quebec, ho lost that district for the Federal
Government, and that in regard to the Local Legislature,
he lost power for the Conservatives. I speak as an old
Conservative. I speak as one who has fought the battles
of that party since 1864, as one who has never obtained
anything for his work, but has sacrificed much. If the hon.
gentleman had carried the district of Quebec for lis party, as
the district of Montreal and the district of Three Rivers have
been carried, the position of lis party would be different
to-day, but there are not many in that district who believe
in him, because he lives on false promises and insults to bis
opponents. He insulted the commander of the 9th Battalion
and the officers of that battalion, and the suspension of
the 9Lh Battalion bas made him most unpopular. He is a
man who does not look into the future of bis country.
What bas he done for the future of his country ? He bas
promised a railway from Cap Rouge to Lorette. He has
carried his county that way. Where is that famous rail-
way now? He knows quite well that the population of the
district of Qaebec price him at his just value. He may
try to insult me, but I am nover afraid to meet him. He

Sir ADOLPE CARON.

must remember when he refused to meet me during the
last campaign. I am ready te meet him at any time; I am
not afraid of my past, and I think my present is full of
patriotism. 1 left the favors of the Ad ministration to follow
my convictions. Çan he boast of doing that? Now he
insults me, because I went to the North-West. I gave up
everything. Did I know, when I left my family, that I
would not be killed in the battle? Who told me ? I made
the sacrifice. Did he make the sacrifice ? He never made
any such thing. The hon. gentleman has said once that I
offered my services. I draw lis attention to this, and I defy
him to contradict me : When the agitation in the North.
West began, I received the following telegram-I was then
here in my seat:-

'' Qui&sc, March 30th, 1885.
"Officers of the 9th, assembled, request me to enquire from you if

there is any probability of being called out.
" T. ROY,

"Lt.-Col. Commanding."

I went to the Minister of Militia and asked him what to
answer. It was rather painful to me to go against the
half-breeds, but I thought that, under the peculiar cir.
cumstances which we French Canadians occupied in the
Confederation, it was important that there should be
some French Canadian battalions in the North-West. I
communicated with the Minister reluctantly, but I was
bound to do so. He answered me that he would give me a
dofinite answer the next day, and the next day he called us
out. Well, we had to go. It was a hard task. The
temperature at that time was not very nice, and to fight
against our own blood is repulsive-human nature is
tiere. My answer was, at the request of the hon. Minibter,
this :

"Lt.-Col. THoxAs Ror, Quebec.
" Probably called out. Do you prefer called now, to be in readineas,

or only on the eve of starting ?''

Immediately on being called out, I went down. The num.
ber of telegrams I received, urging me to hurry up, was
immense. I will read two of them, Mr. Speaker, because,
perhaps, you are personally interested in them:

" dTTAWA, lst April, 1885.
"Let me know when you will be ready to start. I am anxious that

you should be ahead of Montreal regiment. Answer.
" A. P. OARON."

Why was ho anxious that the Quobec regiment should be
ahcad of the Montreal regiment? There must be some
reason. Perhaps, if we were to go to the bottom, you would
not find anything against me in that. Here is another :

" Do not delay for supplies. Whatever is deficient will be forwarded
to you."

Forwarded to us? Perhaps some old goods were forwarded
to us, but we were missing a great number, and we are not
yet paid the $8 te which every man is entitled for the un-
derclothing. Some regiments have been paid. I am told
that those who were friendly have been paid, but where the
commander is unfriendly-to bo paid ? oh, no; it would not
do. Here is another, which I suppose will interest you, Mr.
Speaker:

" OTTAWA, April 2,1885.
"DeBlois going with you as surgeon. He is authorised to purchase

what is required-

Yeu see that is not any request of mine. I am informed
that he goes with me-
"He is authorised to purchase what is required to fil melicine chest.
Instruments will be forwarded from here. I am anxious that yon should
show how rapidly a Quebec regiment can move. Harry up."

Why so anxious to show that a Quebec regiment may
move rapidly, and why had he been so anxious that the
Quebec regiment should be ahead of Montreal? No doubt
the Minister of Militia will be able to explain that.
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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If the hon. gentleman wants "II could not fiad a moment to answer you before to-day. Reet assur-

an answer, I may say that it is because his battalion is, I ed that you need not feel anxions. When yon write to me privately,
I keep yourletters to myself alone; it is only when I have to obtain infor-

believe, the oldest battahon of the force amongst the mation from the Departments that I communicate the subjects treated
French Canadians. in your letters."

Mr. AMYOT. No, there are many older. On the 30th This is dated November, 1882. The hon. gentleman says:
April, I recoived this telegram: But you yourself have asked by motion that I should pro-

P duce those papers. The hon. gentleman is mistaken again.
"4 I offer you congratulations on the promptness with which you and Re does not say what is correct. There has never been a

your battalion have answered the call and prepared your departure for single paper produced. Does the hon. gentleman under-
"A. P. CARON." stand what I say ?

And then I received any amount of congratulatory tele- Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I do.
grams until we reached Winnipeg. There we were put in Mr. AMYOT. When ho stated here a moment ago that
a swamp. Thore were many buildings belonging to the he had produced the papers, ho said what was not correct.
Government in which there was nothing ut all, but no, we I never made a motion. I put the motion on the paper
were bound to be put in swamps. Immense and heavy once, and when the notice was called I was just entering
rains came on. I lost two men through sickness, most pro- the Chamber, but the word " dropped " had been spoken.
bably arising from the dampness, and from the cold they I -put the motion again on the paper, but it was thon too late
had taken in the swamps. Four days, five and six days to be moved that Session. So when the hon. gentleman says
elapsed, while we were in Winnipeg. No one minded us at that he produced these papers at my request, ho says what
all, and I heard in the streets of Winnipeg: " What are is not correct, as his answer yesterday was not correct, as
these French Canadians doing here ?" And I wired the his interpretation of my tolegrams was not correct, as all
Minister to get us away by all possible means; and thon ho says about them was not correct. When the hon. gen -
I found that General Middleton had forgotten us at Winni- tleman appeals to the records of this House, there I have
peg, and I obtained at last the order to go te Swift Carrent. him, and there I say: You are wrong. Can ho give me the
It was only by sending telegram after telegram that I could number of that report ? Whore is it ? Whon was my
be remembered and be sent forward. When I arrived at motion made ? One day when there was a question about
Swift Current, I met with very efficient and intelligent Riel, this incident was brought in suddenly whon I was no t
officers. We went round the prairie togother, and prepared to answer with the papers. But to-day I am going
we found that the war was being conducted in a to put matters right. Well, following the advice of those
most extraordinary fashion. I do not pretend, myself, old officors, I wired to the Minister what we thought of the
to be a man of experience, but I took the ideas of way in which the war was being conducted, that mounted
othors, and amongst thom the ideas of an old general who mon should follow mounted mon, and that the best use to
was there, a soldier who had often been under fire. Those which we could put the volunteers was to watch the pro-
who have not been in the North-West cannot form an exact visions and the forts. A fort containing 100 people and
idea of the circumnstances. When we speak of provisions it situated hundreds of miles from any other fort, was in a
is not like going to your own cupboard and taking out pro- dangerous position, and to watch and protect convoys of
visions. When you have to provide food for thousands of provisions passing through hundreds of miles of prairie, is
mon, and to send it for hundreds of miles through the more dangerous than te sit in one's office, and te study one's
prairie, it is a matter that requires a great deal of careful lesson, preparing insults to those who work, and to consult
attention. One day a party of General Middleton's team- one's officers of a Department. Well the hon, gentleman
sters were attacked on the prairie by a few mon and made answered me on the 23rd of April:
prisoners, and all their provisions were captured; and if « Delighted to hear how well you are getting on."
fiel and Dumont had been cruel mon they might have Then he wired to me very often. In answer to that tele-
killed any number of those teamsters, they might have Thon about vory ocenin which e hat telso
starved the army of the North, they might have done gram about provisions, concrnin whih m haa made l
any amount of harm in that way. After that trip mue noise and se many accustions against me, ho t1-
the officers with whom I spoke-and this has beon proven graphed me:
under oath in a certain case-urged me to wire to the Min- " Telegram received. You will have heard the news whloh answers
ister of Militia and inform him how matters were going part of your telegram. You are doing splendidly.I

on. They said that the expense would be enormous, that " You are doing splondidly." Mr. Speaker, if the hon. gen-
the danger would be enormous, and that the war was badly tleman was sincere thon, ho is not sincere to-day, and ice
conducted. The Indians and the half-breeds were, for the versa. Certainly there has been a moment in his life when
most part, mounted mon, and te send a corps of infantry he was not sincere. If I was doing wrong why did ho not
after them in the open prairie was, in their view, as well warn me immediately to do btter? But no; " You are do-
as in mine, a very absurd thing. We could not tell how ing splendidly." That is his answer. On the 20th &pril,
many miles the infantry would have to go to reach the 1885, ho wrote me as follows :-
mounted rebels; we could not foresee how many months "Your letter received. I thank you for il, and the good news you
the war would last. I was urged to wire the Minister of give me of your battalion aforde me grea ure. I have Imphcit
Militia that the war was being badly carried on, and confidence in yon and in our commnand. Wrte me as often as you can
that to meet mounted men mounted men were roquired. and iive me e news. Itake note of what you say of other matters In

The Canadian army, being already there, was te o your letters.
employed there, but how ? Could you employ that We went te Calgary. I found it in a great state of excite-
body more usefully than by watching the forts and pro- mont. I secured a meeting of the priests, of the mayor,
visions, when one fort had already been plundered? Pro- and of the officer whom General Strange had plaoed in com-
visions were scattered over the prairie for hundreds of mand of the local guard. They decided that I should wire
miles, and were constantly exposed to the enemy. The the Minister of Militia the same thing that I had wired him
hon. gentleman laughs. Did ho go there ? Did he go from Swift Carrent, convoying to him the same 'ideas and
further than Winnipeg? Did ho go to war ? Hias he a asking him, moreover, to order some scouts to be sent over
very long sword with his title? That was not my opinion the country around Calgary. To that I received an answer,
only. There were many officers who shared my opinion. and in that answer I am thanked for the information, and
The hon. gentleman wrote me a letter in whieh ho stated : ho adds:
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" I am happy to learn you arrived safe at Swift Ourrent. We are all

satisfied with the way in which you have done your work."

And thon another telegram came, in which the Minister
said:

Keep me posted.

One day we hear: Keep me posted; and when yon write to
mû privatoly, the communication is private. Another day it
is: Write me often; another day it is: You did beautifully;
another day it is: We are charmed with the way you are
acting and with your work. These tolegrams, be it remem-
bered, were not ordinary telegrams, but were in cipher.
The telegram in wbich the Minister said, "Keep me posted,"
is this: I will not read all of it, because other parties are
concerned:

"OTTAwA, 2nd May, 1885.
You are doing wellI; keep me posted."

Whon I had arrived at Calgary, there was the end of it. I
received orders to scatter my battalion over the plains, to
divide it into five detachments and place them from 25 to
1010 miles from each othor. But I received no other instruc-
tions whatever in regard to my action in any emergency,
except this: that Major General Strange ordered me to do
his work. I worked hard ; I worked day and night; I did
my duty; I did the best I could. Thore has never been any

rcomplaint that what 1 did was not correctly done, and
I do rot think anyone could [ave donE much botter.
There is one feature in connection with the service in the
North-West that deserves mention. The Post Office Depart-
ment did its best for us. We have nothing but praise and
gratitude for that Department, and the Minister who was
thon presiding over it. We came back from the North-
West, after visiting the Rocky Mountains, through the
kindness of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and
with the permission of the Minister and the Major General
Commanding. We returned to Winnipeg; and in this con-
nection I may say that I saved a few thousand dollars to
the country by forcing the roturn of my troops from Win.
nipeg earlier than would otherwise have occurred.
They would have remained four or five days longer if I had
not pressed, by any number of telegrams, their return, and
by showing the consequence of that pelicy, thus securing
their return four or five days earlier, whereby a consider-
able expense wras saved. When we returned we were cordi-
àlly *eceived, and everybody was satisfied. The Minister,
with hie groat eloquence, came and made a speech to my
men. 'Bis Excellency the Goveruor General was kind
enough to deliver a speech. We were received most cordi-
ally by the people here. We had stopped at Toronto, where
we had a brilliant reception, and all my men were charmed
to find that in that great commercial centre there wore so
many warm hearts for the French Canadian volunteers, and
they wiIl never forget it. We were ieceived all along the
route most cordially, and we felt keenly the pleasure of
again returning to our homes. At Quebec we had the
grandest reception possible. The Minister of Militia con-
tinted his comûnicatiòns with me. le was mostfriendly.
Eveiything I had done, everything I had written and
spoken was correct. That continued until the Riel affair ;
and since that affair you know, Mr. Speaker, yourself how
matters have turned. I contended in my telegrams to
the Minister, and I contend still, that if the campaign had
been rmade by mounted men, instead of it costing four, five or
six millions, it woùld not have cost more than half a million,
and would have lasted only about two weeks. It is true
that it brought two titles to this country, but that
is not sufficient recompense for the expense incurrEd and
the lives lost. Those who have been to the North-West
know very well the meaning of provisions and supplies
there. There are hundreds of miles of prairie dotte over
with only a few so-called forts, but these have no walls and

Mr. AMYOT.

consist simply of some smail houses. Provisions are stored
there and these are liable to be seized by the Indians and
half-breeds, and the duty of protecting them and of guard-
ing teamsters hauling provisions was a work much more
difficult than the hon. Minister had to perform during the
campaign. I do not desire to take away from the hon.
gentleman's credit; I think ho worked hard, and by means
of commissions which docided questions against us without
our receiving proper notice, by appointing officers specially
to find out accounts against us, by arranging bis work in
such a way that a year and a-half afterwards accounts can
be brought against us- by doing his work in that way he
increased lis work and persocuted his enemies and unduly
protected his friends. I am sorry to be obliged to go into
these details, but it is due to me that I should be allowed
to explain these telegrams. According to my view it wae
through malice that the hon. Minister, last year, when we
were discussing the Riel question, brought in those tele-
grams, incidentally, when I was unable to again address
the House. The hon. gentleman, moreover, took advan-
tage of my momentary absence last year, to have my motion
dropped, and it is proper that I should take this, the first
opportunity, to explain those telegrams. The hon. gentle-
man pretends they are before the House. He is mistaken.
The hon. gentleman is mistaken in every point of fact that
ho has brought before the House. Is it fair, when we have
done our best to serve our country, when we have made
sacrifices, and done no act whatever to dishonor the flag,
when, on the contrary, everything we have done elicited
praise, is it fair that the Minister having charge of the
militia force, instead of being our defender should become
our accuser ? Is that true public gratitude on the part of
Canada ? Is it worthy of this Dominion that the command-
ing officer and the officers of the 9th Battalion should be
treated in that way by the Minister of Militia? The Min-
ister did not leave his home. We, on the contrary, left our
homes and went to the North-West to win a title for him.
We exposed our lives, ho did not. We did the real work of
soldiers, ho did not. I do not reproach him, however, for
that. I am glad that a French Canadian got a title, and
the more titles they have the more satisfied I shall be.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. AMYOT. That is my idea. I am loyal; and the

Queen is the fountain of honor. I do not reproach him for
that; but I say it is not fair that the Minister of Militia
should use his Department and all bis private information
to try and destroy those who made the fight and exposed
their lives. That is not fair; political hatred should not go
so far as that. If ho tries to fight me on political grounds,
that is all right; but to use my expedition to the North-
West, to use my private telegrams against me, or to use
bis spoecial officers to try to find out accounits against -my
battalion, is not right. I think ho has quite forgotten his
duty, and has gone a step too far in doing that. If his pol.
itical wants were lees, ho would content himself with fight-
ing me on political grounds. I know that for what I have
said I will be exposed to any amoant of persecution after
Parliament is over, but I will do my best to resist; I will
not give up the rights of either the commander or the sol-
diers of the battalion, but so long as I can I will do my
best to protect them in the Province of Quebec as I did in
the Province of Manitoba. When we were friendly ho
found everything all right, but now ho finds éerything all
wrong. I leave it to the country to judge as to our res-
pective rights.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have only one word to say
in reply to the hon. gentleman. He bas confined his re-
marks to defending bis telegrams, and the manner in which
ho viewed his duty in the North-West. Now, the hon. gen-
tleman states that I was incorrect in stating that last Session
ho moved to produce ail the papors, letters and telegrams ex-
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changed between the Minister of Militia snd the command-
i"g officer of the 9th Battalion. I beg again to state, as I
have stated already, and as can be easily seen by referring
to Htan$ard, that the hon. gentleman did make that motion,
and it is aiso quite true that the motion was abandoned. In

fending myself against the accusations ho made against
re, and against my Departnent, I, stated that that motion
being on, the Table, I would give the hon. gentleman an idea
of the telegrams and letters which I was prepared to pro-
duce. I road a few, and the hon gentleman gave up his
motion and did not consider it was right to continue the
discussion. That is all I have to say on the matter.

Mr. AMYOT. I deny it.
Mr. MULOOK. I beg to ,call the attention of the Minis.

ter of Militia to a matter concerning the York and Simcoe
Battalion. It has no relation to the discussion which has
preceded--

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Would it not be as well to
bring it up on the Militia Estimates ?

Mr. MULOCK. It will only take a few moments. The
York and Simcoe Battalion is composed of men drawn
partly from Imy own county and partly from the
à.djoining connty. During the time of the suppression
of the rebellion they went upon active service at the
beginning, and they were about the last to leave the
North-West for'their homes. They were on duty, probably,
some three months or more-I cannot speak with accuracy
on that point-but it has been called to my attention, by
some of the mon who are my own coistituents, that they
have not received the same treatment that bas been ac-
corded to other volunteers under similar conditions. It
appears, on reference to the Auditor General's report for
the year ending 30th June, 1886, that certain allowances
were made to certain battalions on duty in the North-West,
and I will confine my remarks, by way of illustration of the
treatment accorded to the several battalions, to the Queen's
Own and the 10th Royals. On reference to the Auditor Gen-
eral's report, page 556, it appears that the Queen's Own was
allowed $8.15 per man in lien of clothing, as it is called.
On page 557 it appears that the 10th Royals were allowed
$2,070.10 for compensation for boots and underclothing ;
and, assuming that their strength was about the same as the
strength of the Queen's Own, that would show an allow-
ance, per capita, to the 10th Royals, of $8.15. It appears,
on page 559, that an allowance was made to the 30th Bat.
talion of e13.95 a head, made apparently under the heading
" kit allowance." If you look through the Auditor General's
report you will find various allowances made to the mon, in
some cases kit allowances, in others allowance for under-
clothing, in others allowances for boots and shoes a'nd other
nocessaries. But in te case of the York and Simcoe Batt-
alion no such allowance appears, and the mon complain that
they have not received the saine treatment that the others
have, and that they are entitled to have that allowance made
to them. I find that a question was put by the hon. member
for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) on the 25th of May, and the
Minister of Militia replied that no allowance was made to
the York and Simcoe Battalion, on the ground that they do
not appear to have any claim for such an allowance. The
answer of the Minister does not disclose why, in his jadg-
ment, they have no claim, but I understand ho has stated
that the reason why he has come to that decision is, that
he allges that the municipalities supplied them with their
kit, underclothing, &c., and that, as they did not disburse
anything, they are not entitled to this allowance. If that
is the case I would like to know it.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Mr. KULOOK. In answer to that I would say that I am

advised, and I believe correctly advised, that that reason is
not well founded. I would say further that the Department
has never caused any enquiry to be made to ascertain

whether the mon did or did not disburse a sum equal to
$8.15, in supplying themselves with necessaries in connec-
tion with the campaign. Looking through the Auditor
General's report it does not appear that the allowance is
made for any specific article, but to compensate the men for
supposed expenditure in supplying themselves with what-
ever necessaries they might be short of; and, apparently, a
great deal of latitude has been allowed in making those
allowances. I think, therefore, that it ls unreasonable to
say, without enquiry, that the York and Simcoe Battalion is
not entitled to this compensation. I believe the Ministor
of Militia made allowances to the Queen's Own and the 10th
Royals, without investigation as to whether they wore or
were not entitled to this compensation ; and why ho should
have been so anxious that the York and Simcoo Bttalian
should not have it, while ho was so willing to give it to the
Queen's Own and the 10th Royals,I am at a loss to underst and.
It appears that the Queen's Own obtained their kit allow-
ance on the 2nd of May, 1886, and that the 10 th Royals
obtained thoirs on the 26th of Docember, 18%5, within six
months after their return. But although an application
was made to the proper military authorities on behlf' of
the York-Simcoe Battalion, on the 2nd of March, 1886, it
was not until the 4th of January, 1l87, ton months after-
wards, that the Government saw fit to answer their appli.
cation at all, and the reply denied them any kit alowane,
without the Department having properly invostigated the
facts. That is my charge, and I would ask the hon. Mir ister
to reconsider the matter,uand have the pro per enq uirics made,
aud I think he will satisfy himself that the Yorfk-Simc >e
Battalion are entitled to that kit allowance. Moreover. if
the voluiteors receive gratuities from the municipalities or
from their friends, I do not think the Government is going
to be so picayune, so small in its dealings with them, as to
refuse them the allowance on that account. The pay is
very small, the hardships are great, and the loss to the in-
dividual is great; and it is an unpatriotic thing, in my
judgment, for any Governmont to be too nice in its allow.
ances to those who stand by the country in the hour of
needà I, therefore, take the ground, that no matter who sup-
plied the necessaries to the volunteers for whom I speak,
they are certainly entitled to be treated in the same way as
the 10th Royals or the Queen's Own were.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. member for North
York brings this matter up by asking me why I am so
anxious to refuse an allowance to the battation whose case
he is advocating, while allowances were granted to other
battalions. On a former occasion it was my duty to answer
another question that was put to me by another hon. gentle-
man on that very point. I stated then, what I repeat now,
that in some cases, from the fact that it bocame necessary
at a moment's notice to send a force to the front and to im-
provise everything that was necessary for the force, in some
instances it was found that our stores were insufficient.
Although the Department was taxed to its fullest capacity,
it was found in some instances quite impossible to satisfac-
torily equip the men; and so it was thought advisable,
on application made, to allow some of the battalions to
obtan supplies in the stores and elsewhere, such as under-
clothing and other articles which were absolutely necessary
for them in undertaking the campaign. In the case of the
two Toronto battalions, so fur as my recollection goes, they
were merely -paid the amoints which appear to have been
paid tothe different stores for the purpose of providing the
equipment required.

An hon. MEKBER. No.'
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Th'e hon. gentleman dis-

sents, but I think ho wilI find that my statement is
absolutely correct. In the case of the York.Simcoe
Battalion, the municipality provided certain articles
of equipment which became the property of the
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battalion, and I must draw the hon. gentleman's attention
to this fact, that I ascertained, on enquiry, that if any money
was to be reimbursed at ail by the battalion, the nunici-
pality insisted on its being paid to the municipality, and
not to the battalion.

Mr. MULOCK. Did the Department ascertain whether
the men of the York-Simcoe Battalion had or had not ex-
pended certain moneys of their own in supplying them-
selves with necessaries in connection with the campaign ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The application was not
brought before the Department in that way at all. It was
brought before the Department claiming that we should
pay public money for the purpose of reimbursing the
battalion for those very articles which the municipality
claimed Io have furnished; and, in the report submitted to
me after the investigation took place, which the hon.
gentleman says did not take place, the officer who acted as
Major stated that the men had no claim whatever.

Mr. MULOCK. Who was that ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I am giving the statement

placed in my hands by the officers of the Department.
Mr. MULOCK. Was it the Major of the regiment?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. One of the officers acting as

Major in the battalion. An application was made by
Lieut.-Col. O'Brien, through the proper channel, on the 2nd
March, 18E6, for "an allowance in lieu" of underclothing,
&c., on the ground that in "ll the other battalions which
were engaged in the North-West the mon were either pro-
vided with underclothing, &c., or recoived an allowance in
lieu thereof," which statement is at variance with the facts.
This application was replied to through the general officer
commanding, on the 4th January, 1887. The officer who
acted as Major stated that the men had no claim, as they
had been provided for by the county, and if payment were
made it should be to the municipality. Some battalions
were given an allowance, but they proved that they had
expended the amount for the purchase of kits for the men.
The York and Simcoe Battalion does not appear to have
any claim for such an allowance.

Mr. MULOCK. May I ask, is there any report from the
Major to that effect ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There must have been, be-
cause it was submitted to me in answer to the enquiry
made by my hon. friend.

Mr. MULOCK. Can the report be laid before the House ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If the hon. gentleman wishes

the report, I will look into the mattor and see whether it
can be produced. I merely take this statement as form-
ing part of the answer.

Mr. MULOCK. There are two Majors in the regiment.
One is now in the North-West, and the other is a member
of this House. I presume their reports are official, and
that there is no objection to laying the report on the Table.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If the hon. gentleman wishes,
I will see if I can bring it down.

Mr. MULOCK. The reasons for my suggestion is this:
there are two officers of that battalion in this House, and
they, of course, would be able to verify that statement or
to give the Minister correct information. I should like to
know whether they concur in the report said to have been
made by one of the Majors.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I am sorry to have to refer to this mat.
ter in the Rouse, because I think it is a matter purely depart.
mental, which ought to be deait with by the Department.
In the first place, if it was right for this allowance to have
been made to any part of the force it should have been
made to all alike, and no one should have been called

Sir ADo.LPK CARoNS

on to make application for it. There are one or two
matters I will briefly refer to, in regard to which misstate-
monts have been made that put the Minister of Militia in a
position ho ought not to occupy. It is said that the pay-
sheets were issued by the Department. That is not cor-
rect. None were issued by the Departmont. Those
that were made out were obtained by the officers com-
manding companies, who were under the impression
this allowance would be made. The reply of the Minister
is not satisfactory, in my opinion. It makes no differ-
once by whom, through whom, or at whose expense these
supplies were furnishod. If any of the men are entitled to
compensation, all are. The case of the Minister would be
much stronger if he had paid the claims of the municipalities,
which he does not pretend to have done. Therefore, the
position is this: that the Department have taker advantage
of the liberality of the counties of York and Simcoo to escape
payments which in other cases they seea to have no diffi-
culty in making. That is not a proper position for the
Government to occupy. With regard to the Major spoken
of, I can only assume, from the circumstances, that ho acted
upon representations made by Col. Windham, who com-
manded the York portion of the battalion, and who prob-
ably did, upon being asked, make the answer referred to. If
the Minister wished to obtain proper and direct information
in the matter le should have taken a direct course, and
instead of asking the Major--

Sir ADOLPIHE CARON. I did not ask the Major ; I
got the report from the Major General.

Mr. O'BRIEN. The proper course would have been to
ask me, and not to have taken a hearsay statement from
the Major, who may or may not have been acquainted with
the facts. The facts are these, and I earnestly ask the Min-
ister of Militia to reconsider the case, as it is due to him-
self and the Government he should. In the first place,
when we left home, we never expected, and I do not think
any of the men expected, to get payment for the clothing
they had furnished themselvos-that is to say, the articles
furnished outside the ordinary issue of the Government.
The county council of Simcoe very liberally furnished us
with some articles, in value about one-third of what appears
to have been paid out to the men by the Government. The
county of York also gave their mon something, in value,
perhaps, about the same amount. When we came back,
we found that the men of the Qaeen's Own and the 10th
were signing pay-sheets issued by the Department, and
were about to get certain money in compensation for
clothing. It occurred to us, that if the 30th and the
Queen's Own, who stood in thIe same position as we, bc-
cause they had been assisted in their outfit by the city of
Toronto, were entitled to an allowance, we werc also
entitled to it. It did not occur to us that any difficulty
would be made in granting this allowance, because our
friends in the county had assisted the mon in
obtaining an outfit. I spoke to several gentlemen conneot-
ed with the Department, and their answer was, in the first
instance, of course all will be treated alike. I naturally
communicated that information to those interested. I told
them 1 had no doubt payment would be made, and they, on
their own responsibility, without instructions from me or
the Department, issued those pay-sheets, and I wish it to
be understood that the Minister is not responsible in any
way for the issue of the pay-sheets. Subsequently the
matter was referred to the Claims Commission. I said
to the Depai tment, this was not a matter for reference to
that commission. Either the Department ought to have
issued the allowance or it ought not; it was purely a depart-
mental matter. The answer of the Minister is not satis-
factory, because ho has not shown any sabstantial difference
in the position of the men of one part of the force compared
with that of the mon of the other part. It does not matter
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from what source the men obtained thoir outfit. If the men
who lad purchased theirs from the stores were entitled to
compensation, those who obtained it, partly from the stores
and partly through the assistance of their friends, were
equally entitled to compensation6 I hope the Minister will
reconsider the matter.

Mr. EDGAR. I brought up this matter in this House
some weeks ago, by a question to the Minister, in reference to
what had been done in the case of the Toronto battalions,
on the receipt by the Department of pay sheets which I
had heard were signed by the men. Until just now, I
thought that these sheots had been sent out by the Depart-
ment; and I supposed it was extraordinary conduct on the
part of the Department to issue the shoots and have them
signed and then refuse to pay the men. It is not too late
to rectify the wrong done. I bolieve the municipality of
Toronto also made a formal claim on the Department to be
paid this kit money, and the claim was not recognised.
Thoro is another argument in addition to that advanced by
the hon. member for Muskoka in favor of these men getting
their kit allowance. The Major of the battalion must have
gone beyond his duty when he suggested to the Department
that the battalion had no right to get the allowance.

Mr. TYRWHITT. As the Major of the battalion has
been alluded to, I may say that I was one of the two ma-
jors of the battalion, but not the one by whom the commu-
nication was sent to the Department. I have argued from
the first that the men were entitled to the allowance. i
have not taken the active part in dealing with the Depart-
ment that I possibly might have donc had Col. O'Brien not
been here to approach the Department. At the same time,
I am possibly more interested than ho, from the fact that
the men claiming the allowance come principally from my
neighborhood. Only last night I recoived a communica-
tion from one of the captains reminding me that I had
guaranteed his allowance, and that owing to my having
given this guarantee ho had advanced it to his men, and ho
still holds me responsible for the amount. Only to-day I
went to the Department with the view of seeing whether
it was possible this grant might be made to us at an early
day, as my memory has been jogged by being hold respon-
bible for what the captain had advanced to the mon. I
always considered we were entitled to the allowance, from
the simple fact that it has been granted to other battalions,
and because it is the ordinary rule to make these grants to
men on active service in the field, and also from the fact
that the men receiving fifty cents a day were making great
pecuniary sacrifices, for which this paltry allowancoe did
not remunerate thom, except in a very small degree.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I wish to rectify one statement
which bas been made by the hon. member for Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien). The hon. gentleman complained of this
matter having been brought under the war commission in-
stead of having been dealt with by the Department. The
reason why it was brought before the war commission is
that we have applications from a large number of munici-
palities who had in some instances given a good deal, and
in other instances had given something less, and who
claimed from the Department to be reimbursed. As I
viewed it the only practicable way of dealing with it was
to have these claims investigated, and a report made to me,
so that'l could look into the matter and ascertain what had
been done. In the case of the Toronto battalion, as the
hon. gentleman can easily find out, the amount of money
paid out was paid directly for kit articles which were pur-
ohased for the mon, and the municipality was not in any
way considered. The lon, gentleman is quite correct in
stating that a claim was made by the municipality, but, in
the case of that municipality, as in the case of every other
municipality, the application was refused. I must say, for
my hon. frind who has jmst taken his seat, that he bas been

time and'again before the Department urging his claim, and
certainly, if it has not been granted, it is not in any way
due to a lack of insistance on the part of my hon. friend
from Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) or my other hon. friend who
bas just taken his seat (Mr. Tyrwhitt).

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I may not quite cor-
rectly have apprehended the statements which have been
made, but., if I did correctly understand them, the informa-
tion which the Minister of Militia received appears to have
been received, not froin the Colonel in command, but from
a subordinate officer. If that was the case, it appears to
me that a breach of military etiquette, to say the least, was
committed, and that the officer in command had some right
to complain. The officer in command is the party with
whom the Department ought to communicate in respect to
claims of this kind, and, as I understand, ho was not con-
sulted; and an inferior officer-not the hon, gentleman who
spoke before the Minister of Militia, but the other major-
appears to have been consulted, and in consequence rather
incorrect information seems to have been given to the
Department as to the claims of the battalion, which have
not been granted. If that be correct, I think the Depart.
ment of Militia, or the person who is charged with commu-
nicating with the commandant of the battalion, cortainly
went out of his way, and rather throw a slur on that officer.

Mr. MULOCK. It is understood, I believe, that the
Minister will bring down the reports ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, and I think it is much
more satisfactory to deal with the matter when the reports
come down, because it is inconvonient to make statements
from memory. I may say, however, that the hon. gentle-
man will find that the Department of Militia did net go out
of the ordinary way in getting the information which was
required.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Care of Archives......... ....................................... $6,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. I observe, in connec-
nion with that, that last year there was an item which, in
looking over the Auditor General's report, I do not quite
understand. I !ee under the hoad of expenditure of Lon-
don office the fallowing entries : Copying archives, $1,080;
cormparing, $2,384. It appeared to me that these two items
ought to have been reversed, that the copying of the
archives ought to have engrossed a much larger por-
tion of our vote than the comparing of any archives, but
nearly two and a-half times as much is spent for comparing
as is spent for the service of copying and adding useful
papers, or interesting papers, at any rate to our library. I
should like to know if the hon. gentleman or the officer iu
charge knows how such a thing came about.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will give the hon. gentle-
man the information when we meet again at 8 o'olock.

Expenses in connection with Patent Record...............$9,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to onquire
whether this printing of the Patent Record is part of the
contract with Burland's Lithographie Company, or whether
it is granted te them by the Department without tender.
The chief work is done by Bnrland's Lithographie Company.
I want to know whether that is under contract, or how that
company comes to receive the work ?

Mr. CARLING. I understand that it is part of the con-
tract with the Burland Lithographic Company,
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is to say, the

contract which was renewed lat ely for a period 'of four
or five years.

Mr. CARLINUt. No, I think it is a separate contract.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If it be not the same

contract, I desire to know from the Minister when this
contract was granted, and how long it runs.

Mr. CARLING. 1 am informed by my officer that it
expires next October.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Howlong did it run-
five years ?

Mr. CARLING. Three years.

Expenses in connection with preparation of crimi-
nal Btatistics.. .......................... $4,000

Mr. JONES. I see two items here, one for crimina1

statistics and one for health statistics. How is that money
apent? I thought that exponditure for statistics had been
abolished.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not with regard to these
two items.

Mr. JONES. The Minister of Finance will remember
that at one time we had a statistical officer in Halifax, but
that was abolished.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That had no reference either
to health statistics or to criminal statistics. It was the
registration of births, marriages and deaths.

Mr. JONES. Where is this money spent ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The amount for criminal
statistics is expended under the direction of the Department
of Justice.

Mr. JONES. In each Province ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It covers the whole Domin-
ion. It has reference to the criminal statisties of the whole
Dominion.

Mr. DAVIES. I can understand how the expense of col-
lecting statisies in the Health Department may be incurred,
but I cannot quite see how we incur $4,000 for the prepara.
tion of criminal statistics, because they must be furnished
to the Department by the different officers throughout the
Dominion. The hon, gentleman sees that these statistics
are furnished by the stipendiary magistrates and clerks of
the courts, as a matter of course, and as part of their official
returns which they make to the Department of Agriculture.
The increase of $1,000 does not apply to that Department
alone. A great part of it the hon. gentleman charges to
that special branch, extra clerks, $1,800, and he charges
sundry persons for statistical returns $1,100. I suppose
that is paid to persons throughout the Dominion for making
returns. But these returns, I understand, are made by
these officials without pay. While the hon. gentleman is
explaining this matter to me, ho might also explain how it
is that he asks for an increase of $1,000 over the expendi-
ture of that branch of bis Department for the past finarcial
year of which we have an account ?

Mr. CARLING. I do not understand that we ask for any
increase in this vote as stated by the hon. gentleman.

Mr. DAVIES. Oh, yes. The hon, gentleman expended
in the year 1885.6, 83,000, and ho is now asking $4,000 for
the same purpose. Now, I want to know what has caused
the increase.

Mr. CARLING. The expenses vary. Some years they
are greater than others.

Mr. CARLING.

Mr. DAVIES. Will the hon. gentleman answer my quea-
tion? Where is this money paid, anI who is it paid to?

Mr. CARLING. It is provided for by statute. This
amount of $1,800 is paid to the clerks of the Department.

Mr. DAVIES. That is all right, I have not suaffcient
information to form a judgment as to whether that $1,800
is the correct appropriation or not-I assume it in. l am
not talking about the charge of $1,800 paid to estr& clarks
in his Department. That is only a small portion of thie
expenditure. There is 81,173 paid to sundry persons for
statistical returns. I want to kaow who these sundry per-
sons are. Are they stipendiary magistrates and clerks of
the courts ?-because they make returns without pay.

Mr. CARLING. I understand the amount is paid to the
clerks of the courts and the oFicers supplying the informa-
tion. That is provided for by statute.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Their fees and the amounts
vary according to the number of cases.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the hon. gentleman is mistaken.
Of course I accept his statement.

Mr. CARLING. I am advised by the oMcers of the
Department that such is the case.

For expenses in connection with Dominion Exhi-
bition................. ........... $1i,)000

Mr. DAVIES. Where is it to be hld this year ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. At Toronto.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who are the parties

to whom it was paid last year ? I see it was not all paid
to one gentleman, but to two last year.

Mr. CARLING. It was paid to the Sherbrooke Exhibi-
tion last year, and to the London Exhibition the year
before, where the Provincial exhibition was hekid This
year it has been promised to the Toronto Industrial Rxhi-
bition.

For expenses in conection with Health Statistics....10,0oo

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to know
on what principle the hon. gentleman regulates such a pay-
ment as this. Sundry persons, 19,056 death certificates, at
15 cents each. Are these the statistical officers who
receive, in addition to the sumo afterwards put down against
the names, the amount of $3,367 ? Who has to make out
these death certificates ? In what manner is the hon. gen-
tleman distribating this $2,858 which went for 19,000
death certificates ?

Mr. CARLING. I understand that the health officers of
the different cities pay so much to the keepers of the cemae.
tories for information as to the number of deaths, and sO
much is allowed to the offlcer in each city for the informa-
tion furnished. The fees are regulated by an Order in
Council paased some years ago.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What places do these
19,000 deaths apply to? Are they places where officers are
appointed?

Mr. CAIRLING. The hon. gentleman will fmd, in the
Auditor General's report, the different places and the
amounts paid to each officer.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The names of the
officers are there, but not the suams paid them. If the hon.
gentleman looks ho will se it reade: "Sandry persons,
19,056 death certificates, $2,858," then there is a series of
some 20 gentlemen distributed throughoat Canada.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker loft thie Chair.
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Rir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before recess I was
ealling the attention to the Minister of Agriculture to the
iem health statistics, and I desire to know how that parti-
celar charge of 15 cents for each of the 19,000 odd deaths
was arranged ?

Mr. CARLING. The caretakers of the cemeteries in the
different towns and cities are paid 15 cents per death.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do these return repro-
sent the mortality at Montreal, Quebec, Ottawa and other
points ?

Mr. CARLING. Yes; all the cities named in the Auditor's
report.

Sir RICHARDOARTWRIGHT. This sum is altogether
too small to obtain anything like correct health statistics
for theWhole iDominion. It would be better, in my opinion,
if the expenditure were confined to a number of places
selected in each Province, so that we could obtain the statis-
tics with some degree of accuracy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Statistics with respect to the
principal cities ?

Sir RICIIARDCARTWRIGHT. Yes.
Mr. CARLING. It is so now.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you think accurate

statisties are obtained for these cities ?
Mr. CARLING. They are confined to all cities and

towns over 6,000 inhabitants, where a health officer is ap-
pointed by the corporation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do 19,056 deaths ac-
urately represent the annual death rate in those cities ?

Mr. CARLING. Yes, 1 think so. The statistics are
taken by medical mon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The statistics are sim
ply the burials in the cemeteries attached to the cities•
The return is roughly accurate, I dare say; but a very con
siderable number of persons are buried in the cemeteries of
large towns who do not reside within the bills of mortality
qd each town, and, therefore, we cannot rely on these statis-
tics as giving a strictly accurate death rate for the varions
towns and cities.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I 'understand that the means of
collecting the statistics is to obtain returns from the various
cemeteries by visiting them, and obtaining from the care-
taker the number of burials that have taken place.

Mr. CARLING. Not by visiting the cemeteries, but by
arrauging with the caretaker of the cemetery to keep a
record of the burials, and-pay 15 cents for each.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The collectors exorcise no dis-
cretion as to the classification of burials, and, therefore, the
record obtained by the Government i a very imperfect
one. Is not this payment a liberal one for collecting the
names from the clerks, and reporting the deaths to the Min-
ister of Agriculture? The system under which this amount
is expended is virtually useless so far as regards obtaining
reJiable information, and if some other method of obtaining
ieformation is not adopted, this appropriation will be virtu-
ally wasted. I would have no objection to the vote if pro-
per means were adopted whereby the Government woulid
obtain that which would b. of use to the country; but, under
the present system, the money is simply squandered. It is
rot pretended that the work of the physician who collects
'the statistics by merely going into a clerk's office and
obtaining the number of burials is worth $100 a year and
apwards. The Government ought to devise some system-
stiC tnthod-whereby they can utilise this money in the

public interest and not squander it after the present manner.
If they would join with the various township boards estab-
lished throughout Ontario and thus obtain reliable informa-
tion, the grant would be a benefit; but the course now
pursued is perfectly u8eless; no benefit accrues from it and
no information is obtained for the benefit of the country. I
observe, moreover, that the grant is increased, that last year
the amount expended was some $7,000, this year they ask
for 810,000. The committee should have, some information
as to what is intended to b. donc with this increased amount.

Mr. CARLING. The estimate this year is the same as
last year, $10,000. Other towns are coming into the ar-
rangement and appointing health officers; and there might
be an increased number of burials this year, as compared
with last. Because 810,000 is voted, it does not follow
that the whole amount will be expended.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I understand that point, and that
the Government may require a larger amount this year
than last; but the Minister must have some definite idea as
to how he intends to extend his operations, and why ho
considers an increased amount necessary. Am I to under-
stand that the Government expect a much larger number of
deaths this year on account of the increase of population ?
It may be so, for the Minister is arranging for collecting
reports of a larger number of burials. lis that the data on
which the committee is asked to grant $2,000 more than
was required last year ? It is a very indefinite reply.

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. There is no doubt there is a

reat deal in what the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright), and the hon. member for East Elgin
(Mr. Wilson), have said. But I am quite sure I need not
say to either of these gentlemen, that it is impossible to
have any adequate health statistices in this wide Dominion
with an appropriation of 810,000. The Government con.
sidered this in the past, and a somewhat elaborate scheme
was prepared by the predecessor of my hon. friend, who is
now Minister of Agriculture and Immigration, but it was
found that to carry out anything approaching a thorough
system of vital statistics would involve a very large expend.
iture. All that we can possibly aim at, over an extensive
country like this, by an appropriation of $ 10,000, is to found
the nucleus of a system to provide for having such vital
statistics as may be obtained without any large expense.
My own impression is, speaking with some knowledge of
the subject-and it is a matter of vital importance---that
the question of having a thorough and extended system of
health statistics will force itself upon the attention of
the Governmont, and will have to be provided for
by a carefnlly prepared scheme which will really accom-
plish the object we have in view. It is very necess-
ary that every country should have such a system.
There is no doubt that in the Province of Ontario they
have given a great deal of attention to this subject, and
that they have a very advanced system of collecting vital
as well as other statistics. I think they are probably a
good deal in advance of most of the other Provinces,
although Quebec has also arrangements for carrying out
that work. In the other Provinces, however, I fear thore
is not very much donc by the local authorities, and I
believe the time is not far distant when it will b absolutely
necessary to have a carefully prepared scheme by which
such a system will be carried ont much more efficiently
than is possible with so small an appropriation.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think what the hon. gentleman
says should lead the Government to consider whether they
should not make an appropriation to each of the Provincial
Governments, and allow them to do the work. They will
be able to do it much more efficiently than it can be donc
by the Dominion at large. If a reasonable amount was
appropriated to the boards which are established in the

719



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 2,

Province of Ontario, and I think in the Province of Quebec,
the sum required would not be so large as the Minister
appears to think necessary for the collection of these statis.
tics, which would be of great benefit and use to the
Dominion.

Establishment and maintenance of Experimental
Parm ........ ....... ............................ ... $90,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is a very con.
siderable sum, and a very important question. I desire to
obtain from the Minister in charge, or from the Finance
Minister, a statement of what has been done with the
$30,000 voted last year, and what is proposed to be done
with the $90,000 which is now asked for ?

Mr. CARLING. I may say that an experimental farm of
some 465 acres has been purchased in the vicinity of the city
of Ottawa, which the Government are now fencing, and upon
which they are preparing to erect buildings. The greater
part of the expenditure this year is for the erection of
buildings on the farm. I may say that it is is intended to
establish experimental farm stations, one in the Maritime
Provinces, one in Manitoba, one in the North-West Terri-
tories, and one in British Columbia. This money will be
used for the securing of sites for the experimental stations,
and making improvements on them and the central station.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was the cost of
the 465 acres bought, and from whom was it purchased ?

Mr. CARLING. It was purchased from different parties.
Some of the land was purchased from Mr. Booth at $100
per acre, and the price of other portions had to be referred
to arbitration. Altogother it will, I think, cost about $130
per acre. The total cost will be something like $60,000 or
865,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What buildings are
upon it ?

Mr. CARLING, There are none of any consequence;
some old barns and other small buildings which must be
taken off and new buildings erected.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. An average price of
$130 an acre strikes me as a very high figure to pay for
farm land in the vicinity of Ottawa. Whether it is neces-
sary to bave it in what you may call the suburbs ofOttawa is
doubtful, but I would remind the hon. gentleman that land
canbe purchased in the most fertile districts of Ontario
with very good farm buildings upon it, at $60, $70 or $80 an
acre.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not so near a city as this.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, I am not so sure

about that.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is about three miles

from where we are.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I don't know that that

is any great advantage.
Mr. CARLING. Oh, yes, it is.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, I am not so cer-

tain about that; but even in the vicinity of very considerable
towns, farm land of good quality and with good buildings is
obtainable at the rates I have mentioned. From whom was
this land purchased? I suppose it was mostly bought from
two or three persons, and not in a number of smalt parcels.

Mr. CARLING. The first purchase was made from Mr.
Booth at 8100 an acre, which was considered a very reason-
able price, considering the situation. The situation is a most
beautiful one; the farm bas thedifferent kindsof soil required
for experimental purposes; it is convenient to the railway
and Rideau Canal-in fact the railway runs across one corner
of it-it is within three miles of the Parliament buildings,

Mr. WILSoN (Elgin).

so that it is very convenient in the way of hauling manure
from the city, as well as in other respects. We have been
obliged to refer the price of some of the land to arbitration,
and in every case the figures fixed by the arbitrators have
been higher than the rates which we offered. Although we
have purchased from five or six different parties ; the
cheapest lot was all purchased without arbitration, and many
persons who were called as witnesses valued it at more than
double what we paid for it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What amount do you
expect to pay for the buildings which will have to be
erected, fer the stock, agricultural implements, and every-
thing of that kind which wili be wanted for the business ? It
is clear that if the other farms are to be established on an
equally handsome scale with this, the experiment will
involve a very heavy charge. But I would like to know
in the first instance the cost of additional buildings, as well
as of the agricultural implements and stock the hon, gentle-
man proposes to put on.

Mr. CARLING. It is expected that the total cost of land,
buildings, agricultural implements, horses and stock of
different kinds, will be about $160,000 for the central farm.

Mr. FISHER. How much land was there in the first
purchase ?

Mr. CARLING. About 146 acres.

Mr. FISHER. The hou. gentleman says that the price
of land was $130 an acre. I am aware that in the imme-
diate vicinity of Montreal, which is considered to be probably
the best farming district in the Dominion of Canada, the
average price of the best farms is not over $100 per acre,
and it surprises me that in a place where land is not in the
same demand, and where the 'local market is not so great,
it should bring so high a price.

Mr. CARLING. It depends on the situation.

Mr. FISHER, I am speaking of the district near Petito
Côte, which is considered the best farming district about
Montreal, and is within easy access of the city, and it is
used for the purpose for which the most fertile land in the
neighborbood of a large city is used, that is to say, for
market gardoning. I know that large farms there have
been sold for $100 an acre. The expense of this exp&i-
mental farm is certainly mounting up very seriously, and
although I was quite prepared last Session to endorse the
establishment of this farm, I think the fears which I then
expressed, that the hon. gentleman might go a little too
fast, have been realised.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. member for Brome
could not have prosecuted his investigations around here as
to the value of land very actively, or he would have known
that $100 an acre is a very small price. I may say that
the hon, member for North Simcoe and myself have been
making a good many enquiries about the value of land in
this neighborhood, and we have found that land within five
or six miles of the city, near Aylmer, rather inferior land
too, could not be bought for less than $100 an acre; and farms
were pointed out to us that would bring $150 an acre. I know
that in my part of the country, there are farms 100 miles
from Toronto that could not be bought for less than 8100 an
acre-cleared farms with fair buildings upon them. I may
say that in different directions in this country farmers
value their farms at from $100 to $150 an acre; and
when you consider the importance of this enterprise of an
experimental farm, the price paid has been very small.
There is no interest in the country that so much needs the
close attention of this House today as the agricultural
interest. There is a feeling in different parts of the coun-
try that the subject of seed grain and variousother matters
in connection with agriculture need investigation, and the
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hon. Minister I think ought te be commended for the step
he las taken. The farm is only the nucleus of what wil
in time be a very valuable institution. I know that the
farmers ofo my district, who have bgen applying year after
yeartd the Local Government to bring in seed grains and

eost them, and have been refused, hail this step as one of
.Nitàlimportance to the country. The distribution of seed
"grain appears to have taken very well with the farmers,

f the institution develops,-as we hope and expect, it will be
One of the most important institutions in the Dominion of
Canada.

Mr. DAWSON. I think it is very desirable that this sys-
tom of experimental farm should be extended. It has been
attended with a good deal of success in the Province of On-
tario, where it has been tried by the Local Government, and
I think it should be gradually extended, not at once, but in
the course of time, to the different parts of the Dominion. I
think, above all, that it should be tried in the new districts,
so that the settlers could get an example of what they should
do in the way of treating soils and in.other respects. In the
great central district of Algoma there is a great deal of good
land. Along the north coasts of Lake Superior and Lake
Huron there are occasional areas of excellent land, which are
now beginning to return good crops, and I think we should
have an experimental farm in that part of the country. In
the Thunder Bay district the climate differs very rnaterially
from that which prevails in other parts of Canada, owing to
the vicinity of the great lake. The spring is cold, but it is
more than offset by an exceedingly open fall. The immense
area covered by the inland lakes is a guarantee against
frost. The water gets highly heated in these inland lakes
in summer, and cools but slowly in the fall, and thus largely
saves us from early frost. There is an immense region,
extending from the Georgian Bay to the head of the great
lakes and through to Keewatin, a distance of more than
1,000 miles, and I think it is very desirable that agricultural
experiments should be made in that country to see what it
will produce. Those experiments should be carried on
scientifically as well as practically, as I have no doubt they
would be. I would very much like to see the system extended
to the interior.

Mr. JONES. I do not object to the purpose for which
this expenditure is asked, although I was under the impres-
sion that experiments of this kind were rather within the
province of the Local Administrations. However, since the
Government have inaugurated a policy of this kind, I
would like to ask the hon. Minister of Agriculture whether
it is proposed to extend the system to the Maritime Pro-
vinces. Tho bon. gentleman is aware, I suppose, that we
have farms of equal fertility in Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick and Prince Edward Island. And if the Government
are inviting expenditure to the amount asked for by this
vote, I venture to hope they are not going to leave the
Maritime Provinces without an experimental farm in some
central locality.

Mr. CARLING. The interests of the Maritime Pro.
vinces have not been overlooked. It is the intention to
establish an experimental farm station for the three Mari-
time Provinces, and a sum ihas been put in the Estimates
with a view to making a commencement.

Mr. FISHER. With regard to what the hon. member
for Grey (Kr. Sproule) las said as to the value of property
in this neighborhood, I did not make enquiries into the
price of land in the neighborhood of Ottawa.

Mr. SPROULE. I understood the hon. gentleman to
say Ottawa.

Mr. FISHER. The hon. gentleman misunderstood me.
I venture to say, however, that any land of the high price
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quoted by the hon. gentleman would have buildings
upon it.

Mr. SPROULE. No; no buildings and inferior land at
that.

Mr. FISiHER. I am inclined to believe then that the
owners must be holding it for purely speculative purposes. I
am sorry to see this expenditure reach its present propor-
tions. I am well aware that when the Minister of Agricul-
ture proposed this new departure in the way of experi-
mental farms, I was very glad to endorse his proposition,
because I believed it was necessary, in the interests of the
agricultural community, that something of this kind should
be done; but at that time I protested, as I do now, against
a very large expenditure being made on experimental sta-
tions in the various parts of the country. The view which
I hold, and which I believe was ernbodied in the report of
the committee of which I had the bonor to be a member,
made in the Session of 1884, was chiefly that such scientific
experiments as were beyond the reach of ordinary farmers,
or men without scientific education and without the facili-
ties or appliances necessary to make scientific and accurate
experiments, should be undertaken by competent men
at a central experimental station ; but I thought
then, as I think still, and I believe that was the
idea that governed the committee, that these exp3riments
should be such as could be taken in one place for the whole
Dominion; that is to say, such experirments as would not
require to be repeated in all the different sections and
localities of our extensive country. But if the experiments
are to be repeated in every locality, where the character
and soil and climate may be different from those of other
localities, it will be botter to let the local authorities carry
out such experiments. I believe there are a very large
number of scientific experiments which require for thoir
carrying out men of high scientific attainments, whose ser-
vices we cannot get without a considerable expenditure of
money, and whom it would be impossible to find in suffi-
cient numbers to carry out these various experiments in the
various Provinces-such experiments as these might
well be made in the central station here. The results
could be spread broadcast among our farmers throughout
the Dominion, so that they might benefit by them, by
means of a system of distribution of bulletins, or
by means of weekly or monthly reports. The hon.
the Minister of Agriculture has said, in reply to
the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), that it is still the
intention of the Government to establish branch stations in
the Maritime Provinces. I believe it was suggested last
year that one should be established in the Maritime Prov.
inces, one in Manitoba, one in the North-West Territories,
and one in British Columbia; and I then outlined what 1
believed to be a very much more practical and inex-
pensive mode of obtaining ail the results that would
accrue from the establishment of these branch stations.
After all, these branches will only serve the country in
their immediate neighborhood, in so far as the experiments
of growing crops, which depend on the climatie conditions
and soil, are concerned. But a series of experiments might
be carried on under a system by which this central experi-
mental station would send out to every constituency in the
Dominion seeds or artifioial manure to be tested upon the
soils in the various localities. I believe a system of this
kind could be inaugurated, by which we could get
absolutely complete returns of experiments throughout
the Dominion. The system could be cheaply and easily
carried out by means of the assistance of members of this
flouse, each of whom would recommend to the Government
some one individual or two in his own constituency qualified
to carry out such experiments. Such experiments ought
not to be trusted te the average class of farmers, but tW mcn
whQ would be willing and able to carry out te the letter the
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instructions sent to them by the central experimental
station, so that the reports sent in could be compiled, and
issued in compiled form to the agriculturists of the whole
country. The results under this system would be more
satisfactory and complete than by the method propo3ed of
having four or five experimental stations scattered over the
varions Provinces. Judging by the estimate of to.day, I
am still more confident than I was last year that the system
I propose can bu much more cheaply carried out than the one
adopted. Before closing I would like to ask the Minister of
Agriculture, as he proposes here an outlay of some $90,000,
if any proportion of this is to bu laid out upon branch
stations, or whether all is to go to the central station.

Mr. CARLING. I have said that a portion of the money
was to bu laid out in improving the central station, and a
portion in establishing experimental stations in the varions
Provinces. The hon. member need not bu alarmed about
the expenditure on these stations. I think I stated to the
House last year about what it would cost to establish them
in the diffurent Provinces and we are only carrying out the
scheme then adopted. In Ontario, the capital account of
the agricultural college is now something in the neighbor-
hood of $400,000, and I would say that the capital sum of
the central farm station and the four experimental stations
will not exceed $300,000. I think the hon. gentleman has
perhaps not read the report of Profemsor Saunders, for in that
he will sue that the plan to which lie refers is recommended,
and that Professor Saunders proposes that these experi.
ments shall bu made hure at the central farm, and that
bulletins shall be issued frequently and distributed to the
farmers in every Province throughout the Dominion. But
we think it necessary to establish an experimental farm
station in the Maritime Provinces on a plan somewhat
different from that hure, and also stations in Manitoba, the
North-West Territories, and British Columbia. The expen-
diture in each of the Provinces will not b so great as that
on the central farm, where all chemical tests and experi.
ments of that kind will bu made; but in the outlying stations
we will have an agriculturist and a horticulturist at the
head of those employed on the farms. The chief experi-
ments and scientific tests, however, will bu madeu at the
central farm.

Mr. FISHER. If this is the case, if this system wh ich I
advocated last year is to bu carried out practically-

Mr. CARLING. It was in the report of last year.
Mr. FISHER. I know it was in the report of Professor

Saunders, but I did not know it was to be immediately
carried ont. I am very glad that it isî to bu carried out,
but, if the scientific chemical experiments are to be carried
on here, I cannot see the use, at ail events for some time to
com, of the establishment of these branch stations,

Mr. CA RLING. I think it is most important, especially in
Manitoba and the North-West, to have agricultural experi-
mente carried on, because a new settler going there does not
know to whom to go for advice, as to what kind of grain ho
should use, at what time he shall plough, or in what kind of
way the farm should be cultivated. They want some one to
go to for advice, and we behieve that having first class men
at the bead of the agricultural and horticultural depart.
monts in the experimental farm, they can be of great ser-
vice to new settiers.

Mr. WATSON. I agree with the statement of the Minister
of Agriculture that it is of the utmost importance that this
branch experimental far should bu established in Manitoba.
To my mind, it is even of greater importance to have one of
these experimental farmas in Manitoba and the North-West,
than i0 is to establish the central farm in Ottawa, because
that is the country where they want to instruct settlers.
how to operate their new farmas, and that is the country the
Government are looking to with a view to locate settliers

Mr. FIsaia.

and increase settlement. But while I approved of this step
being taken last year-I believed it was in the right direction
at:that time, and I think so stili, that these experimental
farms in the different Provinces might be conducteed with
greater advantage by the local organisations than from bead-
quarters here in Ottawa-I think, if a certain amount of
money was voted to the Provinces and these farme were
operated under the control of the Board of Agriculture of
each Province, they would give butter results than if they
are operated from headquarters in Ottawa. I would like
to ask the Minister of Agriculture if it is his intention to
commence operations on the farm in Manitoba this year?

Mr. CARLING. Yes.
Mr. WATSON. Has the location of the farm been

decided on ?
Mr. CARLING. No, it has not,
Mr. WATSON. If the hon. gentleman has not decided

on the location of the farm, it will be very bard to start
operations this year.

Mr. CARLING. We do not expect to commence to farm
this year, but we will secure the land, and put up the
buildings, and be ready for next spring.

Mr. WATSON. I will inform the Minister of Agriculture
that unless he gets the land almost imrmediately, and breaks
it, he will have very poor success next year. It is necessary
to break the land, and backset it, and get it ready for crop,
and that should be done in June.

Mr. CARLING. We cannot secure the land without
the money.

Mr. WATSON. I should have hoped that it could be
paid out of the money voted last year. That would have
been sufficient to purchase the land. The hon. Minister
visited that section last year, and I had hoped that ho made
some notes in order to enable him, to select the farm. I
fear it will be of very little use next year. If it is not pur-
chased immediately, and the prairie broken up and culti-
vated, it will be of little or no use next year. I say it would bu
much better in the interests of the country as a whole that
a certain portion of the money that has been voted and
expended on the central farm in Octawa should be exnended
in establishing this farm in Manitoba, because it is 'of the
utmost importance that ail the information possible should
begiven to immigrants and new settlers. And more than
that, ail the farmers in that country to.day are experimen-
talists. I approve of the plan of securing a quantity of
Russian wheat and sending it out there for experiment.
Wheat farming is more important than anything else there,
but I think that trees which can be grown with advantage
should be experimented upon. I urge upon the Minister
of Agriculture that he shall have the farm in Manitoba
established at the earliest moment, and thon I hope a selee.
tion of good lands will be made, where the best results will
be secured.

Mr. DALY. When the last gentleman rose, I was about
to state almost what he las stated, that I think it is highly
necessary in the interests of the Province of Manitoba and
the North-West that this experimental farm should be
established as early as possible, not only in regard to the
question of agriculture, but also in regard to horticulture.
It is neeessary on our prairies, which as hon. gentlemen
know, are denuded of trees, that experiments should b
made not only as far as the forest trees are concerned, but
in relatioa to fruit. We have certain wild fruits there, and
it is believed that, if grafts are made on certain wild fruits,
we will be able to grow fruits in that country which are
not thought of at the present moment. As to the location
of the farm, I think the Minister of Agriculture will give
credit to the members on this side of the House from
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Manitoba, that they have urged the early location of that
farm periodically and systematically on the Government. If
there is not sufficient money to purchase that farm now, we
hope that the farm will be purchased at as early a date as
possible, so that a beginning may be made this year.
As to the wheat which lias been distributed, I am satisfied,
from the replies I have received from those to whom I sent
the wheat, that they are delighted with the sample; and I
think the la8t speaker will agree with me that a great ques-
tion in that country is to get a sample of wheat that will
ripen earlier, The frosts we suffered from for a couple
of years may not occur again, because it is said that a
different system of farming which bas been adopted in the
last two years will result in our not being affected by the
frosts in the future; and, if we can get a grain that will
ripen earlier than the hard Fife wheat which is used now, a
great deal will be gained. Mr. Saunders says that the wheat
which hias been sent up comes from a latitude higher in Russia
than the latitude in Manitoba, and no doubt, if it ripens
there, it will ripen early in our Province. Coming back to
the question of the value of the farm purchased here, I think
I saw in one of the Ottawa papers a day or two ago that the
arbitrators had valued Mr. Stackpole's farm at $125 per
acre.

Mr. CARLING. $126.
Mr. DALY. $126, and, taking the statement of the hon.

member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) the other
day, that the lands in Ontario had lessened in value, I will
quote from the report of Mr. Blue, of the Agriculture
Department of Ontario, who says that the value of farm
lands in that Province have increased by twenty-two mil-
lions in 1886 as compared with 1885, and this increase was
not due to increased acreage only, but that the value per
acre increased. In the March report of the Washington
Department of Agriculture, it is stated of New York State
as follows:-

" On the whole, farmers are more in debt than they were ten years
ago. There are a large number of farms which were purchased a few
years ago and mortgaged, which now would not sell for more than the
face of the mortgages, owing to depreciation of the farming lands
which, on an average, is fally 33 per cent. in ton years. Probably one-
third of the farms in the State would not sell for more than the cost of
the buildings and other improvements owing to this shrinkage."

I merely give this extract from Mr. Blue's report to show
that instead of farms in Ontario being depreciated in value,
they have increased; and I think if the hon. gentlemen
opposite, who possibly know more about farming than I do
-because I was told in the House the other night that I
was a lawyer and knew nothing about farming-if they
visited that farm and compared it with other farms in
Ontario, they will find that the Department of Agriculture
has not paid any more than the land is worth.

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the Minister of Agri-
culture if the establishment of an experimental farm in the
Maritime Provinces is included in this vote, whether the
Government propose making a commencement this year, or
whether any enquiries have been made on the subject
already; also, whether he can tell me at what place in the
Maritime Provinces they propose establishing this farm ?

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). With reference
to the value of land and to the remarks of the hon. member
for Brome (Mr. Fisher), there seems to be some doubt as te
the correct value of this land. I know, as a matter of fact,
that farms two, three and four miles further from the city
of Ottawa, and on the bank of the same canal, have changed
hands for purely farming purposes within the present
season, some for $125, and one for $150 an acre, for a 150-
acre farin. The buildings were very inferior, because they
were oocupied by old people, but they were bought by
younger men with a prospect of a longer life before them.
I was agreeably surprised to hear fror the Minister of Agri-

culture that the cost of this farm only averaged $130 an
acre. I feel confident that if the Government offered that
farm for sale to-morrow, at a price of $130 per acre, on the
average, with the large bonus inluded, they would have
scores of applicants for purchase.

Mr. CARLING. In answer to the hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones), I may state it is intended to make a
commencement in the Maritime Provinces this year, and
a portion of this money is for that purpose. The site has
not yet been selected, but soon after the House ries an
examination and selection will be made.

Mr. MITCHELL. Io any portion of this vote intended to
establish an experimental farm in New Brunswick ?

Mr. CARLING. It is intended to establish an experi-
mental farm in one of the Provinces, I do not know which,
that will answer for the three.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think Miramichi would be a very
suitable place, very convenient and central.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am glad the Government are mak-
ing an effort to do something in the interest of the farming
community. I am sure that if there is any class in this
Dominion who deserve that something should be done in
their interest by this Government, it is the farmers. There
is no section of the electors of this Dominion that have
suffered so seriously under the operation of the hon. gentle-
man's policy, as the farmers.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. MoMULLEN. Hon. gentlemen may pooh-pooh,

but the farmers of this country are beginning to realise
that the operations of that policy have been impoverishing
them, and will continue to do so. The increase of duties
this year on iron will undoubtedly extract from the farm-
ers' pockets more, proportionately to each individual, than
it will from the pockets of any other clas. I should be
very glad indeed to give my assistance in doing something
in the interest of the agriculturists. My hon. friend who
spoke a moment ago referred to some remark I had made
with regard to the value of lands in Ontario, and quoted
some statistics from the Ontario reporta to show they had
increased in value. Now, we know perfectly well that,
year after year, the municipalities of the different counties
raised the assessment on agricultural lands for the purpose
of keeping down the rates to as low a point as posi-
ble. These statistics are all gathered from the assesment
of the different municipalities; that is the basis up-
on which these calculations are made. Although by
that report the value of land appears to have increased,
I know that in the section where I live, and in the counties
around me, the value of land has positively decreased.
There is not a single money loaning institution in Toronto
to-day that is prepared to loan the same amount of money
upon the same hundred acres to-day that they would have
loaned two or three years ago. That is pretty strong evi-
dence that the value of land is decreasing instead of increas-
ing. I know that lands in my section of the country that
sold for $40 or $50 an acre three years ago, can be bought
to-day for $30 to $35 an acre, and cannot find buyers. I
should be very glad indeed to be able to report that lands
are improving in price, but that la not the case. I sympa-
thise very much with the agriculturists who have suffered
very considerably, as I have stated, and they will continue
to suifer. Now, Sir, if this experimental farm cau accom-
plish anything for the agriculturists I shall be exceedingly
rejoiced, but 1 am afraid it will only be a hole in which we
will bury a lot of money and nothing really will be accom-
plished. I am glad to hear to-night some hon. gentlemen
on this side of the House who support the Govern-
ment expressing the opinion that the Agricultural

*College of Ontario has accomplished a great deal of
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good in the interests of the farmers of that Province.
Why, Sir, for five or six, or seven years, hon. gentlemen
opposite poured their hostility upon the Government of
Ontario for establishing that farm; they used all sorte of
language with regard to the expenditure connected with it,
but now they are beginning to admit that it has accom-
plished something. Now, I would like very much that this
farm, in which we are going to bury a lot of money, would
turn out to be a success. But I hold that if the Minister of
Agriculture would distribute amongst the farmers in some
other way some portion of the money that is being
extracted out of their pockets, wrongfully so, by the in-
crease of duties; if he were to distribute some of the profits
among the agricultural associations, or import into this

.country a class of cattle that would improve our stock, and
a better class of sheep, and give those animals in the way
of prizes, or in some other way to scatter them throughout
the country so as to improve the varions kinds of stock,I say it
would be very much better than to spend a whole lot of money
in the wayyou propose to spend it on this experimental farm.
You may accomplish something by an experimental farm ;
I hope you will, and if the farmer gets 10 cents for every
dollar ho pays he well deserves it. H1e is paying largely,
and he best deserves from hon. gentlemen opposite some-
thing in the way of a return, as he suffers so severely. The
hon. nrember for North Grey (Mr. Sproule) said something
with respect to the value of farms in his section, and lie
talks of tarms being worth $100 an acre. I have been
through the county of Grey, and, although I admit there
are some very desirable farms, stili I never saw a farm
that would bring that figure, and I do not think there are
half a dozen farms in the whole county that would realise
it. The hon. gentleman includes buildings.

Mr. SPROULE. Yes.

Mr. MoMULLEN. The farm here without buildings has
cost $130 an acre. The Agricultural College farm at Guelph
had a good many improvements on it when it was bought,
and the Government bave added largely, so that now it is
in a very desirable shape. It has cost a good deal of money
and is an excellent farm, and the land is more valuable than
that purchased here. It is within one mile of Guelph, it is
in one of the best counties of Ontario, and is one of the most
valuable pieces of land within the limits of the Dominion.
Under these circumstances, and with the very high state of
cultivation into which it has been brought by the efforts of
the Ontario Government, it is undoubtedly doing some good ;
but the most good it has accomplished is by receiving as
students the sons of farmers of the Province, and educating
them in the different means of utilising the land to the beet
advantage. The member for Grey said that farmers were
beginning to appreciate even the small quantity of seed sent
out each year. I obtained five emall bags, each weighing
about five pounds, and I suppose-the other members received
a similar quantity, the whole cost of which would be
about $100. That is about all we have got from
the farm so far. I observe by a return presented
to the House that the Government have engaged a very
expensive director to whom they will pay 84,000 a year.
When this amount is paid and we have provided all the
attendants and servants necessary, the payments will reach
a large um. However, if it is going to accomplish any-
thing I am glad of it, but I must express my doubts as to
whether the farmers are going to be benefited by the oper-
ation. If the Government would take a reasonable amount
of the money which they extract from their pookets by
increased duty on iron, and distribute it in the shape of a
bounty on the shipments of grain and cattle, it would be
botter, for there is no portion of the population who are
suffering more from the operation of the present protective
polioy, whose means have been more reduced and who are

Mr. MCMULLEN.

personally and collectively so much pauperised, as are the
farmers under the operations of the National Policy.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Al rot.
Mr. MoMULLEN. The increase in the iron duties 1e a

still further burthen to the farmers. Hon. gentlemen
opposite do not like reference to this matter, but the farmers
are beginning to awaken to the fact; they are beginning to
look into the matter themselves.

Some hon. MEMBERS. They showed it at the last eleo-
tion.

Mr. McMULLEN. Yes, they did. In my own con-
stituency they realised that there was a considera ble amount
of humbug in the National Policy. They know that the
Government take $1 out of their pockets and return five
cents.

Some hon. MEMBERS. In what way ?
Mr. McMULLEN. By the imposition of increased duties

on evorything the farmers purchase.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would suggest that it is

hardly fair when we are on an estimate to provide for an
experimental farm, for the hon. gentleman to propose to
enter into the questions of the-tariff and National Policy, I
think we should keep to the question, otherwise we shall
have to spend ail summer here.

Mr. McMULLEN. We are discussing a very important
subject. The hon. Minister when ho was anxious to get
through his tariff resolutions asked us to defer the discussion
on some important questions, such as these I am now con-
sidering, and we agreed to do so, and he now wishes us to
postpone the discussion of this question. It is a privilege
which we have a right to exercise.

Mr. HESSON. If every member exercises that privilege
we shall nover get through.

Mr, McMULLEN. I think this is an important question,
and that it is the right time and place to discuss it. I am
quite willing to give my vote towards the establishment of
an experimental farm and to assist hon. gentlemen opposite
in doing anything for the best interests of the farm. I have
expressed the opinion that no one in the community deserve
more consideration than the farmer, and it is highly desir-
able that something should be done to help him out of bis
impoverished condition, for farmers were never in a more
impoverished condition than they are to-day, and this is
largely due to the operation of the National Policy. I hope
that the Minister of Agriculture will proceed carefully with
the erection of buildings and will show more economy than
lie did with respect to the purchase of land, the price of
which was altogether in excess of the actual value. I ob-
serve the hon. gentleman first purchased 110 acres, and after-
wards surrounding land sufficient to make up 460 acres.
I have no doubt that by the time the buildings are up and
the whole thing in running order, the cost will be as much
as the institution in Ontario, $400,000.

Mr. CARLING. I guarantee that it will not cost half
that amount.

Mr. Mo MULLEN. Although if it is going to benefit the
farmer's interest, I should be glad if it cost half a million.

Some hon. MEKMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. MoMIJLLEN. If, however, you were to take the
money and distribute it among the farmers, it wouol be
more advantageous than to sink it in an experimental
farm here. If we were to subsidise the different associa-
tions by offering prizes and by importing animale and
improving stock, much more would be accomplished. We
have not spent much in the interest of the larming com-
munity, and I am glad to see that such an expenditure has
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been commenced. I notice the amounts which other
countries have been spending on agriculture, and instead
of a paltry $30,000, which this Government spent last
year-and it was the first sum given to the farmers of this
country since the introduction of the National Policy-
France spent in 1885, upon agricnlture, $20,000,000; Brazil,
in 1885, $12,000,000 ; Russia, $11,000,000; Austria,
$5,500,000, and Japan, $1,000,000. Now, I hope that this
stop Qn the part of this Government will ho an introduction
in the direction of aiding the farming community, for they
want aid more than any other class. I have na doubt that
hon. gentlemen will hear from some of the farmers in this
House, who have had some experience in the matter of the
value of lands, and i have no doubt they will be able to put
my hon. friend from the North-West (Mr. Daly) right with
regard to the increased value of farm property. I am glad
to notice that hon. gentlemen are disposea to do a little for
the farming community, but I am sorry to say that, spent in
the way in which it is to be spent, it will h very largely lost.

Mr. McCULLA. I would not have addressed the House
on this occasion were it not from the fact that I represent
a constituency adjoining that of the hou, gentleman who last
spoke. I must contradict here distinctly the statement ho
made, and say that, so far as lands in his county and in the
county of Peel are concerned, they were never worth more
than they are to-day. I can only account for the statements ho
bas made on several occasions, trying to depreciate the value
of farms in hie neighborhood-as he and his friends have
always done in the country-by supposing that ho must be
speculating in somo land property, and that ho hopes to be
able to attain something by making these statements. For
some years past some of the hon. gentlemen on the other side
seem to take charge of the farmers; they pose as the care-
takers and representatives of the farming community. I
tell them that the farmers are an intelligent people and
quite capable of judging for themselves, ia such matters as
these affecting their own interests. I have confidence in
the Government and I have confidence in this experimental
farm, particularly as it is being established and will be
managed by a gentleman who was in charge of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture in Ontario when the Ontario Agricul-
ture College and farm were established. I hope hon. gentle-
men opposite are coming to the conclusion that the farmers
of Canada are intelligent men, that they cannot be imposed
on by clap-trap, and that they are thoroughly in accord with
the Government, as far as the National Policy is concerned.
That question was the issue in my own county during the
last election, no side issues were taken up, the election was
fought on the National Policy and the completion of the
Canadian Pacific Railway ; and instead of my opponent,
who had had the honor of representing the county in this
lHouse, being returned, the farmers came forward and voted
in support of the present Administration, on account of the
policy which they had been promoting since their accession
to ofiice.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I desire to say a few words
on this question, and I would say, in the first place, that I
think it would ho much better that the different Provincial
Governments should take the matter in hand, than that it
should be left to h dealt with by the Government here. I
claim to h pretty well acquainted with the working of the
college at Guelph. They have recently appointed an
advisory board, of which I have the honor te ho a member,
and I say that, so far as experiments are concerned, they
may be tried and prove succeesful upon some soils while
they would ho utterly worthless upon a farm with a differ-
ont soil. I think the Minister stated that the Department
had written to some person in the North-West, with
respect to the best way to cultivate the land and get it in
proper order for crops, but every practical farmer knows
that if yon have a heavy clay soil you must plough the

land at one season, while, if you have a light sandy soil, you
have to plough it at another season, so that it would be im.
possible, from these experiments, to acquire information
which the farmers could follow all the time. The information
which the fariners want is that which can only be obtained
at a thoroughly practical school, such as that which we have
in the Province of Ontario. The work in this direction is
going to be of more benefit to the farmers of the Dominion
of Canada than any other experiments that can be made.
For instance, there are a large number of students who go
out annually and they establish what they call experimental
unions.

Mr. CARLING. How many go out annually ?
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). The average, I believe, for

the last throe or four years, bas been seventy in attendance,
and, as they generally attend for two seasons, that would
represent about thirty or forty going out annually.

Mr. CARLING. Are they farmers' sons ?
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). There are more farmers'

sons there to-day than there have ever been since the insti-
tution commenced.- It shows that it is growing in favor
with the farmers and that it is one of the best schools we
can possibly have for educating the young farmers of our
country. Now, there is a certain class of experiments
which many say could be carried on, and that is experiments
in analysing the soil. I have been in communication with
some of the best chemists in the Province of Ontario, and,
while they say that i t is perfectly possible to analyse soils
thoroughly, and tell the various elements that enter into
them, yet they cannot tell whether they are suitable to
bo taken up as plant food, and therefore yon cannot tell
what artificial manures should bo app!ied. With respect to
the valuation of tarms, I have beeu engaged for some time
valuing farms in the Province of Ontario, and to say that
8130 an acre for a farm without fences or buildings is only
an ordinary price is something that I cannot understand.
I have been over one of the best counties in Ontario, the
county of Perth, of which the city of Stratford is the cen-
tre, and there is only one farm in that county, so far as I
could ascertain, that ever sold at a value of 810,000, and to-
da.y it could not be sold for more than 88,000 or 88,500.
Now, with respect to the value of land in Ontario, I say that
that value is going down.

Mr. CARLING. Is the hon. gentleman not aware that
the experimental farm at Guelph cost about $125 an acre
fifteen years ago ?

Mr. McMULLEN. That was buildings and all.
Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). There were upon it the

buildings necessary to keep the cattle in, up to last year,
when they were accidentally destroyed by fire. They were
purchased from Mr. Stone, one of the best breeders in On-
tario, and ho kept some of the best stock in those buildings
that bas been raised in the Province.

Mr. CARLING. How does the hon. gentleman account
for the large expenditure every year for farm buildings ?

Mr. McMILL AN (Huron). It is impossible for the hon.
gentleman, or any other individual, to put me off the track.
We find that the English education given to the young men
at the Guelph college is of the very best kind, and for this
reason, that in Ontario one of the great evils we have to
contend with, when we sond young men off the farms and
give them a good education, is that thoy leave the farm and
never return. In that respect the college at Guelph is a
great improvement on other educational institutions for
farmera' sons. i saw a ltter within the last few months,
written by a young man to his father, in which he stated
that h. had been in one of our high sebools, but that the
education h. was receiving at Guelph model farm wa far
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superior to anything he experienced there; that it was not
only completing his education but was giving him a thorough
training with respect to both the feeding and breeding of
animals, and that is something which the farmers need to-
day more than experimental stations. 'Then, when they go
out from the farm to the different parts of the country, they
meet annually at their experimental unions, they experi-
ment on soils and grains-these grains being sent out to
different localities in the Province-they experiment on the
various kinds of artificial manures, and at those gatherings
they give the results of their experience. That I look upon
as something which, in the future, will be of far greater
benefit to the farmers than any institution situated in any
locality can be, because you get from a number of young
men who have been specially trained for that purpose, the
kind of information which will lift the farmer out of the mire
where he has been for so long a time-information with
respect to the true system of cultivating the soil, as well as
the feeding and breeding of animals, and that is what we
require more than anything else. Now, with respect to the
value of land in Ontario, I have heard a great deal from hon.
gentlemen opposite with respect to the Bureau of Statisties
of that Province, and we have been told that those
reports do not show that land in gthat Province is de-
teriorating in value. Now, I want every hon. gentleman
to understand that in Ontario there is a large quantity
of wild land annually being brought under cultivation.
There is a very large amount of land that was left as waste
land when the farms were cleared that is now being taken
up rapidly, so that with the improvement going on in the
country, there must be a very bad state of things if land is
not increasing in value. I hold in my band the report of
Mr. Blue, who conducts the Bureau of Statistics of Ontario.
It gives a statement of the values of farm property from
1882 to 1885, and it shows that the total value of land in
1882 was $632,342,500, and that in 1885 it had fallen to
8u26,422,024, a reduction of $5,920,000, very close upon
86,000,000. I was very much surprised to find that the
hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) got up in the
House the other day and stated that the land was valued at
8654,000,000 in 1883, and at $625,000,000 in 1884, and,
according to the Bansard, ho argued that the land bad
increased in value 630,000,000 in that one year. He must
believe in the Irishman's system-take one from two and it
leaves three-to show that there was au increase. Now, I
ask what makes the value of the land fall in any country ?
It is the value of the produce of the land that gives
value to the land, and just so soon as the value of the
produce falls, just sou soon the value of the land falis.
What does the report of the same Bureau of Statistics
show with respect to the value of the crops ? In 1882 the
total value of the grain crops, that is, fall wheat, spring
wheat, barley, oats, rye and peas, in the Province of Ontario,
amounted to $89,682,065; in 1884 the value had fallen to
867,700,000, a fall of over $20,000,000, and in 1885 the
value of these crops had still further fallen to $60,212,000,
or something like 829,000,000 since 1882. We have not
yet got the report of the Bureau of Statistics for 1886, but
I am perfectly positive that when we do get it, the value
of the crops will be found to be as low as $60,000,000 or
even $59,000,000. Hon. gentlemen opposite cannot set
aside these facts, because the valuation of the land has come
from their own friends. A circular is sent to every farmer
in the Province, and ho is allowed to put his own value
upon the land, the buildings, the stock and implements, and
as hon. gentlemen have a majority in this House, we may
suppose that they have a majority in the country, and it is
from the returns sent in by their supporters that this report
to the Bureau of Statistics is made up. I found, in going
over the county of Perth, where I went to make a valuation
of land, the farmers there, both Reformers and Conservatives,
stated that the land had been reduced in value from 15 to 20

Mr. MOMILLAN (Huron).

per cent., and in many instances more than that.
Is it to be wondered at, when we find the crops
roduced in value to such an extent ? This reminds me of
a statement made by the hon. First Minister before the
National Policy was imposed. It was that if we continued
without a National Policy we would soon have Canada
become a vast pasture for the cows to be sont to the English
market. I can tell the hon. gentleman that to-day his pre.
diction is rapidly being fulfilled under the National Policy.
I can take him to districts where, in 1878, the farmers
were raising grain, but where they are now turning to
cattle raising; and if the same National Policy goes on
much longer the farmer will soon stop the growing of grain
altogether. There is, perhaps, just one way to benefit the
farmers, and it is this : The Government have been in
the habit of subsidising lines of steamships on the Pacifie
Ocean and elsewhere ; but if they would subsidise a
line of steamships to go to Liverpool and Glagow and
London, and compel them to carry cattie to the Eng-
lish market at a low rate, that would assist us more than
anything they have done. Thore is no class that has
suffered so much from the National Policy as the farmers of
Ontario. We have not been benefited by it in anything
we have had to sell, and we have been obliged to pay an
increased price for everything we purchase. We have been
told that we get goods under it cheaper than we did before.
I say that they are not proportionately as cheap as they
would have been if we had not had the National Policy. I
went into a store in Glasgow last summer, and left my order
for this suit of clothes on my back. A merchant in Canada
told me that I could not get it here for less than $23, and I
got it there for $16.50. A merchant told me that he pays
on a lot of dry goods 2 8 per cent., and that before it reaches
the consumer it amounts to 33 per cent. That is the benefit
the farmers derive from the National Policy on the goods
they have to purchase.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. gentleman who has
just sat down needs to reconcile his argument with that of
the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. MoMtullen)
who accounts for the fact that agricultural land is higher in
value to-day than it was a few years ago by saying that the
assessors have been putting up the price of lands year after
year to make the rate on the dollar lower; but the hon.
gentleman who has just sat down says it is not higher, but
a great deal lower. One cannot but be struck with the
ingenuity of the hon. gentleman in his comparison of the
value of agricultural products between 1885 and 1882. He
forgets to tell the House that in 1882 we had one of the
best crops in Ontario we had for many years, and, therefore,
it was natural to expect that the value of cereals would be
very high in that year, But during the last four years we
have had very poor crops. He forgets to tell the House
that the farmers of the country have turned their attention
from the raising of grain to raising dairy products and
animals, and in that way have been making up for the
large falling off in the raising of grains. With regard to the
Agricultural College at Guelph, most people will admit that
at present it is doing a great and good work; but we can-
not overlook the fact that for several years after that insti.
tution was established, a large amount of money was expended
without very much return; and during those years it was
natural to expect that the farmers wauld grumble. They did
complain. After taking advice from thoir friends in the coun-
try, they established an advisory board, they changed their
tactics, and they are doing good work to-day for which the
agriculturists of Ontario fuel very thankful; but, after all,they
are doing the work on one line, and the experimental farm
here is doing it on another line. They are turning their
attention to analysis of the soil, inspection of qualities and
quantities of food best suited to feeding cattle to put
them in the but ondition for foreign markets. The hon.
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gentleman who has just st down, refers to the number of
scholars who are there and to the importance of such an
institution. I believe each oounty in Ontario bas the priv-
ilege of sending annually two pupils to that college. That
is not much for each county when we consider the amount
of money we pay, but, I can only say that, so far as our
experience shows, up to the present, most of the scholars
who have been turned out of that college, instead of
staying at home and turning their attention to agri-
cultural pursuits, have gone abroad and turned their
attention to various other lines. I could not help
being struck by the pessimistie view taken by the
hon. member for Wellington (Mr. MoMullen) of the
benefit which accrues to the farmers from the establishment
of this experimental farm. It has, he says, distributed two
and a half pounds of grain each to so many farmers, and the
aggregate distribution to the few hundred people would be
equal to a sum of one hundred dollars, and that is all the
return we have for our expenditure on the experimental
farm. Would any gentleman, who knows anything about
farming, say this is the only return the farmer receives.
It is les than childish to make such a statement. It is not
the intrinsie value of the number of pounds of grain which
is distributed which we must look at, but the value of the
information the farmer receives by virtue ofthe experiments
which, if he had to make them himself, would have to be
made in a series of processes for years. Let me give an
illustration. The president of the Agricultural Society of
East Grey only last year applied to some dealers in Toronto
for some seed grain; he sowed the grain, barley, alongside
other grain he had been using for years, and what was the
result ? In the one field in which lie had sowed the best
samples of hie own grain he got about 15 bushels per acre,
while in the other field, in which he had sowed the grain
he received from Toronto, he realised about 32 bashels to
the acre, and lie obtained for that grain about five cents a
bushel more than ho did for the other.

Mr. MULOOK, Where did that come from ?

Mr. SPROULE. I do not know in what climate it was
grown, but I know it came from Toronto, and was grown
in the township of Artemesia. The result was that man
had double the money for his grain that he received for-
merly. What is proposed to be done by the experimental
farm ? It is proposed to examine thé different seeds of
other countries, to test thoir pro:luctiveness, and give the
results at as early a date as possible, so that our farmers
may be able to turn the information to account. We have
mon going round the country to-day selling seeds not fit to
be put in the soil, because they have no potency, and after
they have been tested, the farmer finds h lias lost a year,
and that hie land besides has yielded him no return, one
half of the grain not having sprouted. In the experimental
farm, however, the seeds may be tested before being put
in the soil, and the farmer will know their value without
spending time and money in investigating for himseolf.
When we consider these things. we cannot help recognising
the great importance of the agricultural institutions now
being established. The people in my part of the country are
remarkably well pleased. It is a want they have feit for
years, and which the Government of Ontario has done
niothing to supply ; but the Dominion Government have
taken up the matter and are prepared to carry out this
important work. I need say but littie as to the evidence
adduced of the relative value of land in the Province of
Ontario at this or any other period. The depreciation in
the value of land in some parts of the country is due to the
facts that we have acquired so much land in Manitoba and
t he North-West, where agricultural pursuits can be carried
on with les trouble than here, and the exodus to that
country has reduced the demand for land in some parts of
Ontario. But, notwithstanding all that, the experience in

our part of the country is that land is maintaining its value,
and if the hon. member for North Wellington cannot dis-
pose of those farms of his for as much money as ho could
some years ago, it is in au probability due to the inferior
cultivation of the land, and to the fact that they have
fallen into disuse. It is certainly not due to a re-
duction in the intrinsie value of the land, because
I believe land is going up all the time and
is destined to go up ail over the Province of Ontario.
Referring to the statisties of Mr. Blue, I cannot say any.
thing with reference to what the hon, gentleman said about
the reduced value of cereals from year to year, except that
we have had a succession of bad crops, so that the crops of
the past few years give no indication of the amount of grain
that can be raised in Ontario. In addition to that, we must
not forget that a large number of people who raised grain a
few years ago, are turning their attention to the manufac.
ture of cheese and butter. This will enable us to under.
stand the great disproportion between the amount of grain
raised to-day and that raised a few years ago. I believe
the experimental farm is destined to do a good work. Every
dollar spent in that interest is not returning, as the mem-
ber for Wellington says, dollar for dollar to the farmer of
Ontario, but is going to givoeus value more than a hundred
fold, and the good effects of the expondituro will be felt for
a long time to come.

Mr. FISHER. I am rather glad to find the hon. member
for Huron endorse my remarks, the more so as he is well
known as a gentleman of valuable experience and as one of
the most practical and best farmers in Ontario. Ho believes
with me that experiments by farmors, through a central
station, would be much more valuable than those made in
an experimental station in each locality. I would like some
little explanation as to how the money is to be laid out. i
understood the Minister to say ho expected this central
station will cost about $160,000. I understood that of this
estimate of 890,000, a portion is to be laid out on a central
station and a portion on a branch station. Would the hon.
the Minister say what portion ho intends to spend in each
of those various items, and would ho give us some informa.
tion in regard to the annual expenditure on these several
stations ?

Mr. SEUPLE. 1 wish this experimental farm every
success. It cost a great deal of money, $130 an acre; and
I should suppose, from viewing the farm, if suitable build-
ings should ho put up and drainage, it would cost $40 au
acre more. That would be $170 an acre. However, the
sale has been accomplishe:, and the land i bought, and I
hope it will have success. The main thing which I under.
stand we may expect from it is the seed brought from
different parts of the country and tested. There is no doubt
that seeds of different kinds fail, and have not the same
results as when first sown. Therefore, there is every reason
to make the changes of seed as frequent as possible, and to
encourage the use of different kinds. Whon wheat is sown
for a length of time, it iB desirable that a change should be
made. I think, therefore, that from the change of seed we
may expect more gain to the country than from anything
else in connection with the farm. Though a large amount is to
be expended on it, it will be good if it is for the benefit of the
farmers, bocanse there is more attention paid to every other
class in the community than to the farmers. We have heard a
good deal as to the value of farm property. l the locality in
which I live the land has depreciated in value from 15 to 25
per cent. The fact is, you eau scarcely get anyone to buy
a farm. A number want to sell their farme, but they cannot,
because so little las been matie at farming for the last
number of years. It must be remembered that the assessors,
when they go round the country, do not as a raie change the
figures very much, but put down the same p rice from year
to year. As it is a well known fact over e country that
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in a connty or in a township, if the property is equally
assessed, it matters little whether the valuation is high or
low, the result is that the decrease in the value is not as per.
ceptible as it otherwise would be. However, we find there is
a decrease, as shown from the statisties which have been
quoted by the hou. member for Huron. The farmers are
the least protected class of any. They have to protect them-
selves. They have to compete with every nation in the
world in regard to the produce which they have to sell, and
that is not the case with any other industry. If the manu-
facturers do not prosper, they come to the Government and
get some law passed to shut out anything which comes into
competion with their products, and the farmers have to pay
the enhanced price of what is manufactured.

Mr. MAR A. I should like to ask the Minister of Agri-
culture whether it is intended to establish the far m in
British Columbia upon the island or upon the mainland, and,
if upon the mainland, iwbother it is to be established east or
west of the Cascade Range of mountains. If he has not the
information now, [ hope he will obtain it in time to com-
mence operations this year.

Mr. CARLING. No place has yet been selected in British
Columbia as the site for the experi mental farm, but I hope
that it will be selected soon after the Session.

Mr. MARA. In time to commence operations this year ?
Mr. CARLING. I hope so.
Mr. FISHER. I would like to know from the Minister

what proportion of this $90,000 it is intended to lay ont
upon the central station, and what proportion on the other
stations ; and I should also like to have some idea of what
annual expenditure the establishment of these stations is
expected to entail.

Mr. CARLING. It is expected that $60,000 of this item
will be required for improvements, and that $30,000 will go
towards the expenses.

Mr. FISHER. On the central station ?
Mr. CARLING. No, on all the stations, We expect the

an'nual expenditure will be between 830,000 and 840,000.
When the stations are all established and in full force, the
annual expenditure estimated is about $35,000.

Mr. FISHIER. I am very glad to hear those figures given,
but I confess that I do not expect that the Miinister will
keep within these bounds. I am glad to hear that he is so
confident, and that he expects to establish this central
station for $200,000.

Mr. CARLING. 8160,000.
Mr. FISIER. I thought he said it would take about half

what the Ontario farm cost, which, I think, was about
8400,000.

Mr. OARLING. I said less than half. It will be about
$160,000.

Mr. FISHER. While I should be glad to see the expend-
iture kept within the bounds mentioned, I greatly fear,
judging from the commencement which has been made,
that they will not be so kept ; and if the five stations-the
central station and the four branch stations-are going to
be carried on at an expenditure of $35,000 a year, I think
the commencement of the establishment here is very much
out of proportion. I understood that the salaries here
already would amount to the proportion of that $35,000
which could be given to the central establishment; and we
understood that the salaries of the higher officials will be
only a portion of those to be paid on all the experimental
farms. They will require a great deal of labor, and we gen.
erally find that in Government works the labor is laid ont to
great disadvantage, and is very expensively done. This
year, I have seen already that the labor has been so laid out,

Mr. SEMPL

I suppose because it was commenced so late in theseaoon,
and because it was attempted to do o much in a short time.
A great deal of the work ought to have been done at fall.

Mr. CARLING. We had not the land thon.
Mr. FISHIER. Then we could wait till next-all, instead

of doing it to-day, when work is very expenaiv andit is
almost impossible to do it satisfactorily. It woild be dar-
better to leave it over till next fal, when it could be doue
more cheaply and more satisfactorily in regard to the
future. If this kind of work is to be ecarried on in the four
branch stations, which the Minister has, much to my regret,
determined to carry througb, I fear very much that the
estimate he has given of the annual expenditure and the
future expenditures in regard to these farms will be very
much exceeded.

Mr. WATSON. I desire to ask the Minister what quantity
of land he expects to secure for the farmin Manitoba; what
proportion he expects to break up and bring into cultivation
this year, and what amount of money he intends to expend
in Manitoba during the coming season ?

Mr. CARLING. We expect to seoure a section or less-
at all events, not more than a section. We will take
steps in regard to it immediately after the House rises.

Mr. M[LLS (Bothwell). The Government has no land
left there.

Mr. CARLING. They may have land enough on which
to establish the farm.

Mr. GIGAULT. Until now the bulletins published for
making known the operations of that institution have been
translated into French a long time after they were pub.
lished in English. As they contain very useful information I
hope the Minister of Agriculture will see that they are pub-
lished at the same time in both languages.

Mr. FISHER. What means are being taken to distribute
these bulletins through the country ?

Mr. CARLING, It is intended that the members of the
House shallh b asked to give the names of as many of the
leading agriculturists in their constituency as possible, and
bulletins will be posted to them regularly.

Contribution of Canada towards the Imperial
Jubilee of the Queen'a reign, namely, the
Imperial Institute.....................................$97,333 33

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is a considerable
sum of money, and I could wish that our finances were in a
state which would allow of our granting it with les incon-
venience than I fear can be the case. I want to know pre.
cisely what this Imperial Institute is intended to effect;
what are the contributions which are going te ho made te
it by the United Kingdom, the colonies and India respec-
tively; also, what proportionate mums are being contributed
by the Imporial authorities, and by the several colonies and
India ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am not aware of ay sum
having beon appropriated by Ier Majesty's GoverP.nmnt as
yet. That question was an opdn question. Very çon*ider-
able sums are boing given by varions noblemen and private
gentlemen, and the large guilde in London, as a contribu-
tion to this institute. I explained at some length, on intro-
ducing the Budget, the general soope of this organisation.
It was the original intention of His Royal Highness, the
Prince of Wales, who moved primarily in it, that it should
be confined to the colonies and India. It was ubsequently
claimed by the London Chamber of Commerce and the
commercial classes, that in the Jubilee memorial of er
Majesty's reign in London, the United Kingdom should be
represented as well as the colonies and India, and a com-
mittee was appointed by His Royal Highness, composod of
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the leading public men representing all the great parties in larly in the Maritime Provinces, it is evident that we shouldEngland, to devise a schene for the purpose of carrying not have entered upon this enterprise. I suppose it hasout the object intended, and the result of that was embodied gone so far that it is uselese to protest against it, and, if wein a memorandum, a copy of which I think I can lay on had not becone involved in the engagement, I think itthe Table of the House, so as to furnish information as to would have been the duty of the fouse to have rejectedthe general design. It is intended to utilise the grounds at this vote.
South Kensington, the site of the exhibition, as they prac- Mr. WELDON (St. John). What amount is proposed totically belong to the Crown, for the puipose of having be raised ?an Imperial Institute. A large and imposing building Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Ail the money that can be
will be provided, one-half of which is intended to be appro- obtained.
priated to the colonies and India, and the other halfoM.
or about that portion, to the United Kingdom. It i' Mr. WELDON (St. John). The mangers are levying
intended that the representation of the various natural contributions all over England, and, accoiding to Mr. Lab-
products, of manufactures, and the various industries in ouchere in Truth, tbey are taxing everybody very heavily.
operation in the United Kingdom, India and ail the colonies, Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. They want to get ail the
shall find place in this building, so that parties wishing for money they can.
information with reference to any industry in the United Mr. MALLORY. In giving this particular sum at thisKingdom, will be able to find in this Imperial Institute ail particular time-although I do not believe the Minister ofthe information he desires. it is expected to furnish, in Finance thinks so-I believe we are entering on this schemefact, illustrations of all the minerais and various products, unwisely, and that nearly every year subsequently, Canadaand information is also to be distributed in reference to ail will be asked to contribute a certain sum towards the main-portions of Her Majesty's dominions. tenance of the institution. If there were definite plans laid

Mr. JONES. How is the expense of keeping it up to be down as to the cost of maintenance and the proportion to be
met ? borne by the colonies, then my objection to this vote would

SirCHARLESTUPPE R. It isexpectedthattherewillnot be so strong as it is. But I agree with the hon. mem-
be a sufficient endowment to provide, not only for the erec. ber for Nhorthumberland (er. Mitchell) that, on entering
tion of the building but for its maintenance. I may say that on a dcheme of this kind, we are entering on an expenditure
I have stated in the clearest and most distinct manner to the end of which we cannot see. In our present condition
His Royal lighness, and to the gentlemen who have been of depressed finances we should be careful in regard to the
engaged in perfecting this scheme, that while the Govern- expenditure of publie money outside of our own country.
ment of Canada would ask Parliament for the appropriation We can expend our finances to greater advantage in our
of £20,000 sterling, that sui was intended to cover the entire Dominion, and it will be for the interest of the people
contribution of Canada, both toward the original foundation here that they should be so expended, rather than we should
of the institute, and toward the expense of its maintenance, contribute a large sum, which I believe will be followed byfurther sums in years to corne, to an institution in England.

Mr. JONES. What is the total cost likely to bei? ..r. MILLS (Bothwell). Can the Minister of Finance
Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. That matter is not yet doter- state what will be the probable annual charge? fias there

mined, because, of course, it would depend upon the amount been any estimate made ?
of money that could be raised. The site will practically Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. I have already stated-that Icost nothing, so that al the money that is contributed have taken every means of advising the parties engaged inwill be appropriated to the building and the organisa- this undertaking that the contribution of Canada was a con-tion of the institute. The amount appropriated by the tribution once for all, and that we did not hold ourselves
varions Australasian colonies was not determined when I liable, nor did we intend to incur any responsibility what-left England, and I am not able to say what it is, but I am ever. In fact, I communicated to His Royal Highness theinclined to think it will be very considerable. I think ail Prince of Wales, and the committee, a cable I received from
the Australasian colonies have agreed to co-operate and to the First Minister, to the effect that Canada limited its res-
contribute largely to tbis undertaking. ponsibility in regard to the whole undertaking entirely to

Mr. JONES. Will the expenditure be under the direc. this contribution. At the same time I do not hesitate to
tion or control, or made with the concurrence, of the say that I have no doubt some annual charge will be
present or future igh Commissioner ? incurred not only by the Federal Government, but by

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, so far as Canada is ail the Local Governments, in this way: The Ontario
concerned; and one of the conclusions adopted by the com- Government placed their entire educational exhibit at
mittee was that each section should be under the general my disposai for the Imperial Institute of the Colonies
supervision and direction of the official representative of and India, when I appealed to all the Provincial Govern-
that country in London. ments, as well as to the Government of the Dominion, to

give their exhibits for the purpose of forming a nucleus for
Mir. MONEILL. I thinkthat an authoritative statement this institute. The response was uniform, and was given

has been made within the last day or two that the Australian in a most generous spirit. I say that the Government of
colonies are contributing £100,000. Ontario placed their entire educational exhibit, which was of

Mr. DALY. I see in a despatch to the Toronto World of great value and had proved of the utmost interest in England,
yesterday the following:- at my disposal. It was subsequently returned, because when

it was decided to vary the plan, as originally proposed by is"It is now admitted by the strongest opponents of the project that Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, and to erect the build-teIpeilItue has at lut satisfactorily turned the corner, and
that ai fear of a collapse of the scheme haq b9en rem)ved. The United ing before any organisation was undertaken, I thought it
Kingdom alone has subscribed £190,000, Canada promises £20,000, and botter that ail the exhibits should be returned, so that when,
Australa £100,000. £310,000 arethus already guaranteed, and by 4th at the end of three years, the building has been completed,
July, the amount will reach fully £400,oo0." a mach better exhibit may be made. No doubt ail the

Mr. MITC HE LL. I desire te enter my protest against Provincial Governments will be glad to take advantage of
this item. It is an expenditure that we ought not to have the opportunity to make a contribution, so that the exhibits
entered upon. When we look at the depressed condition of of the Provinces shall find a place in this Imperial Institute.
Our agricultural, lumbering and fishing population, particu- Accordingly, the Government of Canada, from year to year,
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will, 1 have no doubt, have to expend a small amount in send-
ing forward the best representations of the natural products of
the country, and for the purpose of keeping in bondon an
advertisement, the best advertisement we can possibly have,,
of this country and its resources. And so with private manu.
facturers, who will, I am sure, take advantage of the oppor-
tunity to send there illustrations of the various industries in
which they are engaged. In that way, while it has beon
distinctly announced that the Governmont of Canada does
not hold itself responsible, does not intend to contribute any
amount whatever to the cost of annual maintenance of this
Imperial Institute, I have no doubt certain expenses Will
be incurred, such as the Government may think wise and
such as Parliament may appropriate, to keep before the eyes
of the world (because there is no place in which this can be
done so thoroughly as in London) the resources of our
country, and I believe this expenditure instead of being one
not warranted under the circumstances, and not only this
expenditure' but any small annual expenditure that will
follow, will be justified by the benefit it will confer on the
eountry.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Do I unelerstand that Canada
will have a permanent place in that institute ?

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. Yes.'
Mr. WELDON (St. John). Will it be under the charge

and under the expense of Canada?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is our contribution to

that, and it is understood that of the buildings one-half at
least will be set apart for the representation of the products
of the United Kingdom, and one-half, equally favorably
situated, will be set apart for the Colonies and India, and
that will be divided so as te present the resources and illus-
trations of such colony by itself. It will be under the gen-
eral organisation. It will be at the cost of the general
organisation, and there will be no charge falling upon the
country in relation te it except such as we may voluntarily
assume. But the general direction and management of
each court representing each colony is to be under the con-
trol of the official representative of the colony, where they
have one.

Mr. JONES. Could it not be utilised for the dissemina-
tiòn of information with regard tb emigration.?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is one. of the leading
objects,

Immigration ................................ $229,525

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT I am not so mach
disposed t criticise individual items here as to raise the
question for the consideration of the committee whether
the whole of the expenditure that we are incurring for the
purpose of immigration is not a buge mistake. We have,
unfortuntely under our hand, in the report of the Depart.
ment of Agriculture for the last five years, the most corclu-
sive evidence which, I suppose, it is possible to imagine, that
the statements made to us by that Department have been
wholly fallacious and misleading. I need not go through
in detail the statements made as te the number of immi-
grants and colonists settled in Manitoba in 1881-2-346, but
the result is, that, whereas on the authority of the report
made by that Department the Ministers of the Crown have
been stating that the population of Manitoba and the North-
West Territories have been inceased by 155,000, it is per-
fectly clear from the official census made by the same gen-
tlemen that either those people never went there at all,
that they were not settlers in- the proper sense of the
terni, or, which is even worse, that they did go there,
and that having gone there, having attempted t
settle in Manitoba, ont of those 155,000 scarcely more
than- 4e,000- had remained ; and the balance of 110,000

Sir CHBLza TâPma.

or 115,000 either returned to Canada or went to
the United States or elsewhere, and they became, as
I stated a few nights ago, to all intents and purposes, anti-
immigration agents-men who, having gone to the country
under a mistake, or having been brought there -under false
representations, as the case may be, have gone away soured,
discontented, and disappointed, and are positively doing
us a great injury instead of doing us good. Now, as to this-
there ean be no possible doubt. ' We have on the one side
the reports of the Department, with very specific statet
menta as te the number of settlers, and we have on
the other the official census showing that these reports are
utterly misleading. It will be remembered that, on many
occasions, gentlemen on this side have stated their convictions
that these reports wore not to be relied upon, and it is clear
that in the statements we made we never fully measured
the extent of the injury that had been doue, or the lóss of
settlers which had occurred there. I always supposed
that there were at least 110,000 or 120,000 white settlers
in Manitoba, and a corresponding number in the North- West
Territories. Now, we find there are barely 95,000 white
settlers in Minitoba and 23,000 in the North-West Terri-
tories. But I find besidés that, the statement which is
made lu the same reports that nearly one half million of
settlers have settled in the varions Provinces of the Domin-
ion (477,000 ls, I think, the exact number as given by the
returns of the Department during those four or fi\ve years).
Now, it is utterly impossible that that can represent the true
settlement in this country. That number of settlers may
possibly have come here. I am not disposed at this moment
to say whether they came or not; I believe they did come
here; but it is perfectly clear that if that number of people
came to Canada the vast bulk of them were, in.the stricteat
sense, birds of passage; that they came bore only to go away
to other countries. ln practice what we are doing is this :
We are unable, as we know to our cost, to retain the natural
increase of our population in Canada, yet we are.year by
year-I am glad tosee the decrease in the vote, but still it
romains nearly a quarter of a million-spending a large
amount of the people's mone in bringing persons to
this country, who either do not stay here or become
competitors with our own people and drive them out
of the country. Now, I say it is doubly and trebly wrong;
I say it is a frand on the iative Canadians and a fraud ou
the taxpayers in the country, te bring people here who, if
they romain in Canada, must remain bore largely, if not
altogether, by driving out our own people. Therefore, I say
it would be botter that we should put ai end to this exponct-
iture altogether, or reduce it, at any rate, to the proportion
of information offices in London, and a few other points
where it may possibly ba of importance for us to have some
reprosentatives of the Dominion to whom persons can ap-
ply for information. But, as a matter of policy, I say that,
under the existing condition of things, this appears to me to
be money which is worse than walted. I say that our whole
immigration policy for at least the last six years is, in the
face of our own census returns, a gross and manifest failure,
and-that perseverance in it is doing a great injury to a valu-
able clam of people in this coutry; and I would recom-
mend the committee-though this, perhaps, is not the time
at which it is desirable to take a vote-to greatly reduce
this item.

Mr. DALY. As one of the representatives of Manitoba,
I must take exception to the remarks of the hon. gentle-
man opposite with reference te the condition of that coun-
try, and a to immigration. He does ,not take into con-
sideration that a great number of the people who came in
there, and who were no doubt counted as immigrants, were
employed upon the Canadian Pacifio Railway, that they
went through to the Rocky Mountains, and either passed
out by way of Emerson on their return from the Rocky
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Mountains, or went to British Columbia. Now, instead of to show eithor that the people neyer came bore at all, and
the Government reducing this item, so far as Manitoba and that the Department was wholly deceived, or that they were
the North. West Territories are concerned, I think the item more birds of passage who came to Canada, and after spend.
should be increased. If that country is to increase in ing a few weeks or a few months in the country went
population, and if the dreams of which we have heard go elsowhero, preaumably te the United States. Now, Sir, thore
much are to be realised, it must be by the increase of im can be ne greater injury done to this ountry-and
migrants, and, a I stated the other day, we must consider that is the point I want speoially to cati the attention of the
that no matter what sums of money have been expended cemmittee to-than under any pretene or pretext what-
upon immigration, yet as far as Dakota and Minnesota and ever to bring immigrants to this rountry under the idea
the western States of America are concerned, they have that they are going to settie here and become prosporous
been advertised to the world for twenty-five, thirty-five or inhabitants of tho country, and then have them bave tho
forty-five years, and that practically it is only since 1881 country disappointed, to givo unfavorable and very likoly
that immigrants have come into the Province of Manitoba. unfair accounts of the country to their friends and relatives
As I stated before, when you consider ail the circumstances scattored al uver the world. I happen te know that very
which have prevailed in that country, I think the fact that great ovil has beon doue te legitimate immigration in this
our population has increased 74e5 per cent in five years is country from reports sent ont by persons who were brought
a very good showing. But I say that instead of this item here undor false pretenses-because it amounted to that-
being decreased it should be increased, and that the utmost by inducements indiscree±y heid ont te them by porions
vigor should be used by the Department of Agriculture, who were empioyed either in the regular or irregular
by way of distributing literature and appointing agents service of the Department of Immigration. 1 say it is a
in the Old Country, and not only on British soil but in crying evil; and I say more, that in the eider Provinces
foreign countries, to lay before those people the benefits the complaintemade by the labor unions and other bodies
which can be derived by emigrating to the Province of of that kind againat the pelicy of the Govornmont in bring-
Manitoba. I have no expectation that the desire of hon. ing immigrants here te compete with those men and to take
gentlemen opposite will be carried out, that the item will the bread eut of their mouths, are very wotl justified.
be wiped out entirely, but I trust that after their experience iere we are protecting the rich employer, and are at the
this year the Department will see its way clear to increasesame time bringing out at the publie cost mon te competo
the item during next year, beeause if we do not encourage with the empioyed-to cut down their wages, and te
immigration to that couD try ail the money we have sent diminish tho scanty returns they receive for 1tbir labor.
upon it must go for nothing. As a representative of Mani-I say that is entirely wreng. As regards Manitoba it is
toba, I would not be doing my duty if I did not enter my very doubtful, indeed, te me whether nny ef those assisted
protest against the decrease of this item. immigrants are likoby te make good settiers there. Ai

1 understand the case, you cannet pesai bly afiord to bring
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The flouse will ob- mon te Manitoba unloss thoy possese some ameuntefcapital

serve that bore are the reports of the Department of Immi- te enable them te bece prosperous settiers there. It in
gration. They -state distinctly that in 1881, 22,000 souls a great mistake, I should gay, to encourage anything ap-
were reported to have settled in Manitoba and the North. proaching pauper immigration te thatcountry in its preseut
West ; 58,751 in 1882, 42,000 in 1883, 24,000 in 1884, and condition. They are not tho people who will be ouny
7,000 in 1885 ; 155,000 in all. Now, Sir, we have the great befit te Maniteha; and as a matter ef fact wo have
census returns to show us that not 40,000 of those immi- the evidence of hon. gentlemen's own returns thut if any
grants stayed there. It is, therefore, perfectly clear that snob are brought thero they most assuredly do net stay.
the 110,000 who were stated over and over again by the
Minister to have gone there, either never went there or Mr. McMULLEN. I think we shouid seriously consider
have gone away. We pointed out repeatedly that a the expenditure of this large amount et money for immi-
great number of those people were merely transient gration purposos. Iu past years, wben the question of
visitors, or people who were brought in, as the hon. gentle- immigration was bofore the louse, hon, gentlemen eppo-
man, perhaps, correctly enough suggests, for a temporary site, frem time te time, prosented statoments tu show that
purpose by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and the cost per capita of immigrants brought into this country
who left the country again. Constantly we were told was something like $3.86 or $4 a head, wbich they ropre-
by hon. gentlemen that we need have no fear for the sontod was mucleos than the cost under the previeus
future of that country, because a quarter of a million of Govrument. Now, when we takrethe actual numbor of
people, or thereabouts, were settled there two or three settiers in Manitoba, aceording te the cousus returns, and
years ago ; and I quite admit that if any reliance at divido that number into the actual ameunt ef money we
all could have been placed on the reports of their own have expendod during the bast five years, we find that in-
Department of Immigration, they were justified in making stead of their costing us about $4 a head, they have cest
that statement. The hon, gentleman who spoke last is us exactly $50 a head. Now, L say it is time some stop
not aware, I presume, that the Department professes we put te this expondîture. We should cancel every
not only to give the numbers of those who went in, but the immigration office that is net absoluteiy necessary.
numbers of those who loft, and that the figures I quoted are Wilb any man Vell me that an immigration agent in Ottawa
the residuum-those who were said to have remained in the is a necossity. I can understand the necessity of semething
country; so that so far as his argument goes, it would not of the kind in Montreat or Qaebec, but net in Ottawa,
apply to the statements made by that Department. The familton, London aud similar places. In the city of Loa-
Department stands convicted by the census returns of a don alone, we pay altegether something like $20,000; wo
gross error-so gross as to destroy ail confidence for many pay in Canada, $31,861, aud I notice that Ist year the
years to corne in any reports that Department may make. amount oxpended for contingencies was $13,621. Onegen.
I was not referring most of all to Manitoba, although the tieman expreised the opinion that we sheubd continue tiis
settlement there is a very important question, no doubt. I system, in order to increase the population et Manitoba. I
was referring most of all to the alleged fact, that nearly ar prepared to gay that anything that cau be done vit ay
50(1,000 immigrants, according to the report of the Depart- reasenable ceet te increas the population of the North-
ment, have settled in this Dominion. Now, I contend that Westshould ho doue. Tiat country, which las coît us se
not merely the evidence we have from Manitoba, but all that 1 large an amount of money already, will ho virtuaily lest te
we have been able te gather from the other Provinceagoeesus,unlesswe eau indues actual setters te go in, and I would
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willingly consent 'to any reasonable expenditure to accom-
plish that end. But we have been spending large amounts
of money in the past. Last year, we paid for salaries
in Manitoba, $10,015. I find there was paid for
contingencies a little over $7,000 altogether. By
looking at the different places where we have agencies,
we find we pay quite a large amount for rent. In
the city of Ottawa, for instance, we pay office rent
6240, taxes $62, cleaning and repairing $46, travelling
8258 In Toronto we pay for fuel $169, cab hire and rent
$1,109, newspapers $36 ; in all $2,126. The St. John's
agency costs us $89 for travelling expenses. In ail the
different offices I find there is a very large amount of money
expended for purposes of that kind. At Emerson we have
paid for travelling expenses and contingencies, $694; at
Montreal, for rent, $133. The whole system should be cut
down and remodelled, and the salaries of agents in Europe
cut down. I find we have sent à% gentleman as agent to
France at an expense of 82,400, with an assistant at
$300. I find we have appointed two additional agents
at 81,200 each. We know that this question of immigra-
tion has been taken up by the trade unions who have
given their opinion in strong terms as to the impro-
priety and injustice of bringing in foreign labor
to compete with them. I believe that we should import
men who will settle in the country and become agricultur-
ists ; but under the system that has been carried out for
the last five years, the statistical returns, the returns of
population in the North-West, show that we have been
positively cheated by the manner in which the money has
been used, and that people have been represented as settlers
who have not settled in the country at all. When facts
such as these confront us, it is time the whole system was
remodelled. I do not think there is any item upon which
we should take a stronger stand than the enormous expen-
diture under the head of immigration. It is an injustice to
the people to keep immigration agents in such places as
Kingston, Hamilton and Ottawa, where immigrants do not
arrive at all. Any one who will call on the immigration
agent here will sce that the work lie las to do is a mere
nothing. I cannot understand, in fact, what he does.

Mr. WRIGHT. I can assure the hon. gentleman that lie
is entirely mistaken with regard to the immigration agent
at Ottawa. That gentleman is a most active and useful
officer; he performs a most important function. I can speak
from my own knowledge, for î know he · has brought out
many immigrants to our city and has induced them to settle,
notably in my section of the country. In that section, forty
or fifty of them, excellent farmers, were induced to take up
land. In the whole Ottawa district generally,,that gentle-
man has performed a most important function; and I thinir,
if the hon. gentleman's arguments do not apply with more
force to Kingston than to Ottawa, lie is entirely mistaken.
I repeat, throughout the whole length and breadth of the
Dominion, no more efficient officer will be found than Mr.
Wills.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is to be regretted very
much that hon. gentlemen opposite take the line in this
House that they do. I do not say it is not possible to re-
duce the expenditure, and we have shown our desire to re-
duce the vote for immigration by placing it at 850,000 less
than last year. But I say a greater injury could not be in-
flicted upon Canada than to adopt the suggestion made by
hon. gentlemen opposite, that this appropriation should be
abandoned. I do not mean to say that immigrants will
not come to this country, persons not at ail adapted to suc-
ceed in it, and who will fail, as many do, to realise their
extravagant expectations; and who, when they go away,
will decry the country. Instead of their coming here being
a benefit it is an injury. The moment that special attention
is attracted to any portion, as it was to the North-West, 1

Ma. MOMULLEN.

. every person knows that crowds of people, men who have
never succeeded in their lives in any part of the world ;
men who, owing to their habits of indolence and dissipation
and unwillingness to work, cannot succeed in any place,
will come here, and because they cannot make fortunes will
go away, after loafing around and spending what little
means they have in dissipation, and give the country
a bad name. We cannot help that, but I would ask
what impression any stranger coming into this louse
and taking a seat in the gallary, would form as to the
gentlemen who were sitting on that side. He would sup-
pose they were the inhabitants of a foreign country, and
their object was to injure, as far as they possibly could,
the best interests of Canada. We have one of the most
magnificent countries the sun shines on. From the Island
of Prince Edward in the Gulf of St. Lawrence away across
the continent to Vancouver Island on the Pacifie. The whole
world does not possess a country with greater attraction for
every man who is willing to work for his living than
Canada possesses. Yet to listen to these hon. gentlemen,
you would suppose Canada was one of the most miserable,
God-forsaken countries on the face of the globe. Talk
about property depreciating in Ontariol1 How could it do
otherwise than depreciate? How is it possible to attract
capitalists, the farmers of Great Britain, the men who pay
£100 to £800 a year rent for a farm, and at the end of the
year are poorer mon, than they were at the beginning-
these men, who are looking abroad to see where they may
better their fortune, and there is no place in the
known world where they can do better with their capital
and their knowledge of agriculture, and benefit their
position, than in the Province of Ontario-how is
it possible to attract them to this country, when
they take up the records of the discussions of this Bouse
and find that the men who profess to speak for the farmers
of Ontario, are declaring, in the face of the world, that
agriculture is a down-trodden interest, that the farmer is
ground down by taxation, in Ontario, until he is so im-
poverished that bis iand diminishes in value ? Does anyone
believe that is the mode by which capital and industry are to
be attracted to a country, and that is all that is necessary
to be attracted to this country in order to make it all that
the most ardent patriot can desire ? I say we have a country
that is capable of furnishing happy and prosperous homes
for a hundred millions of people. We have a country
capable of furnishing as happy and comfortable homes for a
hundred millions of people as any section of the globe can
present, but we will never get them so long as gentlemen,
whatever object they may have in view, use their talents
and their time, instead of doing what the people of other
countries do, upholding their country and presenting it,
not in its worst, but in its most attractive form. Look at
the great republie to the south of us, where fifty or sixty
millions of people have been attracted to build up that
great country and make it what it is. How is it
done ? If you see a gentleman, no matter whether he is a
democrat or a republican, no matter what his politics may
be, no matter whether he is for or against the Government
of the United States, though he may attack the party to
which he is opposed and denounce them, touch his country,
say a word as to the United States of America and you will
find that, wbatever his politics may be or whavever his
political opinions may be, he is a patriot and resents as
a personal injury any slight or any attack upon the char-
acter or position of his country, or its attractions for settlera.
That is what has made the U ûited States of America what
it is. If we are to follow in their wake, if we are to build
up a great British nationality on this northern half of the
North American continent, we will have to adopt the same
policy, we wili have to do justice to the magniflcent leri-
tage which God has given us, and to point out, not its
disadvantages or its drawbacks, but its advantages, and to
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show, that which I am able to show, that Canada can
present to the world to-day, that Canada can present to
capital and industry, attractions second to no part of the
civilised world. The Secretary of State for the Colonies
said to me one day: "You have turned the heads of my con-
stituents; they came up here the other day, the farmers and
the agriculturists,"-and ho represonted a great agricultural
constinuency-" and after walking through the Canadian
court at the Colonial Exhibition, they have turned thoir faces
home in despair; they say, whatever we may do, how can
we compete with that country; and I have no hesitation in
saying that that visit to the Canadian section of the
exhibition will attract capital from the county which
I represent to Çanada." All we require is to give this
country fair play, to put it fairly before the world, to
attract that capital and that industry. Talk to me of the
farmers-I say I know something of them. I amrn fot a
farmer, but I have represented one of the finest, one of the
largest, one of the most independent and of the best agri-
cultural counties to be found in the wide Dominion of
Canada for thirty-two years successively, with the exception
of the brief period when I was absent in England. I know
everything in relation to the farming industry of this
country. I have travellod far and wide over Canada. No
one man knows this Dominion botter than I do. I have
lived in Prince Edward Island, I have lived in New Bruns-
wick, I spent years of my life in my native Province of
Nova Scotia, I have lived in Ontario, I know Quebec inti-
mately, I have visited again and again the North-
West Territories and British Columbia, and I speak
from personal knowledge when I say that there
is no agricultural people in the world that has
greater reason to be proud and satisfied with their position
than the agriculturists of Canada and of every Province in
it. I have been from one end of the Dominion to the other,
and I say that there never was a farming population that
had greater reason to be satisfied than the agricultural
population of this Dominion, and every Province in it.
There is not a Province in which a most marked change
has not taken place for the better in the position of the
farmer, and that year by year steadily to the present day.
Yesterday, the farmer was borne down by mortgages and
pressed by debt, and what is the position now ? I am
speaking in presence of gentlemen who know, when I say
that the greatest complaint in reference to the agricultural
population is not only that they do not want money, tF at
they have paid off the mortgages that burdened their pro.
perty, but if you ask the loan societies, the institutions that
lend money, that live by lending money, they tell you, we
cannot lend money, for the moment anyone wants to
borrow, a farmer is able to furnish the money and prevent
him fiom coming to us. So, from being burdened with
mortgages and borne down by debt, they have come to be in
the most independent position of any class in the community;
and, if fair play were given, if the simple facts in relation
to the country were stated, if, instead of these gentlemen
spending their time and their talents in docrying and depre-
ciating the Province of Ontario-one of the finest Provinces
in the Dominion or in any part of the world-they would
point out to capitalists abroad, to the imp->verished farmers
of Great Britain, to the men who are unable to make a living
with their capital and their skill, what a field Ontario pro
sents for the employment of their capital and skill, you
would find the price of land, whatever it may be, more or
les, greatly advanced, and instead of the tendency to go
west which exists so strongly in all countries, when people
in Ontario move off to Manitoba or the North-West Terri-
tories, leaving their lands and their properties, in that spirit
of enterprise which carries people westward all over the
world, other people would come in and take up the land at a
fair and good price andenter upon the cultivation and devel-
opient of that great Province. I do not want to see

paupers brought into this country. I quite agree with the
hon. momber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
that we have no room for a pauper population, but, as far as
agricultural laborers are concerned, as far as domestic serv-
ants are concerned, as far as agriculturists with capital are
concerned, we cannot have too many of any one of these
classes. The demand bas Lever been supplied and is not
supplied now, and, notwithstanding what I have said, that
people who are not adapted to be successful anywhere,
whose habits and want of industry are fatal to their success
in any part of the world I have been watching this mat-
ter closely, the great difficulty bas been pointed out by my
hon. friend behind me, who says the advantage of the
United States bas been that they have had a great
population of immigrants wbo have written the most
successful letters home, have become the most successful
agents, by writing home to thoir friends and sending
money to bring them out bore. The great diffleulty is to
get the nucleus, that is the nucleus of successful immigrants
who, by communication with their friends abroad will
attract people to the country. That is being done. We
hav e, in the last few years, drawn to this country a valuable
nucleus of Scandinavian and German immigrants, welt
adapted for the settlement of the country, well adapted to
the climate, and sure to succeed in any country. I have
seen scores of letters written by these parties. Notwith-
standing that there have been drawbacks, that thore have
been frosts, that there have been dry seasons, still the orops
have been of a very fair character in Canada. Notwithstand.
ing all that, these parties have so succeeded that they have
sent home to their friends and are bringing thom out, and
we had last year a larger amount of Scandinavian and
German population brought into Canada and the North-West,
than in any previous year. They are tho most valuable class
of immigrants, men who are adapted to achieve success, and
who, I am confident, will be successful. I say, Sir, that
hon. gentlemen are constantly decrying the country-I
will not say for party purposes, because it is not parliamen-
tary to impute motives-but I say from the most mistaken
motives, regarded from a party standpoint. I may say that,
standing bore a few years ago, I ventured on a littie pro-
phecy, and that was that although the time would come
when gentlemen on that side of the House would take a
position on this side, that that time would never come until
they changed their attitude in reference to the two great
questions of the day, namely, the National Policy and the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. I tell them more, I say that
having changed their attitude on these questions, con.
pelled to admit the success of the National Policy, com-
pelled to recognise the transcendent importance of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, still, so long as they continue
to decry their country, se long as they continue to spend
their time and talents in sBhowing that this country is
one of the most miserable in the world, and that it is in.
habited by people the most unfortunate in the world-I say
that while they retain that attitude, they will romain where
they are. They will come, in the course of time, to this
eide of the House. Governments must change; no Govern-
ment can romain in power forever; but I say they will
never take the place of hon. gentlemen on the Treasury
benches until they convince the people that they are inspired
by a patriotism that will enable a publie man to do justice
to his country, and pace before the world the fair and
legitimate attractions that it presents to all comers. Cai ada
can never become a great country, it is impossible in the
nature of things that at any early day we can become a great
country, except by one means, and that is by attracting
industry, capital and population to our country. We have
got the finest country in the world for the exorcise of
industry, for the advantageous employment of labor and
capital. Give the country fair play, put before the world
the attraction that we possess for population, capital and
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industry, and we will rapidly become a country of which
every patriotic Canadian will be proud.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think it would
have been possible for any human being, in a shorter space
of time, to have delivered a more severe rebuke or criticism
mn the policy of a government, which, having such a coun-
try as the hon. gentleman rightly says, a magnificent coun-
try, a country which only needs fair play to make it great-
I say, Sir, It would not be possible foi any human being to
have delivered a more severe criticism on the policy of the
Government than to find the hon. gentleman who, knowing
that, has still not one word to say in reply to the statements
to which I just called the attention of the House -that with
all these enormous advantages, with the expenditure of a
hundred millions of public money-the hon. gentleman bas
not been able to put 40,000 souls into the whole North-
West Territories and Manitoba within the last five years.
Not one word could the hon. gentleman say in reply to
the proof which I gave from public reports, the mis-
chievous and misleading statements made by his colleagues,
made by the Department of Immigration, with respect to
the settlement of the North-West-not one word had ho to
say in contradiction. He could not contradict it; and what
dici he do ? Why, Sir, he turned round and told the
House and the country that the seventy-eight or eighty
gentlemen on this side are so much more power-
fal than that great Governmont ; that a few words
from us are sufficient utterly to undo all the
efforts of these gentlemen. Sir, I am not so con-
ceited. I do not suppose for ore moment that the just
criticism, the exposure of the evils, and follies and mistakes
of the Govern ment, which bas been made f rom this side of
the House, could have deterred immigrants from coming
into this country. But I tell the hon. gentleman what did
doter them : the mischievous and mistaken policy of the
the Government for a number of years back. I agree with
him that if you had given the country fair play, and,
in particular, given the North-West fair play, you would
have to-day three-quarters of a million of prosperous settlers
in the North-West. But I say that if there ever was a
policy calculated to destroy the immense natural advantages
of the country, if there ever was a policy calculated to
drive away settlement, if there ever was a policy which was
-I will not say any more than the hon. gentleman-of set
purposes and malice conceived for the purpose of injuring
these unfortunate settlers-it was the triple blunders which
hon. gentlemen have committed, and have persisted in, of
loading down those unfortunate settlers, with a monstrous
taxation, and refusing them the com monest rights of British
subjects to build railroads with their own money, and
delivering them bound hand and foot to a gigantic monoply,
and so administering the whole of that vast and fertile
territory as to turn it practically into a fund of cor-
ruption for the purposes of carrying the elections in the
older Provinces. Those were the reasons, those were the
causes, which prevented even this magnificent country from
being settled- from becoming the home of hundreds of
thousands of prosperous settlers. And now, when the hon.
gentleman is confronted with the naturul and inevitable
result of this moet disastrous blundering, when he finds
that his 871,000,000 of land sales have shrunk into $1,-
200,000, when we find that his 500,000 or 600,000 settlers
are represented by 40,000, and bis 640 million bushels
of wheat by four millions or five million bushels, thon the
hon. gentleman turns round. When we point to the
results of his policy, as evidenced by his own returns,
ho tells us: Yon, on the opposite side, are to
blame, because the public at large, the English public and
the whole world, know you so well that they put greater
dependence on your least word than they do on all the
magnificent promises we make. That is the logical result

Sir CHAaLEs TUPPER.

of the hon. gentleman's statement. Now, the hon. gen-
tleman is right, I believe, in saying that had Canada been
wisely administered; had her taxes been kept down as they
might easily have been kept down, and that without reference
to his protection policy ; had we done as 1 have always recom-
mended to him and his confrères; had he taken a leaf as he
might well have done, from the wise and prudent policy of
the people of the United States who, during nearly the
whole of the first century of their existence, showed them-
selves the most prudent people on the face of the earth, in
the matter of laying taxes and burdens on the people, thon,
Sir, our progress would have equalled that of any part of
the United States. I am quite as good a Canadian as the
hon. gentleman. I know Ontario quite as well as the hon.
gentleman does ; I have as high an opinion of Ontario as
he can possibly have, and I say that nothing but the grossest
misgovernment could have brought about in a country with
such resources as we possess the result we now see, viz.,
year after year the very choicest, the flower of our popula-
tion leaving our shores. The hon. gentleman knows right
well, and every hon. gentlemen bore knaws right well, that
there are whole regions of Ontario where to-day you can
hardly enter a single dwelling in any township in which
you will not find some near kinsman of the family a settler
in the United States. Gone there because the misgovern-
ment of this country bas preventod him from finding a
home under the British flag! When that is the state of
things, when we see hundreds of thousands of the very best
of our countrymen forsaking their own countrymen and
going abroad, I say it is due to the utterly miserable and
ghastly failure in which the policy of bon. gentlemen
opposite bas resulted, and yet we are told it is due to the
policy of men who, if they were in power to-day, would

eep down taxation, abolish monopoly and retain the land
for the settler. If the hon, gentleman is wise he will
study those pages of the earlier history of the United States
to which I have called attention, and if he had studied them
carefully ho would not have had to deplore to-day that
while we are spending hundreds of thousands of dollars of
the public money in bringing immigrants here, we are
driving our own people out of the country, and to-day there
are two millions of Canadians or the children of Canadian
parents who have been driven to the United States by this
evil policy.

Mr. CHARLTON. When the Minister of Finance rose to
address the committee upon the subject of immigration he
made a sudden departure from the consideration of the sub-
ject before the House, and entered upon the widest field of
political discussion. It is an old trick on the part of the
hon. gentlemen opposite, when they want to cover any of
their lailures, to attack hon. gentlemen on this side and ac-
cuse them of unpatriotic motives, and lay at their doors all
the failures that are to be attributed to the failure in the
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite. I deny that members on
this side act from unpatriotic motives and I contend that
their conduct is the contrary. Their motive is to arrest
that tide of evil which threatens disaster to the country, and
already fills the minds of our best citizens with alarm. I
believe it would be much more conducive to our interests if
we were to amend our policy so as to keep our native Cana-
dians at home rather than to attempt to replace native
Canadians by immigrants, for, if we succoed in that policy,
we would not be in as good a position or in one so well cal-
culated to promote the prosperity of the country as by
retaining our population. It is true we have lost one
million inhabitants of Canada who are living in the United
States, and if we add the number of their children we have
two millions Canadians in the United States who ought to
be living here; and it is to arrest this exodus of our own
people, one of the resulte of the policy of hon. gentlemen
opposite, that we discus public affaire and object to the
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policy of hon, gentlemen. It is very true that if Canada
had fair play it would be a great country, but it has not got
fair play. It is in the hands of men who administer
publie affairs recklessly, and it is our duty to point out
the evils which attend that administration. They are
piling up the debt, our expenditure is inereasing by millions
by the methods which characterise the policy and actions
of hon. gentlemen opposite, and under such circumstances we
can expect nothing but destruction and rin in this country.
It is perfectly proper to point out these things and warn the
Government and the country that they must cease, or we are
endangered thereby. With our debt almost three times the
debt per capita of the United States; with our extravagant
expenditures, with our methods of subsidising railway
schemes, and of making expenditures in thousands of
different ways, those who are patriotic and intelligent,
and take a broad and far-seeing view of the field, are filled
with apprehension as to the future. This is a mighty coun-
try, with great resources ; and the country to-day ought to
have, without immigration and simply by natural increase,
7,000,000 of people, and it is doubtful if we have more than
four millions and a-half. There is something wrong in the
management of affairs here; and when hon. gentlemen
opposite attempt to cover the failure of their party by ac-
cusing hon. gentlemen on this side of being unpatriotic, it
is a piece of political buncombe.

The hon. gentleman made one admission, inadvertently,
with respect to settlement in the North-West. He
accounted for the failure to succeed on the part of many
immigrants by the fact that they were dissipated and
indolent in their habits. The hon. gentleman's immigra-
tion policy is calculated to promote the immigration
to Canada of that very class of settlers. Men who are
intelligent, energetic and possess means, will go to the
country that offers them the best inducements. Mon
who possess none of those qualifications will go to
the country to which their passages will be paid,
and the expenditure of this money leads, to a very
large extent, to emigration to the United States. I was
told, when in Winnipeg last fall, of many cases where
immigrants arrived in Winnipeg, brought there under the
auspices of the immigration policy of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, who had not even tarried in Winnipeg, but had pro-
ceeded to Minnesota and Dakota. They had taken that
route on account of the aid they received from the immi-
gration policy of hon. gentlemen opposite. If that hon.
gentleman wishes to retain immigrants in the North-West,
and to promote immigration to that country, I think I can
than the one at present in operation. I would advise him
to consider the propriety of giving to immigrants as favor-
direct him to a policy that will be much more effectual
able conditions, and as great advantages, as the United States
offers to the same immigrants. I would suggest to the hon.
gentleman that it might be well to place the prices of the
public lands in the North-West down to the limit of prices
in the United States. While the United States gives out-
side of its railway grants, its public lands at $1.25 per acre,
and while it grants homesteads wherever a quarter-
section can be found, we, in the North-West, set apart
a few isolated locations in the townships for homestead
settlement. We charge for land south of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway $2.50 per acre, for lands north cf
the Canadian Pacifie Railway $2 per acre; we are
charging for lands south of the railway double the price
charged in the United States, and for the balance 75
cents an acre more than the United States charge for land
of the same character. low can we expect to attract
settlement ? In addition, we have the National Policy,
which imposes heavy duties on agricultural implements and
further burthens. The disadvantages that our land policy
and our fiscal policy lay upon the settler in the North-West,
will inevitably produce the result of driving settlement

to the south of the lino. If the hon. gentleman wishes to
attract settlement in the North-West he must recognise
those practical evils, and not attempt to place mon in the
North West by giving them a few dollars to go there, and by
placing them under the disadvantage of charging double
price for their land as compared with the United States,
and adding the disadvantage of charging them very
much more for all the implements they require.
The fact has been that the United States have met with
great suocess in promoting immigration, and that immi-
grants pour into that country. Well, Sir, the United States
makes no immigration appropriation. It bas no immigra-
tion agents in Europe; it has no sum in the estimates similar
to this item; it gives no bonus to the immigrant; and not only
does it not assist him in his passage, but when ho lands in
New York it taxes him to pay quarantine expenses, and he
has also to pay for the guidance of agents who direct him
to his destination, wherever it may be. And yet, notwith-
standing all this, that country has been eminently success-
ful in promoting immigration, because its land and general
policy have been conducive to the interests of the settler,
because it bas adopted a common-sense policy; and as long
as we are a competitor with the United States, as long as
we have a great public domain in the North-West to which
we are inviting settlers, and so long as we have a rival
south of the boundary lino which is also inviting settlers
and bas a great public domain to offer, if we do not adopt a
policy as liberal as that of the United States, we will be un-
able to get the settlers. We may increase our appropriation
for immigration indefinitely, we may make it one million
or five million in place of a quarter of a million, and yet
we will disastrously and ignominiously fail to seottle that
country until we remove the primary evil, nutil we are
able to send them to a country which has cheaper land,
which bas a more liberal homestead law, and which gives
the settler greater inducements. We are attempting by
this grant to promote the interests of immigration, while
we are at the same time losing sight entirely of the only
thing which will enable us to succeed in our purpose ; we
are leaving unrectified and undisturbed the follies of a
policy which is the root of all the evil. I do not believe
that this immigration grant is necessary; I do not believe
that it gives to us that class of immigrants who are desir-
able ones. I repeat what I said before, that men of
intelligence, and energy, and means,go where the best induce-
ments are offered to them, and are not led to go to a coun-
try by a slight grant to aid their passage. If we are to
secure immigration to this country, we must change our
publio policy, we must da something to disabuse the public
mind of the impression that this country is going to ruin. If
we are to secure immigrants, we do not require a publie debt
of $250,000,000. If we are to socure immigrants we do not
want to pile up the public expenditure, to increase the taxa-
tion and leave intelligent mon under the impression, which
they are sure to gather from these lacts, that the country is
going to be a dear country, that the future of this country
is clouded, that its future is a doubtful future. We do not
want to place ourselves in a position in which when a com-
parison is drawn between us and the United States, we are
shown in an unfavorable light and are growing more and
more so each year. While the United States are reducing
their debt, with a scale of taxation which produces
very much less per head than ours, they have a surplus
that they do not know what to do with, and the necessity
of reducing that taxation is becoming imperative. While
their public debt is 8,0 per head and ours in $18 per head,
I say that a patriotic impulse leads us irresistibly t
warn the Government of these thing-to show them
why it is that we do not proper, why il is that
immigration does not come here, why it is that our
own population are doserting us. These are the evil
which beset us in Canada, and the hon, gentleman, when

1887. 735



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 2,

be finds fault with hon. members on this side for what he
calls their unpatriotic conduct, in pointing ont the inevit-
able results of the policy he is pursuing, is simply drawing
a red herring across the trail, and attempting to divert at-
tention from the real evil with which we have to contend.
I say that the example of the United States proves con-
clusively that expenditures of this kind are unnecessary, be.
cause they have never made them, and yet they are more
successful than any other nation in the world in securing
immigrants. If we adopt some of the features of their policy
with reference to cheap lands, a liberal homestead system,
and care of the settler, we will secure immigration ; but if
we pile up debt and taxation, and continue to indulge in
our present course of extravagance, no immigration appro-
priation will rectify the evil, or will have the slightest ten-
dency in that direction.

Mr. BROWN. It is quite refreshing to hear the observ-
ations of hon. gentlemen opposite with reference to the
immigration policy of the Government. On every occasion
they seek to elevate the United States as against their own
country, and the pure, unadulterated Grit is never happier
than when he is decrying his own country.

Mr. CHARLTON. Order.

Mr. BROWN. The hon. gentleman may call order, but
before Ihave got through with what I have to say, I will prove
my assertion. With regard to the necessity for immigra.
tion agents in the Old Country, perhaps there would be no
necessity for them at all if the hon. gentlemen opposite
were as true in their alleeience to their own country as
they ought to be, and spoke of it in the manner in
which it deserves to be spoken of. We hear tbem, on
all occasions, parading before the world the statement
that the United States is in every respect a better1
country for immigrants to come to than Canada. I will
be able to state, before I am through, some of the reasons
why it is not only necessary to have immigration agents
in the Old Country, but why it is necessary that theyi
should be increased, on account of the tactics of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite in order and to counteract the baneful
influence which they exercise in relation to immigrationq
to this country. Some two or three years ago, a gen.
tleman of eminence in the Old Country, connected withà
the Royal College, which grants diplomas to graduates in1
agriculture from all parts in the Empire, heard so many1
conflictiug accounts of the condition of Canada, that ho
came to this country to find out the facts for himself, with1
regard to Canada as a field for the immigration of thosee
who receive the diploma of the society. He came(
hore on account of the confusing and corfficting act
counts which were published in the English papersi
with respect to Canada. I have it from the lips of thist
gentleman, Professor Tanner, that he as been most anxiousi
to induce immigrants to come fiom England, Scotland and t
Ireland to settle in this country, and particularly in the
North-West. Before leaving England he wrote to the editori
of one of the leading agricultural journals of England, whichy
was accustomed to publish ail the reports which came from1
this country antagonistic to Canada, saying that he would 1
be glad if he would give him the address of some of the i
cases of tremendous hardship which were said to exist in
the North-West, declaring that he would personally inves- s
tigate those cases. The editor said he was not able to give 8
any of these addresses, but that Ie chances were that if, i
when in Canada, he applied to the Toronto Globe he would a
get the information he desired. That paper is the paper of 1
all papers in Canada that hon. gentlemen opposite pin their 1
faith to. When he came to this country ho went to the i
offle of that paper, and he found that he could get little or r
no information there. He went to the North-West and d
enquired into the condition of matters for himself. He called
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on a great many settlers there, and ascertained from their
own lipsthat they were prosperous, and contented, and happy.
On his return he called again at that newspaper office and
stated that he was requested to ascertain the truth of those
statements copied from this leading Canadian journal, all
indicating that this country, of all other countries in the
world, was unfit for human beings to settle in. If there
was a story of hardship in the winter, or of someone hav-
ing suffered from frost, it was magnified and sent home to
b ý copied into those English papers. Professor Tanner
satisfied himself that there was not a vestige of truth in any
one of those statements, and that no more hardships oc-
curred to the settlers in that country than usually occur to
settlers in any new country. But hon. gentlemen opposite
are continually representing that an immigrant from any
part of the earth will be better served and cared for in the
United States than in Canada, and therefore it is singularly
amusing to find them standing now and attacking the Gov-
ernment for not, forsooth, doing their duty in regard to im-
migration. The whole fault lies at the door of hon. gentle-
men opposite in decrying their country. Take the American,
no matter what party ho belongs to, the township he lives
in is the best township in the county, his county is the best
county in the state, his state is the best state in the Union,
and the Union is the best country in the world; but hon.
gentlemen opposite are continually decrying Canada, and
thon abusing the Government because they are not set.
tling the country fast enough. They know that to them
belongs the responsibility of diminishing the immigra-
tion to this country. Let them take a lesson from the
experience of the past, and let them do their duty as Cana-
dians, and seek to elevate their country instead of decrying
it, as they do continually. The United States is all well
enoagh; we have nothing to do with that ; but our duty is
to show the advantages of our own country to immigrants.
The hon. gentleman who las just sat down knows right
well that the statement ho makes as to the cost of agri-
cultural implements in the North-West, is baseless. The hon.
member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) the other day proved that
statement to be without foundation. To-day the settlers in the
North-West can get the best agricultural implements, made
aflter the United States, pattern, cheaper than they can be
got in that country; and yet the hon. gentleman stands up
and tells this flouse and the people of the world through
the press that if they come to this country they are taxod
beyond measure, and that the agricultural implements they
buy are higher here than they are in the United States.
Everything that hon. gentleman and those beside him say
goes to prove to the world that immigrants from all parts
of the earth will get botter homes in the United States than
they will in Canada. Every Canadian has to do his part
in writing Lhe history of his country, and it is no part of
the duty of hon, gentlemen opposite to seek month after
month and year after year, as thiey have done in the past,
to degrade their country, and make out that the United
States is a botter country for immigrants to go to. It is all
nonsense for hon. gentlemen opposite to try to draw a ber-
ring across the track. They are responsible more than any-
body else in this countryfor the diminished immigration,and
I trust that the House wll realise the situation, as I am
sure the country does to-day. Let theom take pattern by the
example of the people of the United States, whom they
are so fond of quoting on all ocasions; let them learu
something of their loyalty to their country, in- crying
t up, no matter what side of politics they belong to;
and if they unite with gentlemen on this side of the
House in placing Canada before the world as she ought to
be placed, we shall not hear much more about the los Of
mmigration. Fortunately for the United States there is
no party in that country that seeks for party purposes to
decry their country; but every man there, no matter what
party ho belongs to, stands up for his country. Hou. gen-
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tlemen never seem to be in a happier or more joyous mood
than when they are decrying their country, which they
ought to thank God for the opportunity of living in, and to
which they ought to invite people to establish happy and
prosperous homes.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). You cannot have failed to
perceive that hon. gentlemen opposite have learned their
lesson very well. They caught the key the hon. Minister
of Finance gave them to-night, and it has been piped upon
and harped upon ever since. We have been told by
hon. gentlemen opposite, following the example of the
Minister of Finance, that we are never happy except
when we are decrying our country. We have been told
that the real Grit is never happy except when he is doing
that. Well, the hon. gentleman himself was a Grit at one
time.

Mr. BROWN. If the hon. gentleman refers to me, I tell
him that I never was a Grit, and I hope I never will be a
Grit'

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I stand subject to correction;
but I was told by a gentleman that he was one of a deputa.
tion who waited on the hon. gentleman some years ago to
requeet him to run in the Grit interest in a neighboring
constituency. I was going to say that the hon. gentleman,
having been a Grit himself some time ago, would know
whether what he stated was so or not.

Mr. BROWN. I never was a Grit.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I want to tell him if, when

he thought ho was in that position, he was happy in decry-
ing his country, he must not judge others in the same way,
because he is not built as other members are built.

Mr. BROWN. I never decried my country.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). But this is only the amuasing

part of the matter. One can affbrd, of course, to laugh at
the statements of the hon. gentleman; scolding and throw-
ing one's arme about hurts no one. But there is a side to
the remarks of the hon. Minister of Finance and the gentle-
man who has just taken his seat, which is on a lino with the
course that has been pursued by the Government which these
hon. members support. What do they tell us in effect ? Have
they denied the figures that have been produced ? No.
They are not the production of the hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright),but they are the official fig-
ures that have been given to us by the Ministers themselves.
There has been no attempt to deny the accuracy of those
figures. I am speaking within the judgment of the House.
The hon. the Minister of Finance, in all his harangue, did
not attempt to controvert one figure; and when hon. gentle-
men on this side, basing their opinion on these figures,
which the hon. gentleman has not attempted to controvert,
say this is not a good exhibit and that there is something
wrong, we are treated to a scolding by hon. gentlemen
opposite for decrying the couLtry. What does it mean ?
Looking at it in the light of what we know occurred prior
to the last election contest, when we saw the Ministers of
the Crown going through the country and giving the people
to understand that our national debt, which in reality is
8223,000,000, was $27,000,000 less, we get an idea of these
gentlemen's notions of patriotism. Their patriotism consista
in the lie.

Mr. HESSON. I call the hon. gentleman to order. That
language is not parliamentary.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER I would ask the hon. gentle-
man how youcan lie, if yon are standing.

Sir RICLAR D CARTWRIGHT. I think that problem
has been solved pretty frequently by the hon. gentleman.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). So you see, Sir, what their
ides of patriotism are. These mon, In order to be patrio-
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tic, muet not tell the truth. We muet not give, according
to them, what is really and absolutely truth to the public,
but we must distort facte, and make, in fine, statements that
are absolutely false. The Opposition are not prepared to be
patriotic in that sense. We leave the monopoly of that
patriotism to hon. gentlemen opposite, and I must say they
work that monopoly for all it is worth. Will these hon.
gentlemen rise in their place and explain the ghastly result
of their efforts to people our North-West ; let them explain
how it is that that country, which is equal to any part of
the north-western States-in which we onght to have as
large a population, which has as bright a sun shining and as
fruitful showers falling upon it as the country to the south
of us, and is free in a great meseure from the frightful
cyclones that sweep over that section-is comparatively
untenanted and a wilderness to-day, while those other states
lying just to the south, with less natural advantages are
teeming with haundreds of thousands of prosperous contented
settiers.

Mr. HESSON. They have 60,000,000 of a population*to
draw from.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). We are discuesing the item
in the estimates of $200,000 to induce people from other
countries to settie there.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Only $150,000.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). $229,000, if I may correct
the hon. gentleman.iWe are disuessing the item of $229,000,
as I understand it, and the Minister of Finance stands cor-
rected. Hie is just proceeding on the same basis as he did
when he stated the amount of public debt. When he speaks
of the possibilities of the country he deals in large appreci-
ations, and it is pleasant to hear lis rounded periods and
glowing prophecies, which I wish were true; but here we
are diBcussing a business matter from the facts and figures
we have before us. Now, the hon. gentleman opposite
denied the fact that there are very few settlers in the North-
West, but he ocontented himself with merely denying it, and
did not produce any proof.

Mr. DALY. I will show later on.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman does
not know everything. He does not know as much with
reference to that matter as the gentlemen appointed to take
the census, and who are paid thousands of dollars for doing
it. What do those gentlemen, appointed by the Government
to do that work, say with reference to the population of that
country? Let us place the statement made by the hon.
member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) against that of the paid
officers of the Department who made the actual count.
What are the facta? We had a census of the Territory taken
in 1885, and according to it, there are 48,363 souls there.
In 1886, last year, we had a census taken in Manitoba, and
I find that, according to it, the population there consisted of
108,640 souls. I am taking in the whole population, for I
do not wish that the hon. gentleman should have any side
issues to argue upon. The total population of Manitoba
and the North-West Territories, according to the
officiai figures upon the Table of the H1ouse, there-
fore, amounts to 157,003. If it be unpatriotic to
eay there are not more people in that country,
the want of patriotism is the act of the Government.
They are publishing to the world these figures. If they
did not want these facts to be known, why aid the Govern-
ment not use their despotie power as they have used it in
other matters ? Why not do in reference to these as they
have done in reference to others, distort and mierepresent
them. If there be any lack of patriotism, thon the lack of
patriotism muet be charged on hon. gentlemen opposite,
who have plaoed upon the Table of the House, in the sight
of al the people, the fact that, owing to their mismanage.
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ment this great country in the west has a population of but
157,003 souls. How disoouraging is this when we know
that in Dakota, which is not as good a country, no less than
125,000 souls went to settle there in the last year. What
does this state of things reveal ? Does it reveal the fact that
the Government since they came into power, since 1878, have]
placed 157,003 souls in that country ? Why, no. In 1881,
there were 122,400 sou ls there, so that the increase in these
years, under this patriotic, this great, this model Govern-
ment, has been-what ? Why, that in the whole of Mani-
toba and the North-West Territories in the six years, after an
expenditure of three million dollars since 1880, including the
estimates of this year for immigration, they have expended
about $100,000,000 of the public money besides, and, as the
result of this expenditure, they have placed in that country
in the six years 34,603 people. That is the total increase,
natural increase and immigrants brought into the country.
These are the figures given us by hon. gentlemen opposite,
and if there is want of patriotism in stating the facts of the
case, it is these gentlemen who are guilty. Yet they rise
and pretend to lecture hon. gentlemen on this side because
we wish simply to draw useful lessons for the Govern-
ment of this country, and seek to devise remedies for the
mismanagement that must exist. Let them turn their guns
upon themselves, let them turn abuse upon themselves, and
say how rashly they have acted, as shown by the fact
that in six years we have only been able to increase
our population by 84,603 in the Territories and Manitoba.
Though we have spent about three.millions of money in im-
migration alone, though we have built the Canadian Pacific
Railway, though we have spent millions in surveys, the re-
sult is that we have got 34,603 souls. They may claim,
and the Minister of Agriculture does claim, that they had
better results for their immigration policy, that they sent
the immigrants into that country. Supposing we give the
Minister of Agriculture the benefit of saying that he did
send more than that in the country, where will he put the
blame ? Upon what member of the Government will he
put the blame ? Upon what member of the Government
will he put the blame for driving these people out of the
country into which tbey had come? That is a question to
be answered. If the figures of the Minister of Agriculture
given to us in the official document are reliable, they state
that from 1881 to 1886, 166,002 souls went in as im-
migrants to that country. We know from the cenuss of
1881 that there were 122,400 people there, so that
those sent in by the Minister of Agriculture, which
he reports to us year by year, added to what was
in before, should give us there at the present time
288,402 souls, without any natural increase. But we
find there are actually there by the census of 1885-86 only
157,003 souls. In other words, we have lost in six years,
besides the natural increase, 131,399 souls out of that coun-
try. And yet, with that exhibit, with that ghastly exhibit,
as it was called by the hon. member for South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright), we are asked to go on with the sys.
tem of immigration, to endeavor to induce people to come
into that country, a country which they might be proud to
come to, and which it would be to their interest to come to.
But, by some strange fatality, brought on, as I believe, by
the misgovernment and mismanagement of the country, it
has resulted, as we see, in figures that ought to stagger
everyone, figures which ought to make a Canadian Parlia-
ment, even a Canadian Parliament like this supporting hon.
gentlemen opposite, pause and consider and seek the cause
why it is, if the Minister of Agriculture's figures be true,
that 131,999 souls left that country in six years. Either
that is true or we never sent them in at alIl, and in that
case the Department would have been giving to us lying
statements not borne out in fact. I would not like to
charge that to the Minister of Agriculture, but to find that
these men went in there and lived under our fiag, and
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had to leave and go elsewhere to the extent of 131,000 souls
is most discouraging. There is another matter in connec-
tion with this. How about this immigration business alto.
gether ? We are scolded by these hon. gentlemen for al-
lnding to it at all, but it occupied their attention a good
deal during the election time. I think we were promised
some economy in regard to this. I think we were pro-
mised that a different system was to be entered upon with
better results. I think that the mechanies and wage.
earners of Ontario were given to understand that the as-
sisted immigration business was to be stopped. They
recognised the fact that it bad not been sucoessful. They
recognise that on the eve of an election. The Mail news-
paper is my authority for saying that the First
Minister, at Owen Sound, declared that the policy of
the Government was to abolish the assisted passages alto-
gether or to confine them to farmers who were going to
settle in the North-West. I think if a farmer is going to
settle in the North-West and has sufficient means for that
purpose, lie would not need to be given his passage money.
But how about the wage-earners and mechanics and the
class that were told all this ? How are they treated ? Is
the new policy to be carried out ? I saw this in a Toronto
newspaper, and I think it is worth while to read it to the
louse in order to show how very closely the ante-election
policy is attended to when the Government gets back to
power; to show how that feeling of sympathy which swells
the great heart of the First Minister, his regard and his
feeling for the laborer, su bside from his manly bosom when
the election is over. I read that the Trade and Labor Council
sent the following letter to the Hon. John Carling, Minister
of Immigration, Canada:-

'' ToRoNTo, 3rd March, 1887.
"Hon. JOHN CARLING,

"Minister of Immigration, Canada.

"SI,-I am directed by the Legislative Committee of the Toronto
Trades and Labor Council, and for the information of the last men-
tioned body, to draw your attention to the following quotation from an
editorial article, under the heading ' Assisted Immigration,' which ap-
peared in the Standard newspaper, published in Toronto, under date of
17th February uit , and in which quoted paragraph the Standard conveys
the impression that it speaks with authority and for the Government of
the Dominion, when it says :

" '3. When the present Conservative members returned to office they
fonnd this binding agreement holding them to its provisions for a term
of years 80 soon as they were at liberty to do so, they stopped assist-
ance to mechanies, and now they have stopped all money assistance to
immigrants, and the whole system of assisted passages is ended so far
as the Dominion Government is concerned.'

" And I am further directed to respectfully ask if it is true, as stated
above, that the Dominion Government 'have stopped al money assist-
ance to immigrants,' and that ' the whole system of assisted passages
is ended,' so far as the Dominion Government is concerned?

" Trnsting that the statement in this paper is correct,
"I have the honor to remain,

"Yours respectfully,
"D. J. O'DONOQHUE,

"Secretary, L. 0."
That lotter was written on 3rd March, you will observe.
The election was over.

" Lu acknowledgment to the foregoing communication, your commit-
tee received the following on 22nd March :

"DEPARTNENT OF AGRIcULTURE,
" OTTAWA, 19th March, 1887.

"Si,-I have by instruction from the Miniqter of Agriculture, to
acknowledge your letter addressed to him on the 23rd inst. on the sub-
ject of immigration arrangements, and in reply to say that this letter,
which arrived during the temporary absence of the Minister from the
seat of Government, will receive his attention as soon as he returns.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
" Your obedient servant,

"JOHN LOWE,
"Sec., Department of Agriculture.

" D. J. O'Donoanus, Esq.,
" Toronto."

This letter was written only 19 days afterwards. There
was no hurry attending the wage-earners now. They had
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been used for ai they were worth as far as those gentlemen
could do it. It took 19 days to get that answer.

" Your Committee, realising the onerous and many duties devolving
upon a Cabinet Minister, and consequent liability to unintentionally
forget something, again addressed the honorable the Minister of Agri.
culture as follows .-

"33 BaLLUtYa PLAÂC,

"i Hon. JOHN CAntING, il TORoNTo, lth April, 1887.

" Minister of Immigration, Canada :
"DaN 8a,-By direction of the Legislative Committee of Toronto

Trades and Labor Council, I respectfully draw your renewed attention
to my letter addressed to you under date of 3rd March, ultimo, and which
has not been honored with a reply to date.

" Under date of 19th March, Mr. Lowe wrote me in acknowledgment,
and relating at the same time that on your return to Ottawa (you were
absent from that city at the time apparently) you would be goo' enough
to reply to my communication.

l As the subject referred to in my letter of the 3rd March is of the
utmost and most pressing importance to the wage-earners of Canada, an
answer thereto as soon as convenient would be duly appreciated, so that
the same may be laid before the Trades and Labor Council at its next
meeting.

" I have the honor to be, Bir,
Respectfally yours,

" D. J. 0'DONOGHUE,

Secretary Legislative Committee,
"Toronto Trades and Labor Council."

Thon they add:
" Your Oommittee regret being obliged to add that up to date the

honorable the Minister of Immigration for the Dominion has not paid any
further attention to these communications from the representatives of
your body in this instance."

This paper was published on 7th May, so from 16th April
to May 7th, they had not received an answer at ail. That
is the way in which the Government that has such a warm
regard for the workingmen acted. That is the way in which
they treat their representatives. The Minister, of course,
will know whether ho has sent that letter or not. I trust,
baving called his attention to it in this way, he will be able
to write to these people now at length. I would like to
know whether it is so; I would like to know whether there
has been assisted passages or not. The Minister of Finance
says: "We don't want paupers here, we don't encourage
them"; but if I am not mistaken, I think I read a report
of him speaking in London where ho said there was room
for tons of thousands, I do not know but ho said hundreds
of thousands, of pauper children in Canada- but I speak
subject to correction. This is what I find in the report
of the Minister of Agriculture: " The following state.
ment shows the number of immigrants, chiefly child-
ren, brought to Canada under the auspices of charitable
societies, and individuals during the last three years." I
presume they are paupers or they would not be under the
auspices of charitable societies. The number brought was
1,988, and $2 apiece was paid for bringing them, yet the
Minister telle us that we do not desire any immigration of
that kind. Then we are told that laborers and mechanices
are not coming, that it is only farm laborers and domestic
servants. WelI, the report of the Minister of Agriculture
gives, as the trades and occupations of the steerage adults
landed at the port of Quebec for the year 1886, farmers,
2,196; laborers, 6,966; mechanics, 1,110 ; clerks and traders,
139. The trades and occupations of the steerage passen-
gers landed at Halifax were as follows:-Farmers, 513 ;
laborers, 2,476; mechanics, 202; clerks and traders, 104;
female servants, 496. So, take the female servants and the
513 farmers, and you have less than a thousand against the
2,476 laborers, the 202 mechanics and 104 clerks and
traders that were brought into the country. Now, these
gentlemen have been memorialised time and again that we
had in Canada ail the mechanices and the laborers that were
requisite to do the work. I see in the report that their
agent in British Columbia, of whom some gentleman spoke
s having gone from Lanitoba to British Columbia, speaks

of the labor market being overstooked, and I venture to say
that the Minister bas received similar reports from other
Departments, yet they go on with this system. They say:
We are not doing it in the old Provinces, it is simply done
in the North-West Territories. But we find it is not true
with reference to the North-West Territories, by the figures
I have given. And because we complain of this we are told
that we are unpatriotic, we are decrying the country, and the
hon. gentleman asks: What would be thought by a stranger in
the gallery if he were to listen to a debate that was
going on in this House and heard the statements of
hon, gentlemen on this side, and, I suppose, beard
the speeches of hon. gentlemen on that side. Weil,
Sir, I do not know what a stranger in the gallery would
think, but I will venture to say this: If ho were a sensible
stranger and comp&ehended the situation, ho would say:
H1ow on earth is it that the people of Canada support for
one day the existence of a Crovernment that bas so mis-
managed this country that they cannot retain the people in
it after they come bore ? I think he would say that. I
think ho would be apt to say alto: I wonder most of ail
how they can tolerate a Government who, having such
meagre results to show, boldly claim for themselves all-the
patriotism that is to be found in this land. Sir, the hon.
gentleman must not lecture us too much on our loyalty. I
do not challenge his loyalty, I do not challenge bis patriot-
ism, and I do not allow him te challenge mine. I was born
in the country, I live in the country, I want to romain in
the country, and I want to help to build up the country,
to arrest this mismanagement that is pulling down this
country, that is retarding its progress.

An hon. MEMBER. You muet be changing your course.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No, I am not changing my
course at ail. I will say this, that I am a little different
from the Minister of Finance, because my country i so
pleasant to me, se delightful, that I want to romain bore;
while ho told us here the other day that he wants to hurry
and get through thii whole business, so ho can fly away to
England. Now, I am not like that, I am willing to stay
here. But mark the influences that surround him when ho
gets te England. He is in the society of unpatriotic mon.
He told us that the inhabitants of England clustered around
him, and said: Why, what a country you have got. We
find our country going ail to pieces, and we cannot live
here. Sa there ho is, cheek by jowl with men wbo are run-
ning down their country, and I greatly fear that ho may
become tainted, if ho is not already so. I recommend him
to stay in this country and assist, by his influence and
ability, in making it greater and happier, to build it up and
te remove the obstacles to its progress. That, Sir, is
the object sought by the Opposition. But this end is
not to be attained by simply putting 8250,000, or
$500,000, as was done at one time, of public money
in a vote for immigration expenses. It is not to be
secured in that way. Now, Sir, I have said that much
which I desired to say. I want hon. gentlemen opposite to
understand distinctly that we will not be prevented from
stating the facto in reference to this or any of their cries of
disloyalty. If they want us to prove our patriotism by
making statements that are not correct, by stating that the
public debt is 827,000,000 less than it is, by saying there
are more people in Manitoba than the official figures prove,
then we will be unpatriotic. But we will say this, that,
looking at these meagre results, there muet be hindrances,
there must be obstructions, and we believe these ought to
be discovered, and being disoovered, they ought to be taken
away. I may be pardoned if I say that I think I have
discovered the cause of these hindrances, and if I were
desirous of taking up more of the time of the House-which
I am not at preent-I would be able to prove, at any rate
te the satisfaction of this side of the House, that one of the
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greatost obstacles to the progress of Canada that existe at
the present moment is the Government as at present
constituted, and that a radical change is needed.

Mr. DALY. The last speaker has made some statements
which require a fiat contradiction. The hon. gentleman
bas spoken of*'his loyalty and his patriotism. I did not
make any allusion to that when I spoke previously, but I
would ask the hon. gentleman if it is patriotic or loyal,
when he quotes figures, apparently from the public returns,
to quote them improperly. If I understood the hon. gen-
tleman, ho said that the increase of population in Manitoba
and the North-West Territories during the last six years,
was only 34,603. The census was taken in 1885, am notin
1886. He made a mistake of one year, and if ho will look
at the census returns for Manitoba alone, ho will find that
the increase was 46,000, and yet, fousooth, ho telle us that
the total increase for these five years in Manitoba and the
North-West was only 34,000, whereas the fact is that
between 1881 and 1886, the census shows an increase of
79,247. I would ask that hon. gentleman, if he does not
want his loyalty or bis patriotism to be impugned, to take
a little more pairs and quote the returns correctly.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think not. I am subject to
correction; but give me your figures and I can check them.
I gave you my figures and said where I got them.

Mr. DALY. The census of Manitoba and the North-West
gives-

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Take them'separately.
Mr. DALY. I take them together. You took them

together.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I took them separately.
Mr. DALY. I beg your pardon. Manitoba and North.

West Territories combined, 1881, 87,755; 1886, 167,002;
increase 79,247 in five years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Those are not whites.
Mr. DALY. They are the correct figures.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Those are not the figures

of the census as that of the white population.
Mr. DALY. That is a point on which I disagree with

the hon. gentleman. He would like to take the census of
Manitoba at 95,000 instead of 108,000. The balf-breeds are
as much whites as we are. They enjoy the same rights in
Manitoba, tbey vote and hold property, and when you say
there are only 95,000 in that country you insult the half-
breeds by that remark. I asserted the other night, and I
assert again, that when that hon. gentleman tried to give
the correct figures of Manitoba and the North-West ho
failed to do so. Ho is a distributor of gloom. Ho talked
about the condition of the country under the Government
of which he was a member in 1874-75-76 and the prosperity
of the country. What did theydo to promote the interests
of Manitoba and the North-West ? Did they send any
immigrants there ? What did they do towards constructing
the Canadian Pacifie Railway ? I will illustrate this point
by mentioning a story I heard during my election. At one
of my meetings an Irish gentleman was appointed chairman.
In opening the meeting he said: "I am exceedingly proud
of the honor done me by appointing me as your chairman
to day. The question for you to decide is, whether you
will vote for Mr. Christie or Mr. Daly. If you vote for Mr.
Christie you vote to bring back into power the party led
by Mr. Blake, and if that party had been in power to-day,
instead of going from Winnipeg to Port Arthur in a palace
car you would have been going down there on skates or in
an ice boat." That was the celebrated water stretch policy
of hon, gentlemen opposite. It was not until 1880, when the
Canadian Pacific Railway was advanced by the policy of
the present Government, we had any population in Mani-

Mr. PATERSoN (Brant).

toba and the North-West. I will admit there is a discre-
pancy between the immigration returns and the census
return.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). You will.
Mr. DALY. I bave never denied it.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There its also a discrepancy

between them and your figures.
Mr. DALY. I have stated them correctly, and I am not

to be interrupted. The census of Manitoba, 1881 (deducting
the population found in the Territory, since awarded to
Ontario) 62,260; census of North-West Territories, 1881,
25,515, giving a total of 87,775. Immigration gone in
from the date of census 1881 to date of census 1886, 155,-
477, giving a total of 243,252 people. Census of Manitoba,
1886, 108,640 ; census of North-West Territories, estimat-
ing one year's increase since 1885, 58,362. Total, 167,002.
Deduct 167,002 from 243,252 and there is a discrepancy
between the census and immigration returns.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). You take ten thousand people
as the increase in the Territories for one year.

Mr. DALY. My figures are correct, and you cannot dis.
pute them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I can dispute them.

The OCHAIRMAN. The hon. momber should not inter-
rupt the speaker so frequently.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I beg your pardon.

Mr. DALY. The increase is 79,247; or equal to 90-3 per
cent. The census of Minnesota in 1870 was 4d9,706, in 1880,
780,703; increase, 77 per cent. Combined population: Colo-
rado, Dakota,Kansas,Minnesota and Illinois, 1870,3,398,041;
in 1880, 5,184,244 ; increase, 53 per cent. Those figures
show very clearly, notwithstanding all we had to contend
against in the North-West, as I pointed ont on a previons
occasion, that the country made good progress. I have
admitted there is a discropancy, about which there is no
question. . To return to the statement made by the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) who is not in his
seat, that the Lnited States spends nothing on immigration,
I cannot understand any hon. member making such a state.
ment. Does the hon. gentleman contend that the consuls
of the United States are not imn.igrant agents for the United
States ? Every person would ho willing to admit that the
consular service isused almost exclusively for immigration
purposes; and we find from the returns that the salaries
paid to the consular service of the United States
amounted to $444,600 last year, while all we ask
for the total appropriation is $229,525. The total expendi-
ture for the United States consular service and Castle Gar-
dens is $1,278,225. Is not thatlin the interest of the United
States' immigration? The State of New York maintains
Castle Gardens at a cost of 81,129,252. Yet hon. gentlemen
will rise and say that the United States spend nothing for
immigration. Does the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) overlook the fact that every lino cf rail-
way in the United States spende money for immigration
purposes ? Does ho overlook the fact that every American
railway is an immigration agent ? With respect to the
Province of Manitoba and its condition and the field it
offers for settlement, I will not take up the time of the
House further than to read an extract from a letter written
by an English immigrant settled in Manitoba, which letter
is published in the Chester Chronmcle and Noth Wales
Advertiser. Hie writes:

" Sa,-I have read with considerable intereat for several years the
remarks in the Chronicle under the heading of 'F'arm Notes,' and I
thoroughly agree in the main with what your correspondent advocates.
I would,however, like, if you can find room, to try and point out tothe
tenant farmers of Cheshire a better remedy than combinatione such as
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farmers' unions, &c., 'r redrea their many grievances. In one word, Iwould strongly recomrnend emigration.

" I know it is a difficult matter to break up old ties and associations,and to take what some would suppose ' a leap in the dark,' but for youngcouples especially there are homes beyond the seas equaily as good so far
as neighbors, churches, schools and other things that help to make uo ahappy community, as in old England, and for the sake of sentiment itis poor policy to cling to the old homestead and go from bad to worse" Let me draw yogr attention to Manitoba briefly as a field for emi-grants. I read the correspondence in your paper somelime ago, signedI think a' Oheshire Clergyman,' and he gives a woeful account of that
country. Everything went amiss, Arctic oold, crops all frozen, andtaking it altogether a country hardly fit for man or beast. I can under-stand pretty well how all this came about. His correspondent was very
likely one of the many young men sent out from oldEngland scattered over
Manitoba and North-West Territories, with a capital of say about £200,
a un, and a fancy shooting suit, and a general notion of farming. They
take up Government land, buy au outfit as far as the money will go,and with their inexperience it will readily be understood it does not go
far. They then commence farming. Now pause for one moment and
suppose such characters commenced farming in England with every
convenience in the shape of houses, buildings, &c., and imagine what
succes btey would meet with. Oa anyone, therefore, be surprised if
they utterly fail lu Manitoba with ail thedisadvantages of a uew coun-
try, practically nothing but the open prairie to work upon. And yet these
youths write home, call the country every bard narne they can find-
nothing is too bad for it, and the people will listen and be guided in
some degree by their reports.

"I have lived in Manitoba four years farming and among farmers, and
I can truthfully recommend that country as a very deuirable field for the
energies and capital of t enant farmers of Obeshire. Land cau be
secured from the Government, the anadian Pacific Railway Oompanyand other companies ou very easy terme, from the former as a free gift
after residence sud improvemeuts, sud from the latter ou easy cash
terrns But better sfil1 there are plenty of improved farms of from 160
to 320 acres, with from 50 to 100 acres broken up, tolerable buildings,
more fencg sud lu well settled neighborhoods, near to churches,
schools, railway sud post office, sud these cau be purchased at very
reasonable figures, say from £150 to £300. I would recommcend new
corners, tenant farmers, to buy uch farms, as they are the cheapest n
the long rn; good milch cows cau be bougbt from £7 to £10; hoses,
good team, £60 to £80 ; other live stock lu like proportion, sud imple-
meute at a reasonable figure. Prices for grain, beef sud pork, butter
sud eggs, are not high juit now, but the low figures without rets or
tithes, are a long way ahead of English prices of to-day, sud a farmer
if he does not, as the saying is, 'put ail hi. eggs ln one basket,' can
make money, besides buiid up a good inheritance for is children. ixed
farming pays best, sud tbe bulk of the Manitoba farmers see this now,
sud fenacomo n ing te se ou farm fine herds of cattle, sheep,

" Much has beeu said about the climate of Mauitoba, the terribly coldwinters. I grant the winters are cold; part of December, ail of January
nsd part of February es prety severe, but the cold is of such a nature,

the sun shining brightly ail the time, that it is not felt like the murky,
damp cold of angland. Witb the exception of these months the weather
is ail that eau be desired, ud without any prejudice [ prefer the climate
of Manitoba to that of the Old Oountry. t ls without doubt the healthiest
lu the world.

" I have no desire to paint up the country as a paradise. A new
coner has a lot to learntmany things will strif e him as different to the

bac's But th thought tha beyoup ithi they inco a prospec of Inde-
pendence will uerve him fo preserve sud eventually succeed, sud I trust
the corning spring will find many of the over-burdened tenant farmers

f t ho ae 'wending their way to anitoba, where there ie room for

Now, Sir, after reading that letter, taking the statement of
the hon, gentleman fromn North Wellington that he didu't
think thre was any necessity for the hon. gentleman to
go back to England, I want to know how wo are to
get those mon whom the gentleman who writes the above

lIter aske to comre to this country, if we do not have
immigration agents in London and elmewhere from whom
they cau get their information. I think that is the best
possible evidence to show that the grant should be increased
rather than decreased. I amn sorry the hor i so t ta that
I cannot go further inte the question, but I think I have
shown conclusively, so far as the figures I have giveu relat-
ing to immigration are concerned, that the facts stated by
the hou. member for South rant (lir. Paterson) are not
correct.

Mfr. PATE RSON (Brant). The hon. member for South
Brant does not think so, and ho happons to have the census
before hlm, and if the hon, gentleman will compare his
figures, I will noV be disposed to charge him, as he has
charged me, with uttering figures that ho knows were
incorrect, but I will be more charitable than ho was to me;

I will say that it is possible to be mistaken, and that I think
the hon. gentleman is mistaken. According to the census
of 1881 the population of Manitoba wae 65,954. Is that
correct ?

Mr. DALY. 65,934.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Well, the cousus says 65,954.

Then the population of the Territories amounts to 56,446,
and the two amounts together give you 122,400, which is
just what I stated.

Mr. DALY. The consus in Manitc ba, deducting the
population found in the Territories since the award was
made to Ontario, is 62,260. At that time Keewatin and
those parts of thq country were in Manitoba, and thoy have
gone back to Ontario.

•r. PATERSON (Brant). How many ?
Mr. DALY. Three thousand and some odd, making

6,260 in the census for 1881. I gave 25,575 for the Terri-
tories. Is that correct ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The census gives 56,446, that
is all.

Mr. DALY. For the Territories for 1881 ?
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes.
Mr. DALY. I have overything here.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The census gives for the Ter-

ritories 56,416, district 192 not represented.
Mr. DALY. They must take Keewatin, Athabasca, and

the unexplored territories.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman will see

the necessity of not being quite so positive.
Mr. DALY. I gave the census of the North-West Ter-

ritories at 25,575. Now Keewatin, Athabasca, and the
unexplored territories give 30,360, which will make exactly
the 55,000, which the hon. gentleman gives, so that the
figures are the sane.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think, Sir, we might now
pass the item.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, not yet; the hon.
member for South Brant has something to say, and bo
have I.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not like my figures to
be challonged, or to have it imputed to me that I gave them
knowing them to be wrong. When I gave from the cenus
the population of the North-West Territories, the hon.
gentleman admits the figures, but in his calculation he adds
10,000 for the increase of one year. As I have shown the
vhole of Manitoba and the North.West increased in six

years only 34,603, so you can see how modest the hon.
gentleman is in his estimate when he adds 10,000 for one
year. He sets hie estimated figures against the officiai
census.

Mr. DALY. You said for 1886; I said for 1885-five
years, and I added 10,000 estimating for one year's in-
crase.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I stated that the increase of
six years was 34,603.

Mr. DALY. How do you get six years ?

Mr. ROSS. It is five years.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is the census of 1880-81,
and the census of 1886 would cover it. But supposing that
we do that, how many does he want, when, according to his
own figures, the average in the whole of the Territories is
not six thousand a year. And beides I am not including
the natural morease; I did not take that in; I want my
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statements always to be within the mark. Then I took the
Minister of Agriculture's reports and the census figures,
and the result is exactly what I gave to the House. Not-
withstanding the statement of the hon. gentleman opposite
he knows nothing more about the figures with reference to
the North-West and Manitoba than anyone else of equal
business abilities, when ho has the public document in his
hands.

Mr. DALY. I do not desire to impute to the hon.
gentleman that he knew the figure3 were wrong, but I gave
the figures and ho las not disputed them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, I have.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And if the hon. mem-

ber for Brant (Mr. Paterson) does not, I do. el
Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). I took in the Indians and

half breeds, and the hon. gentleman says I left them out.
Mr. DALY. No, I said the hon. member for South Ox-

ford (Sir Richard Cartwright) left them out.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No, the hon gentleman was

attacking me at the time.
Mr. DALY. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon; I said

the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright).

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman must
have known when I gave 48,363 as the census of the Terri-
tories in 1885, that I was including more than the whites ;
ho must have known that there were not that many whites
and I wanted to throw in the half-breeds, but ho would not
have my figures. But he makes an estimate for himself by
adding certain figures and doducting certain others, and
then ho rises and says that a gentleman speaking from the
official cousus has been giving incorrect figures.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The question in hand
was this-not what is the number of half-breeds, but how
many white immigrants the Department of Immigration
reported to have come into the North-West. I excepted
the half-breeds for the best possible reason, that I do not
think the Minister of Agriculture will venture to tell us
that bis report includes any considerable half-breed immi-
gration coming into the North-West from distant countrios;
if they are, I should like te know where they came from.
Now, we have the statement made by that Department, that
155,000 white people have been brought into Manitoba and
the North-West. In order to ascertain what the facts were
we were obliged to take the white population. I put the
question to the Minister acros the floor some time ago, and
ho very properly said that the white population of Manitoba
was 95,495. This return which I hold in my hand shows
that the white population in the Territories a short time
before this was 23,000, making altogether 118,000. The
cenosus returns show, beyond the possibility of a doubt, that
there were, in the two combined, early in April, 1881,
before the immigration for that year came in, about
66,000 whites. Now, making a very moderate allowance for
natural increase, which was less than I was justified in taking,
that leaves you a bare 44,000 whites having come into that
territory and remained there, as againt 155,000 that the
reports of the Department of Immigration represented to
have come in. That showed either that we were wholly
misinformed as to the number that had come in, or that if
that number had come in, 112,000 or 113,000 had left the
country. Sir, I say with all due deference to the hon. gen-
tleman, that shows that our efforts to settle the North-West
have resulted in disastrous and lamentable failure, which I
regret, and which I suppose ho regrets, and which eau only
be attributable to gross mismanagement, or to the grossest
possible mis-statement put forth by one of the Departments
of this country. I pointed these things out and asked for

Kr. PATEEBoN (Brant).

an explanation. I asked what excuse or reason could be
given by the Department of Agriculture for that state of
things, and I contend that these figures have not been and
cannot be contradicted by any human being who supports
the Ministry to-day. They are taken from their own offi-
cial records, and they have nothing to do with any of the
points raised by the hon. gentleman who replied to the hon.
member for South Brant. I have no reason in the world
to undervalue the half-breed population of the North-West,
but I excepted them because they had nothing to do with
the question at issue, which was, how far the returns of the
Department of Agriculture were justified by the facts of the
cousus.

Mr. WATSON. 1 will not occupy the time of the House
at great length, but I feel it my duty to offer some remarks
in reply to some statements made on the other side of the
House. In 1883 and 1884 I attempted at different times to
lay before this House some facts as to the actuat condition
of things in Manitoba and the North-West. For the state-
monts I made, which have since proved to be true, I was
bianded as one who was decrying the country I lived in.
I have always believed that if a patient is sick the best
course is to suggest a remedy and have it applied at the
earliest possible moment. At that time and ever since hon.
gentlemen opposite have taken a different view. I must
say that, to-night, I have heard from hon. gentlemen opposite
more talk about frozon grain, and other disadvantages
suffered by the North-West settlers, than I have ever heard
from this side of the Blouse. If they are not acquainted
with the fact, I would inform them that last year we had no
frozen grain at all, although the hon. member for Selkirk
(Mr. Daly) stated that we had frozen wheat for the last two
years.

Mr. DALY. I did not say for the last two years. I said
we had frosts for two years, and the hon. gentleman cannot
deny it,

Mr. WATSON. I do deny it. I live in a section of
Manitoba where I have seen ten crops reaped, and I have
never seen a croo there injured by frost. I stated that in
the far west the ~country was not fitted for growing grain,
but I never said a word against Manitoba. I believe we have
there the finest field for immigration in the world, and all
we require is a fair chance. Give us such tariff and such
land regulations and laws as will encourage the people to
live in the country, and we shall soon have the country
filled up with a fine class of people. But I do say that
while we have all these natural advantages, the policy the
Government has pursued towards the country has deterred
settlement. Now, there were some matters referred to
to night which i cannot pass over. So far as the number
of settlers is concerned, there is no disputing the figures of
the hon. Minister of Agriculture, showing that there are
95,000 whites in Manitoba, or 108,000 whites and half breeds.
It is a matter of regret that we have not more. In 1883,
when it was stated in a report of the hon. Minister of
Agriculture that 13,000 Americans had settled in the North-
West in that year, I disputed the statement, and the hon.
member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) got up and said:
C For God's sake, if we get a good report, lot us have it."
We have been getting these good reports; but would it not
have been botter to know that these people were not going
into the country, and get a remedy. The remedy we want
there is a reduction in the tariff and free competition for
railways. With these two changes, I venture to say that we
would soon have that country quickly settled. As the hon.
member opposite bas stated, in the United States every rail-
road company is an immigration agent, the best immigra-
tion agent that eau be got. But unfortunately in Manitoba
and the North-West we have not free trade in railways.
We have to-day four lines of railway tapping at our

doors and seeking admission-one to the west of Turtle
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Mountain which is built to the boundary, another oet of
Turtle Mountain, which is close to the boundary, another at
St. Jo, built to within 20 miles of the boundary, and another
from Duluth working westward. I say give these railways
admission to the country, and they will be the best immi.
gration agonis we can have, because they will be interested1
in settling up the country so as to secure the carrying of the1
produce. I have not time to-night to deal with some state-
mente made the other night by the hon. member for
Selkirk, when ho stated that the people of Manitoba suf-
fered nothing from the tariff. Why should the Canadian
manufacturer want 35 per cent. protection if implernents
are not cheaper in the United States than in Manitoba ?
Any reasonable mind will admit that if the duty were
reduced on implements, we would get them cheaper.
As an instance of how the tariff works, I may state an inci-
dent that happened in the town where the hon. member
for Selkirk lives. About last Christmas an Englishwoman
who had come there a couple of years before received a
present of some clothing from her friends in England, and
on going to the Custom house, she found that she
had to pay $32 duty on them before she could get
them. That is one of the reasons against people
from the Old Country settling in the North-West.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If ehe had been in Dakota or
Minnesota would she have been allowed to receive goods
from Great Britain without paying any duty ?

Mr. WATSON. No, she would not. While we, as Cana-
dians, pride ourselves as being Canadians and British, be-
cause we belong to the mother country, we are preventing
articles manufactured by artisans of the old country coming
here by imposing a duty of 35 per cent. on the very
article used by the old country settler. Reduce that
duty and you will encourage those people to come here. I
might refer to several articles, the duty on which bears
heavily on the settler, and on which a reduction of duty
would encourage settlement. Among these are agricultural
implements, canned goods, binding twine and lumber. I
have no wish to ask the Government to reduce the item
under discussion, but I must express my regret that
the expenditure has not produced botter results. The
best immigration agent is the contented settler. I
pointed out the other day the number of passages
to the United States that were paid in advance, and
that number is far in excess of the paid passages
to our country. Not only must we get immigrants into
the country, but we must take care of them when they
come; and the Government should see that good agents
are appointed at points where the immigrants are likely
to locate. Hundreds of immigrants who come to Mani-
toba receive no attention, and leave for the States, who
would have otherwise remauned with us. I have no doubt
that the hon. the Minister of Finance is having a check
taken of the immigrants who come over the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, but hundreds of them come through Win-
nipeg to Dakota, simply because they get botter rates over
the Canadian Pacifie Railway on account of the inter-state
law. I regret that a large number of people who set-
tied in Manitoba have gone south. I was reading the
other day in the paper that Mr. Alexander Sinclair, who,
at one time was resident in Manitoba, went south of Turtle
Mountain, and grew wheat which took the first prize at the
exhibition in New Orleans. Yet people such as he have
left us, although hon. gentlemen admit the climate and soil
in Manitoba are superior to those of Dakota, because of our
monopoly in railways and high tariff.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And they go where there is a
greater monopoly and higher tariff.

Mr. WATSON. They can buy their agricultural imple-
monte cheaper, and thoir lumber cheaper and they get
cheaper freight rates.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.
Mr. BOWELL. That is the result of the policy of high

protection. It williave the same result here shortly.
Mr. WATSON. It is a matter of public record that they

go there in preference to staying with us. I would do any-
thing to induce them to return and remain here. The acts
which are performed by this Government every day are
driving the people out of the country and keeping others
from coming in. A few weeks ago, the Legislature of Mani-
toba passed a resolution that the Canadian Pacifie Railway
was squeezing the life blood ont of the people. The
president of the Canadian Pacific Railway said it was
only a few demagogues and cranks who were raising the
agitation in Manitoba, but we find that the Local Legislature
there and also the reeves of some 23 municipalities have
stated that the country was not progressing as fast as its
natural advantages would permit, and I regret to say that
the people of Winnipeg are in such an excited state of
mind that some 4,000 or 5,000 of them actually burned in
effigy the men who are at the head of the monopoly. That
conduct is certainly to be regretted. But who is to blame ?
Why to-day, in another place, some five railway charters
in Manitoba and the North-West were refused. flon gen.
tlemen opposite advertise that to the world, and people say
they will not go to a country where there is not free trade
in railways, because in a prairie country they expect to
grow grain and require cheap transport. I hope that the
Minister of Agriculture will do all in his power to encour-
age immigrants to come to Manitoba and the North-West.

Quarantine .......... ............ $77,966

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What is that $14,000 for
immigrant patients in Winnipeg and St. Boiface hospitals?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Immigrant patients are
treated in St. Boniface hospital, and this is to meet the
expense. The item is not increased.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). It is not long ago this item
found its place.

Mr. CARLING. That amount of money has been paid
for a number of years according to an arrangement between
the Government and the Winnipeg Council.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It seems to me that it is an
excessive amount. The Uovernment do not pretend to
keep the patients at Winnipeg. It would only be such
a chance traveller who would happen to get sick.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They are paid according to
the time they are there; according to a regular arrange-
ment between the Government and the hospital.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does the hon, gentleman know
the price of each ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Sixty conta a day.

Mr. POPE. This has been for a long time an arrangement
with the people of Manitoba and the North-West. It is
not for immigrants passing through there only, but it is a
hospital for the North. West. We provided no hospital for
the North-West, but we pay sixty cents a day for each.
Sick persons in the Territories come down there to be
treated.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Sick persons from the Ter-
ritories come down ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.

Mr. WATSON. This is a vote that ought to be continued.
It is a very good vote, and there are people travelling
through that territory, and young men working on the
railway, and it is a matter there should be no discussion
about. Accidents happen and sickness takes hold of yonng

1887. 743



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 2,

men in the North-West, and it is very desirable on the part
of the Government to provide them with this hospital
accommodation.

Mr. FISHER. I wish to point the attention of the
Minister of Agriculture to a question which I brought up
last year, in regard to the establishment of a cattle quaran-
tine station in the Eastern Townships near the boundary line.

Mr. CARLING. This is not in this vote at all.
Mr. FISHER. Pardon me, I think it is. I would much

prefer not going on with it to-night, but I will have to do it.
1 call attention to the fact that, when 1 aaked for that estab.
lishment last year, I was told that, in consequence oftan agree.
ment with the Englisli Government, it would be impossible,
because that Government would only allow that cattle from
the United States should come in through the port at Sarnia.
I called the attention of the Minister of Agriculture to
the fact that cattle did come in at other points, especially
in the North-West Territories and Manitoba I was told
that no cattle were allowed to come in except at the ex-
treme west for breeding purposes and ranching, and that
the results of that importation could not interfere with the
arrangements made between this Government and the Eng-
lish Government. I take up the report of the Minister
himself, and I find that at Emerson, which is not in the
extrem6 west of the North-West Territories, but in the
Province of Manitoba, 308 head of cattle came in from the
United States last year, directly contrary to the policy the
Government announced as the reason why my request could
not be granted. I also find in the report of the cattle
quarantine station at St. John, N.B., the statement that:

"In consequence of the importation of cattle from the United States
that required to be kept in quarantine during the autumn and winter
months, it became necessary to put repairs on the barn in which the
cattle were kept."
In other words, I find in the report of the same Minister
who last year stated that, in consequence of an engagement
he had made with the English Government, it was impos-
sible to establish a quarantine station on the borders of the
New England States, and that no cattle were allowed to
come in-I find, I say, at all events two ports wbere there
are herds of cattle coming in from the United States.

Mr. CARLING. I think that the hon. gentleman must
have misunderstood me at first. I did not understand that
he referred to the North-West and Manitoba, but to old Can-
ada.

Mr. FISHIER. Last year I spoke of cattle coming into
Emerson, and was practically told-I do not quote the exact
words, but from memory-that only those which were im-
ported for the ranching country were allowed to come in,
except through the port of Sarnia.

Mr. CARLING. The hon. gentleman must certainly
have misunderstood me.

Mr. FISHER. I did so understand him. But the hon.
Minister has convicted himself this minute. He says that
referred to old Canada, and I have quoted from St. John,
N.B., which is certainly in old Canada, a passage to show
that cattle are being received from the United States
and money is spent for them. Perhaps the Minister will
say no cattle came, but it is evident from the report of the
officer that some cattle did come, else why should he want
to repair the barn.

Mr. CARLING. Not from the United States.
Mr. FISHER. Excuse me, it says from the United

States. This is the report of your own inspector, who
receives the instructions of the Government at that station.
Does the Minister tell me that his instruction is that no
cattle shall be imported from the United States, and then
allow this gentleman to spend money on this barn to shelter
th ose cattle ?

-Mr. WATsoN.

Sir CHARLES T[UPPER. There being a quarantine
station there, there is nothing to prevent cattle coming from
the United States. There is one at Halifax, N.d., and
there will be nothing to prevent cattle coming there from
the United States.

Mr. FISHER. That is my quarrel with the Minister.
He informed me that no cattle were to be allowed to come
into Canada, except through Sarnia.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is, into old Canada.

Mr. FISHER. Is not St. John, N.B., in old Canada?

Sir CHARLES TUJPPER. No, certainly not.

Mr. FISHER. This is a very peculiar piece of reason-
ing, The reason given last year was that we had a special
agreement with the Imperial Government that cattle were
to be allowed to come into Canada, subject to proper quar-
antine regulations at Sarnia, and, whon I asked for the
quarantine station between Canada and the United States,
ho informed me that there was an agreement between the
Governmont of Canada and the Imperial authorities, Does
the Minister of Finance mean that the Imperial authorities
will allow St. John and Halifax to receive cattle from
the United States, when it is not to be allowed in Ontario
or Quebec ? The only reason the Imperial authorities
can have for insisting upon the exclusion of these cattle,
is to ensure that disease is not imported from the United
States, and we are as much interested as they are in
that. Our object is to see our cattle are not scheduled
in England, and are able to be exported to England
without the difficulties which arise in connection with the
Uuited States. But whether a quarantine station should be
established at St. John, or in the Eastern Townships, at any
other place, so long as no disease is imported it is all right.
I say that because there is not a quarantine station on the
border of the Eastern Townships, there is danger in that
neighborhood, because, unfortunately, in consequence of the
fact that there is no quarantine, there is a great temptation
to import cattle without proper quarantining, and I dare
say, the Minister of Customs could tell us something of what
has occurred in that connection in that neighborhood. But,
I am glad to know that up to the present time no disease
has come in. I am glad to know that no disease bas been
imported, and I trust that no disease will be imported :n the
future.

Mr. BOWELL. Have you heard of any disease in the
Eastern States, Maine and Vermont ?

Mr. FISHER. Yes, I am aware of the fact that among
Jersey cattle of the Eastern States, there is a hot bed of
pleuro-pneumonia, and there is greater danger in the impor-
tation of such cattle for breeding purposes than in the impor-
tation of short-horns or any other breeds. In consequence of
the fact that the population of the Eastern Townships are
largely interested in dairying, there is a great desire to im.
port throughbred cattie, to improve the dairying stock.
The export trade in cattle is also a very important one in
that section, and I think the people should be provided
with facilities for importing cattle to improve their stock
without being subjected to the danger of importing infected
cattle. I drew the attention of the Minister to this matter
last year and asked for the establishment of such a station.
I only made allusion to these reports here to-night because
of the inconsistency between the answer which was then
given to me, and the plea that was put forward, and
the reports which the Minister now lays before Parlia-
ment as to the effect of last year's administration. I
betieve if the Minister examines this question ho will find.
that there is no agreement with the Imperial authorities
which will prevent such an establishment.

Mr. POPE. There is an agreement. It was represented
to the Imperial Government that there was no pleuro-
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peneumonia in the western States, but that it prevailed in
the New England States, and in New York there was a
great deal of it, and consequently an agreement was made
that we might have quarantine at Sarnia, and cattle might
be brought in from that section in which it was represented
there was no disease, and up to a very short time ago there
was no disease in that part of the country. But of late,
some diseases have been discovered, and upon these condi.
tions they are allowed quarantine at Sarnia and none from
the eastern States where it does not prevail. I know
nothing about the report of this gentleman from St. John,
but I imagine that a quarantine in St. John was for eattle
brought from the United States.

Mr. FISHER. Well, it is evident that this gentleman ig
ready to import cattle from the United States, and ho
expects to import them from the United States.

Mr. POPE. He may have done so, but it was without
permission.

Mr. FISHER. The Minister of Railways is casting a
grave reflection upon the Minister of Agriculture. He vir-
tually intimates that the Minister of Agriculture bas been
negligent in his duty, but that does not at all bear upon the
argument I have made.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman has
stated his argument a half dozen times. As I understand it,
he is asking that there should be facilities for introducing
pleuro-pneumonia into Canada; in other words-he wants an
arrangement made by which cattle can be brought from the
United States into the E istern Townships of Canada' Yet
ho tells as the eastern States are a hot-bed for pleuro-pneu-
monia. I think this is hardly worth while taking up the
time of the committee at one o'clock in the morning.

Mr. FISHER. I am not going to allow the Minister of
Finance to put an argument into my mouth that I never
used. He must not think that he is going to carry through
bis estimates in this fashion, without allowing full discus-
sion. If he does not wish this item discussed at this hour
of the night ho can leave it over.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Go on.
Mr. FISHaER. The Minister of Finance said I wished to

import pleuro-pneumonia into this country. The whole aim
and object of my remarks are to p-event the importation of
pleuro-pneumonia, and I can tell the Minister that if ho does
not take such precautions as I have pointed out, the time
will come when pleuro-pneumonia will be introduced into
this country from the eastern States, because the people
who wish to import cattle from that region are not allowed
facilities for quarantine, and consequently are not able to
import cattle from that part of the country without danger
to our own cattle, and consequently to our export trade.
The Minister may try, as was done last year, to discredit me
among the farmers of this country who are interested in the
export trade of cattle. Sir, there is nobody in this country
who is more interested than I am in the export trade of cattle,
or who understands more thoroughly its value to Canada,
and it is because I wish to see this preserved, that I express
the fear that the negligence of our Government may expose
this trade to be destroyed, from the want of facilities to pre-
vent the introduction of diseased cattle from the New Eng
land States. When the Minister of Finance goes back to
England, if ho does not take proper precautions now, when
a cargo is landed in England, there wilt be pleuro-pneumonia
in it, and he will be no longer able to boast that that disease
does not exist in Canada.

Mr. IERSSON. Why da they not establish another port
there, if there is danger of importing that kind of disease ?

Mr. FISHER. The people in eastern Canada desire to'
import certain kind of cattle from the United States.
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Unfortnnately, as is the case in other importations from
the United States, there is a tendency to smuggling. I see
the Minister of Railways shakos his head, but ho knows it
only too well.

Mr. POPE, They cannot put an animal into a bandbox
and bring it over.

Mr. FISHIER. But they ean drive them across the fran.
tier without any obstacle, and the Minister of Custome
knows that that is done. In consequence of there being no
quarantine, these diseased cattle might be brought across
the frontier without quarantine, but if there was a quaran-
tine station, that temptation would be done away with, and
the people would put them into quarantine, and after the
animals had passed a three monthe' probation there, they
could thon be passed without danger. That is the reason
why I wish a quarantine to be established. It is because I
believe that the cattle interests of the Eastern Townships, in
the Province of Quebec, are in danger in consequence of this
negligence on the part of the Government.

Mr. CARLING. If any cattle have been brought in at
St. John, N.B., it must have been done illegally.

Mr. FISHER. I have no objection to their being brought
in there. I only alluded tu that in consequence of what
was advanced as the reason *why, last year, a quarantine
could not be established in the Eastern Townships.

Mr. BAKER. I want to take this opportunity of im-
pressing upon the Minister of Agriculture the necessity of
increasing the salary of the steward of the Quarantine
Hospital on Vancouver Island, that poor fellow cannot live
on $400 a year, I have requested several times that it
should be increased, and I want to place on record the fact
that I have asked for it, and then the responsibdlity must
rest on the shoulders of the Minister of Agriculture.

Committee rose and reported progress.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 1:15 a.m.
(Friday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 3rd June, 1887.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYRas.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 130) to incorporate the Teeswater and Inver-
huron Railway Company (from the Senate).-(Mr. Cargill.)

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may mention, for the in-
formation of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright), that the explanation of the point to
which ho called my attention last night, as to the larger
amount paid for comparison than for examination for
copying papers arose from the accumulation of transcripts.
It was for a larger quantity than those to which the item of
copying referred. It covered a large accumulation of pre-
vious papers,

1887. 745



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 3,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you mean that it
was really an amount for several years' work ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It did not refer to the amount
of papers which had been copied. It had no reference to
those particular papers, but to a large amount which had
accumulated in previous years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understood that, but
our vote is not very large, $6,000 in al, and it was chiefly
intended to pay for copying and acquiring new papers. I
can hardly see now how $2,300 can be allowed for com-
paring documents together.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is a very important
part of the work. It requires two persons to compare these
documents.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Do you mean merely
to secure accuracy in the copy ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In order to secure accuracy.
Of course the papers wouli be valueless unless the ac.
curacy were secured.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. That is quite true, but
one would imagine,j udging from our own experience, that
you could compare in a vastly shorter time, one person
reading and another making the comparison, than the
time which would be required to make the copies.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This was a previous accumu-
lation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Extending over several
years ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Over a considerable period.
I cannot state how long.

Mr. JONES. I find that, at a late hour last night, an
item was passed respecting the quarantine of cattle in the
Maritime Provinces, and, with the permission of the com-
mittee, I will refer to some papers which were sent to me
on the subject, and will cali the attention of the Minister of
Agriculture to them.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think it would be better to
take that up on concurrence.

Mr. JONES. It will not take two minutes. It seems
that cattle disease broke out at Tatamagouche, in Colchester
county, on the farm of Mr. James Clark. He notified the
Government inspector, who visited the farm and pronounced
that those cattle were suffering from disease. Instead of
their being slaughtered at the time, they remained on the
farm, and Mr. Clark contends that his farm was practically
quarantined during that time, that he was put to the expense
of keeping these cattle all the summer, that he had to feed
them until late in the fall, and that the Government should
have taken possession of them at first and should have
had them slaughtered. After some time, he communicated
with the Government through the inspector, Mr. Jakeman,
and the Government sent down a valuation of $284.98.
Mr. Clark contends that this is not sufficient. He says:

" The cattle could have been slaughtered within ten days after your
visit on July 6th, or say about the riddle ofJuly, and I claim, in addi-
tion to the value put upon my cattle by the Department, compensation
for all the trouble and expense 1 have been put to in consequence of the
delay. I will not at present state what I think I ought to receive under
this claim. I will do so if the Department desires, or the amount eau
be estimated by disinterested and competent persons, as the Depart-
ment may decide. I presume yon understand by the foregoing that I
am wiling to take tuie value put upon the cattile by the Uepartment,
but I want to be paid in addition to that for the additional losses and
expenses I have incurred as set out in this letter. As the expenles are
increased from day to day, I trust that no time will be lost in bringing
the matter to a conclusion."

The owner of the cattle seems to be under the impression
that the Government should compensate him for the care
and maintenance of those cattle, in consequence of not

Sir CHAnLs TUPPER.

taking possession and slaughtering them when notice was
brought to the question. This has been before the Govern-
ment for some time, and I should be obliged if the Minister
would state what decision· bas been arrived at in reference
to the communication of Mr. Clark on that subject.

Mr. CARLING. My attention has not been brougbt to
the subject, but, if the hon. gentleman will lot me have the
papers, I shall be glad to bring down the information to-
morrow.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to call the attention of the
Minister of Agriculture to the fact that some correspond-
ence bas been laid before me in regard to the management
of quarantine, during the outbreak of pleuro-pneumona,
last season.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think it would be botter to
lot that stand until this item goes up for concurrence. It
is very irregular and inconvenient to go back.

Pensions, payable on account of Rebellion of 1885
to militiamen, mounted police, volunteers and
scouts..................................... . $30,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is a matter which
requires a little consideration from the House. None of us
here are going to object in the least to the Government
making liberal provision for either the parties who were
injured, or for the families of persons who were killed in
the rebellion, even if it be in an ascending instead of a des-
cending scale. I wish to know on what principle these
pensions have been awarded ? First of all, I find bore an

apparent discrepancy which requires special explanations-
in the pension which lias been assigned to the father of an
officer who was kilied, and to the mother of another. The
cases are these, and I called the Minister's attention to
them last Session, but owing to the Late period at which I
did so, ho was not able to give me any explanations.
Lieut. Charles Swinford, of the 90th Battalion, died,
and I perceive that a pension of $730 a year bas been
awarded to his father. Turning over the page I perceive
that Capt. Brown, of Boulton's mounted infantry, like-
wise perished in the rebellion, and that his mother, Mrs.
Brown, was awarded a pension of $250. Now, here is a
discrepancy of a very serious character; it is the more
marked because Brown was an officer of a higher rank, and I
wish to know on what ground that difference was made, or
whether there is any sufficient ground for it at all ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In answer to the hon. gentle.
man I may say that the rule which has been followed in
awarding these pensions, was based upon an Order in Council
which was passed, and which was subsequently put in the
shape of a General Order and published in the Canada
Gazette. The mode of proceeding adopted by the Depart-
ment was, that al[ the cases should be submitted to the
board, and naturally, in awarding the pensions, the position
of the members of the family, if in the case of a man who was
killed, was taken into consideration. Now, as it appears,
and as the hon. gentleman very properly remarked, be-
tween these two cases of 8winford and Brown there is a
great discrepancy; but my attention not having been
called to these cases, I am not prepared to say upon what
ground a higher pension was given to one than te the
other.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Would my hon. friend
pardon me. This is a case to which i called his attention
specially one year ago, and if ho will turn to Hansard,
ho will see that I did so, and ho was thon to have looked
up the case and obtain the information, but we proceeded
so fast afterwards that ho was not able to give it to me. I
am aware, of course, that it was from'"a more lapse of
memory.
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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The committee will

see that unless there is some substantial reason for the dif-
ference, a considerable injustice, apparently, bas been done
to Mrs. Brown, and I would suggest to him that, as he is
not prepared to give the information now, he should prepare
a memorandum, and lay it on the Table when we go into
Committee of Supply next. Although it is informal, I sup-
pose the Minister of Finance will have no objection.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I may also state, for

the Minister's information, that the two families arc not in
different circumstances, and that, apparently, there was as
much reason for recognising the claims of Mrs. Brown as
there was for recognising those of Swinford's relatives. If
an unfairness bas been committed it may not be too late to
remedy it, and I am sure the hon. gentleman will wish to
remedy it. Now, I see here a large pension of $1,000 a
year, assigned to Capt. Peters, of the 7th. I believe that
is very much the largest pension on the list. It is, with
the exception of the pension to Mr. Swinford, more than
double any other pension on the list. Under what circum-
stances was the sum of 81,000 assigned to Capt. Peters ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I should feelextremely sorry,
in dealing with this matter in which the whole country is
interested to such an extent, that any unfairness should be
done to any of those who receive pensions awarded for
services rendered by those who were killed. I remember
now that my attention was called last year, by the hon.
gentleman, to the case of Swinford and Brown, and I
regret extremely that I forgot to bring down the papers
and the reports, which I am under the impression I had
prepared at that time, and they will be found ready in the
Department ; I shall place them upon the Table at the next
meeting of the comm ttee. The case of Capt. Peters is one
of the most serious which has corne under the notice of the
commission and the board who were called upon to investi-
gate these cases. Capt. Peters had to submit to an opera-
tion, the consequence of which was the amputation of his
right arm. He had to go to New York, and for weeks and
months ho was put to great expense, and had to endure a
good deal of suffering from the wound which finally resulted
so disastrously to himself. The pension is one of the high-
est which las been granted. I may say to the hon. gentle-
man that possibly the board, in examining that case and
considering the severe nature of the wound, and the suffer-
ing he had undergone, awarded him the highest possible
pension that could be granted. But I think that when one
comes to consider that for several months he was perfectly
helpless in a hospital in the United States where he was
undergoing treatnent, and where he had to pay a large
amount of money out of bis own means, and that for months
subsequently to the operation he was incapable of discharg-
ing any of the ordinary duties which he had followed up to
that time, I think we will agree that, under all these cir-
camstances, the pension is not higher than it should have
been. But I will bring down the papers at the same time
as I bring down those of Captains Swinford and Brown.

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask as to what conclusion has
been arrived at with respect to the application made by
Lient. or Capt. Fortune, of the Halifax Battalion. It
seems that he as been suffering very severely of late in
consequence of an illness contracted during the service of
the battalion in the North.West, and, if I am rightly in-
formed, bis case has not yet received the consideration of
the Department. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will be able
to let me know at an early day what course the Govern-
ment bave docided to follow in that case.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The case of Capt. Fortune has
been investigated ; but, subsequently, and quite lately, he

applied to the Department for a further consideration of his
case. The mode adopted in regard to all these cases is to
refer them to the medical commission, which reports to me.
As soon as the report is received the Department will be
called upon to act on it. But I will be prepared to bring
down whatever papers we have in order to show the hon.
member the exact Dosition in which the case stands.

Mr. MULOOK. How comes it that in the case of Mrs.
Delaney, whose husband was murdered by *the Indians at
Frog Lake, she receives a pension of $400. a year, while
Mrs. Gowanlock, whose husband was killed at the same
time, does not receive any pension ? I understand that the
reason was that Mr. Delaney was in the service of the Gov-
ornment. Is that the only reason ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The cases of Mrs. Delaney and
Mrs. Gowanlock did not come under the Department of Mili-
tia and Defence. Those murdered did not belong to the
force, and in consequence they are not covered by the cases
which can be examined by the Department of Militia and
Defence. No doubt the Minister of Indian Affairs eau give
the information required.

Mr. BARRON. A good deal of feeling has been created
in the neighborhood where those people are known, by the
circumstance that the widow of Mr. Delaney obtained a
pension, and not the widow of Mr. Gowanlock. Those mon
were both killed at the same time, and both were doing
what they could in putting down the insurrection. If the
only reason is that Mr. Delaney happened to be in the ser-
vice of the Government as Indian agent, I do not think it
is a sufficient reason to give Mrs. Delaney a pension and
refuse a pension to Mrs. Gowanlock. Inasmauch as both
were murdered at the same time and while they were both
doing the same service, that is, endeavoring to put down the
insurrection. I think that Mrs. Gowanlock should be treated
in the same way as Mrs. Delaney was treated.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I can obtain the information
from the Indian Departmont for the hon. gentleman, but, as
I have already explained, it is a case which did net come
under the Department of Militia.

Mr. MULOCK. We are now dealing with pensions, and
this seems to be the proper time that explanations should
be forthcoming.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will obtain the information
for the bon. gentleman directly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This amountof$10,000
is distributed under Order in Council, I suppose.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. * Yes.

Mr. INNES. With respect to the sum of $10,000, I desire
to enquire if the Government have adopted any rule with
respect to pensions to families of members of the mounted

police, or volunteers to the mounted police, who may have
lest their lives. Perhaps the Minister will recollect that,
last year, there were several applications made, with one of
which I was acquainted. A young man of the name of
Middleton, who lived in Prince Albert, and who, at the
outbreak of the troubles, volunteered in the mounted police,
was killed in the first engagement. An application for a
pension was laid before the Government, and though this
amount of 810,000 was voted last year for such parpose.
nothing, I believe, was done with it, because it was voted
for the Militia and the Department retained it, and, in con-
sequence, the money was not appropriated to the purpose
for which it was intended. Perhaps the Minister will be
able to give some information on the subject.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman will
underêtand that the action of the Department of Militia, in
so far as pensions are concerned, is limited altogether by
statute, the Department of Militia being allowed te dis-
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tribute pensions among members of the force. The case
mentioned, which I remember perfectly well now that my
attention bas been called to it, was not the case of a mem-
ber of the force. If my memory serves me, he was a mem-
ber of the mounted police force, and the Department of
Militia could not deal with bis case; but the amount which
appears as $10,000 for the mounted police, no doubt, would
cover that case and similar caees.

Salaries, Military Branch and District Staff. $17,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should be glad if the
Minister would inform the committee as to what is to be
the policy of the Government with reference to the several
adjutants general whose terms of office expired, I think, on
1st April.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The policy of the Depart-
ment, so far, bas been to limit as far as possible the ex-
penses of the staff. Hon. gentlemen will understand that
for the working of a force such as the militia force of
Canada, it is important from every standpoint that the
money should go to the rank and file as much as possible,
that it should be applied to improving the knowledge of
our men in drill, and it is the duty of the Department to
reduce the expenses of the staff to the minimum. Hon.
gentlemen will recollect that, previous to the time that I
took charge of the Department, several training schools for
the different branches of the service had been established.
We had batteries "A " and "B," and we had infan try schools,
which, according to my view, have done very great service
in training our men and in training a certain number of
men who, at a time of emergency, cau be utilised as in-
structors and as pivot men around whom forts can be or-
ganised. It has been found by the Department that, in con-
sequence of having those schools and a permanent staff con.
posed of a commandant and officers who serve under him,
it was found possible to do without the deputy adjutants-
general and brigade-majors. The duties which have been
performed-and I muet say, welI performed-by these offi.
cers, devolved on the commandants of the different schools.
So it is that in the military district of New Brunswick,
Colonel Maunsell, who is in command of " A" School of In-
fantry, bas also been entrusted with the care of the military
district. Under this arrangement it has been found pos.
sible for the Department toe save the salary, or the greater
portion of the salary, of the deputy adjutants-general or the
brigade-majors, and administer the military affaire of the
district just as efficiently. So it was found with the mili-
tary district of Toronto, the beadquarters of which are the
city of Toronto; it was also placed under 'command of
Colonel Otter. And other districts where the same facilities
exist, from the fact of our permanent establishments being
placed there, have also been placed under the commandants
of the different schools, My policy, as far as I can speak
on behalf of the Department, is to minim4se the expense of
the staff, and, in every case where it is possible, to place
the military district under the command of the permanent
officer at the head of these permanent establishmants, and I
believe it to be an advantage to the force, an advantage to
the district, as well as a saving to the country. My hon.
friend knows that a regulation was passed, previous to the
time I took charge of the Lepartment, whereby it was de-
cided that after acertain age-63, I think it was-the services
of the brigade-majors and the deputy adjutants-general
would be dispensed with. I believe it is a policy which should
be carried out generally, tbough not absolutely, because
some men at that age may stili be in a position to perform
their services as efficiently as they had done previously.
That, however, is the regulation laid down in the .-ùepart.
ment, and, as far as possible, it is the intention to carry out
that policy.

8ir ADOLPEB CARON.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Iunderstand quite well
that the policy of the Government, as a general thing, has
been to fix an age limit of 63, but I notice the hon. gentleman
proposes no diminution of this vote, and, therefore, I sup-
pose h. does not intend to dispense with the services of any
of these gentlemen, until, at any rate, they have reached
the age of 63.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, that is it.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They will not b. dis-

pensed with ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Not during the financial year

1888, at any rate.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I need not say that it

is only reasonable and right that these gentlemen, to whom,
no doubt, it would be a great inconvenience to b. turned
adrift, should know, as far as possible, what are the inten-
tions of the Government. I understand, therefore, that the
hon. gentlemen does not propose to dismiss any duriig 1888 ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. No.
Mr. DENISON. In connection with the remarks made

by the Minister of Militia, I would like to say a word or
two, with reference to the report of the Major-General Com-
manding the Militia Force of Canada. In looking over his
report, I find that ho makes use of the following words:-

" I also again strongly recommend that ail oflicers of the permanent
corps should be senior of their respective ranks to ail other militia
officers. With regard to this it is only just towards officers who give
up their time wholly to the military service of the Dominion. Moreover,
in the case of active service in the field, the present system might be
found to work very awkwardly."

Now, I strongly object to this idea. It is one borrowed
slavishly from the English system. But the two systems
are entirely dissimilar. In England there is the volunteer
force, next the militia, and then the regular army. The
English volunteers or militia are not intended to take part,
and have not taken part, in England's wars for 200 or 300
years; and though it was not a standing army that laid the
foundation of English greatness in the battles of Cressy,
Poictiers and Agincourt, still the regular army are now
serving in every quarter of the globe. Great Britain bas
many small wars where the regular officer gains an ex-
perience that is not open to the English volunteer or
militiaman, as in Zululand, Afghanistan, India, Egypt, Ash-
antee. This may justify such regulations as these in Eng-
land ; but in Canada it is entirely different. Here the
militia of Canada is the first line. The moment any trouble
arises in Canada, the militia are at once called ont, and
serve alongside the permanent corps. Our militia was out
in 1775, in 1812, 1837, 1866, 1870, and in the North-West
affair of 1885. On entering that campaign the permanent
officers had no more experience than the militia officers-
many not as much. Then, why should one be given a
preference over another ? Surely not because the perma-
nent officer had paraded every day round the barrack
square, had each day inspected the kitchens and the cells.
That does not make a botter soldier, and that is the only
class of experience in which the permanent corps would
have the advantage over the regular militia. As Sir Henry
M. Lawrence, K.C.B., Commander-in-chief in Onde in
1856, says:

" It ia not elementary knowledge, such as barrack life or regimental
parades can give, that is most essential to a commander. It is good
sense, energy, thoughtfulness and familiarity with independent action.

It is not by three times a day seeing soldiers eat their
rations, or by marching round barrack squareà, that officers leara to be
solaiers."

Tho militia officers are generally among the foremost men
in their county. They make great sacrifices ; they raise
the men, expend their own means, give their time, and they
cost the country practically nothing, while permanent
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officers make their living out of the country, are well paid
and provided for. The country is under great obligations
to the militia officers, but under noue to the permanent ones.
If any favor is to be granted to either class the militiaman
should get it, and certainly nothing sbould be done in the
direction pointed ont by the Major-General. Then, again,
the report says:

' Before leaving the subject of the schools, I would beg to point out
that the time is drawing near, if it has not already arrived, when the
Dominion Government must reconsider their organisation and statue.
Ail the colonies are beginning to find out that without some standing
or regular force it is impossible to organise a system of defence, and ali
are establishing some such force. The schools of instruction in this
country now represent its regular force, and I venture to think that itis
beginning to be time for the country to consider if it would not be ad-
vantageous to increase that force with a correspon ding decrease la the
militia force (which latter I shall refer to later on), and recognise it as
their regular force. As regards the rank and file, their position is clear
enough, as they are enlisted for three years, and eau be taken on if
necessary; but the ooicers hold their appointments at pleasure only,
have the same commissions as the other militia officers, no hope of peu-
sion however long and meritorious their service may be, and have very
littie chance of promotion. Hitherto there has been no difficulty, as the
resuit bas proved, in obtaining excellent men for these appointments,
but as time goes on, and officers find that after severing themselves com-
pletely from their professions or appointments in civil life, they are
retired and relegated to private life without any pension, I venture to
think that the supply of really good men will cease. Of course, I am
aware that any such change as sketched above would necessarily require
consideration, and be the work of time, and in the meanwhile I would
again recommend an immediate increase."

I differ entirely from this view, and hold that the exactly
opposite course should be taken. The schools should be
kept down to the lowest limit, only sufficient being main-
tained to instruct the officers and non-commissioned officers
desiring a course ; and as large a force of militia s hould be
kept up as possible. What earthly use would a permanent
force of 1,000 moen, or even 3,000, in a war, for instance,
with our neighbors ? None whatever ; but if we had a
militia force of1100,000 men, organised with good officers,
clothing, arms, &c., there would be the skeleton, that could
be at once increased to 300,000, most of whom would be
mon who had served in the ranks, by merely increasing the
service roll per company from 42 to 125. In Europe the
idea is to have the people all trained to serve thoir country;
all are taught that they owe a duty to the State. France
and Germany are armed nations, and, in my humble judg-
ment, that is the proper system. The nearer we can ap-
proach that, without being burdensome on the people, the
better. I contend that our militia force should be at once
increased to 50,000 men. They should be drilled for 16
days at the least. The idea ought to be scouted of going
backwards by reducing our strength. On the other hand
we should encourage and foster, in every way possible, a
military spirit among our people. It is not in the interest
of a young country to have a large standing army, a class
of idlers not producing anything-drones in the hive. After
a man has enlisted he may acquire some fresh knowledge for
three months or, say, a year; but after that he goes through
bis work daily in a mechanical way, and after 20 years'
service may know no more drill than a recruit of some
weeks, or be any more useful. As Major-General Middleton
properly says, the force should be drilled for 16 days
every year ; but he recommends that the force should be
reduced to carry that out. On page 2à, he says :

" As I have said before, for the force to be at ail efficient every soldier
should be called out at leat for 16 days every year ofrhia service. By
this means a tream cof fairly trained men would be poured out over the
country, who could, in cases of emergency, be re-enrolled and take, with
very little difficulty, their places in the ranks. Now, the only means of
doing this would be by a reduction of the number, a reduction which
could, I am sure, be made without difficulty, if it can be done legaly.
Moreover, it will certainly be necessary to form regiments in the North-
West, an additional reason why a reduction should take place, unless
more money is granted for the Department. It may be that the Do-
minion is bound by treatywith the Imperial Government to keep up a
certain militia force, but I venture to think there would be littie diffi-
culty in arranging for a reduction of the actual number if it could be
shown that it would be more advantageous to have a larger force regu-
larly enlisted and less militia."1

Now, I contend that we do not have enough money spent
upon the militia. It was understool that 81,000,000 at
least should be expended upon the militia every year; but
that amount was reduced under the Mackenzie Government
in 1875-76 to $978,530; in 1876-77, it was still further
roduced to $550,4àl; in 1877-78, $618,136 was devoted to
the militia; in 1878 79, 8777,698; n 1879 80, $690,018;
in 1880-81, 8667,000; in 1881-82 $772,811 ; in 1882-83,.
8734,354; in 18,3-84, 8989,498; and in 1884-85, it jumped
up to $2,707,7à7, on account of the North-West rebellion.
These figures show that each Government, when they want
to roduce expenditure, commence with the militia estimates.
That is not right. The present system of drilling the rural
corps every other year, was a make-shift originated by the
Mackenzie Governmont, and continued by the present Gov-
ern ment ; and though a much botter plan than reduacing the
militia, still it would not take a large sum to drill them
every year, and they ought to be treated in the same manner
as the city corps. They require the drill every year more,
being scattered, and not as easily brought together as a city
corps. An increase of 25 per cent. spent in drilt pay would
enable the Government to drill double the force. In con-
clusion, I would strongly urge upon the Government not to
commit an ivjustice upon the officers of the militia by reduc-
ing their rank in favor of the permanent officers, or to follow
the Major.General's suggestion of roducing the militia for
the sake of raising a standing army. There is no item in
the Estimates less objected to by the public, than that for
the militia. There is no outlay so evenly distributed tbrough.
out the country.

Mr. O'BR1EN. I would like to cali the attention of the
Government to the very unfortunate position in which the
militia staff are placed under existing regulations. I quite
agree with my hon. friend from Toronto (Mr. Denison) in
his criticism on the evident intention of certain authorities
tà place the permanent corps in a different position from
that of the militia, and I quite agree with him in the senti-
ments ho has expressed on the subject. I, for one, will
always protest strongly against anything being done which
would make the permanent corps anything more than Par-
liament intended thom to be when they were formed, that
is, simple schools of instruction. With regard to the militia
staff, I think the five years limit is not judicious in the cir-
cumstances of this country. If you appoint a man to the
position of deputy adjutant-general or brigade-major in
one of the large districts, it will take him most of the five
years to get acquainted with the officers, so that it will
be only towards the close of his term that ho will be in a
position to efficiently perform his duties. In England the
case is different, because when a man is through with bis
staff appointament, ho goes back to his regiment; he can give
up the appointment at any time, and ho loses nothing by it.
The positions on the militia staff not being permanent,
those who hold them have nothing to fall back upon once
they leave the service, and I tbink some regulation ought
to be made by which the staff, whether that which now
exists in the various districts, or that which is being formed
in the permanent corps, should be placed at least in no
worse position than that of the ordinary Civil Service of the
country. They are now in a comparatively worse position,
their salaries are lower for the duties they perform than
other branches of the Civil Service, and they have nothing
to fall back upon. I drew the attention of the Minister to
two or three cases of hardship in the 2nd military district.
one was the case of a brigade major, who was retired, a
gentleman who had served faithfully and honorably his
country in various positions, who gave hie life for the ser-
vice of his country, and who is now in a state, 1[do not like
to say of actual pauperism, but something like it. The
gratuity ho receives is a trifle in comparison with the posi-
tion ho occupied and with the service ho rendered. The
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hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) may know to whom I
refer. This gentleman is now thrown adrift, though in the
full possession of all his faculties and as well able to do his
duty as ever. His case is a monument of the sort of treat-
ment the staff may expect at the hands of the Government.
This ought not to be. If the country can afford to have a
militaiy service, it can afford to treat those employed in it
in the same way as those employed in any other branch.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I arn sure the members of the
House must feel very much interested in the remarks which
fell from my hon. friend, the member for Toronto West (Mr.
Denison), who, we all know, is one of the distinguished mem-
bers of the militia force of Canada, and who distinguished
himself, not only in Canada, but in the Soudan. I wish it
to be thoroughly undertood that, in so far as my views
are concerned, I fully agree with the hon. gentleman that
a standing army would be altogether ont of place in a coun-
try like Canada. The permanent corps which are estab.
lished, the hon. gentleman very well stated, are merely for
instructional purposes, and we found the benefit of having
such corps from the faet that every year we turn out a
number of trained men, who, at a given moment, may ren-
der valuable services to the country. I beg to differ with
the hon. gentleman in the interpretation placed by him up-
on the report of the general officer commanding the forces.
I do not read the report as the hon. gentleman does. I take
it that, in comparing our system with the system of other
colonies and other countries, the general desired to draw
the attention of Canada to the fact that other countries
have found it necessary to establish, as we have in Canada,
some permanent corps as a nucleus which would be looked
upon, call them by whatever name you may, as permanent
corps or the beginning of an army ; but the major.
general, as I understand, does not desire to replace our
militia system by a different one. fie does not wish to
replace the militia force by a permanent or standing army,
and I am sure such views would not be entertained by the
Parliament of Canada. In so far as I am concerned, I
would be the last man to advocate a change of system. My
hon. friend for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) has drawn atten-
tion to the staff. Well, the money voted for militia pur.
poses, although apparently a large amount, is certainly just
as small an amount as n obe possibly voted for the pur-
pose of keeping up the number of mon we have in the
force, and I have endeavored to reduce the expenses of the
staff so as to give the money voted by Parliament to the
rank and file, and to utilise it for the purpose of giving as
much instruction as possible to the soldiers. Members of
the staff have to be retired after a certain time, under regu-
lations which were passed before I took control of the
Department; and in many cases, and in the one just stated,
the highest possible gratuity is given to the gentleman who
retired. The amount may be considered insufficient, but
with the amount placed by Parliament at the disposal ofthe
Militia Departmont, it was impossible to deal more liber-
ally with the gentleman referred to.

fMr. JONES. I quite realise the difficulty the hon. the

fore, that the position of this gentleman is different from that
of those who bave joined the service since Confederation
and I would ask the Minister of Militia whether, in view
of this understanding, ho should not consider this retired
officer in the light of other public servants who, at a cer-
tain age, received pensions for their services in the Pro.
vince of Nova Scotia, previous to the Union. I agree in
what fell from the hon. member for Toronto (1fr. Denison)
with regard to the militia, and I am glad to hear the Min-
ister of Militia give snoh an emphatic expression of opinion in
regard to the determination of the Government not to in-
crease the permanent force of the country. I have always
thought that we should spend as muach money as we can
afford mu educating such a number of sergeants of the ordin-
ary militia as would be available if the militia were ever
called ont. However, that matter perhaps should not be
discassed here to day; but there is one item in the major-
general's report to which the Minister of Militia did not
refer, and to which the hon. member for Toronto referred.
That hon. gentleman said that possibly the Dominion is
bound by treaty with the Imperial Government to keep up
a certain military force. I am not aware of any treaty
existing with regard to our obligations to keep up a military
force, thou h it is quite true that when the orduance and
forts were handed over to us, there was the implied under-
standing that we would keep them in good order, which
we have always done. Perhaps the ion. the Minister of
Militia will give us his opinion, and, in the meantime, I
would ask him to again consider the case referred to by the
ion. member for Muskoka.

Mr. DENISON. I do not think I used the word "treaty."
I think I used the word "understanding."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGFIT. Perhaps the right hon,
the First Minister will state to the House what the under-
standing is on that subject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes ; I am going to do
so. My hon. friend behind me is quite correct in stating
that there was an understanding, though there was no
treaty, but, at the time of the negotiations before Confedera-
tionin regard to the contribution that Canada would make to
the general defonce, it was understood by Her Majesty's
Government, Lord Palmerston being thon the Premier, and*
the delegation to England being Sir George Cartier, Sir
Alexander Galt, Mr. George Brown, and mysolf. An ar-
rangement was made, and the result appears in the blue-
book, that we would keep up the fortifications required in
good order. At that Lime Confederation was looming in the
near distance.

Mr. JONES. Unfortunately.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But it was understood at

the same time that an amount of at toast $1,000,000 a year
should bo expended by Canada in maintaining our defensive
force, and that was considered to be merely a temporary
arrangement until Confoderation took place. But that bas
been always adhered to, and we have taken at least a million
a year to keep up the militia force in Canada.

Minister of Militia has in dealing with the subject referred Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the conclusion
to by the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) ; but at L right, but, to make his point good, the First Ministerthe same time, it does appear to me to be a very hard case, must take the view which I took, and which I think is aindeed, that a gentlemen occupying the position which this just one, that we are entitled to add the charge for mounted
gentleman occupied in the lmiperial service,a gentleman who police in the North-Wost to the charge for the militia, andserved during the Crimean War and took a position in the if that is done we have fulfilled our agreement.militia at Halifax before Confederation, under the impres. Sir JON 4. MACDONALD. We have really done
sion that it was a permanent position, and who otherwise tDt.
would not have left his regiment at the time ho did, should
have been treated in this way. I do not mean to say there Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have always main-
was a promise, but the understanding whieh prevailed in! tained that, in computing the amount spent for militia, we
Nova Scotia at that time - and the hon. the 'Minister of should add the cost of the mounted police in the North-
Finance will bear me out in this-was that such positions West; and, if that be done, our obligation, as the bon. gen-
would be considered permanent. I venture to think, there. tleman puts it, would be very fully met, but not otherwise,

Mr. O'BRIEN.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has been fully met
without that, not perhaps within a pound or two, but sub-
stantially we have really expended a considerable amount
of money, year after year, in keeping up the military force.
Whether that has been wisely or unwisely expended, it is
for military men to say -I amnot a judge of that. The
hon. gentleman behind the member for South Oxford, when
ho was Minister of Militia, dischLarged the duties most sat-
isfactorily. I think we had occasion to say across the floor
that we could not find much cause of criticism in the way
in which ho managed that Department. As far as the
mounted police are concerned, they are really a military
force.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think so.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That force is composed
of a thousand men and is one of the finest corps in the
world, and will challenge comparison with any force of
cavalry in the world. They can be sent anywhere in case
of war or disturbance or apprehension. They can be sent
anywhere, but the primary object of establishing that force
was not to make it a portion of the militia, but to make it
a mounted constabulary, to keep peace and introduce law
and order among the Indians in that portion of the Domin-
ion. They performed the duty of a constabulary in time
of peace, and in time of war they are an efficient military
corps. I, therefore, agree that they may be considered in
spirit a substantial addition to our military force, and in
reckoning with the Mother Country as to our contribution
to the military defence of Canada, we can fairly and
honestly credit ourselves with the expenditure for the
mounted police as a portion of our contribution to the
military defence of the Empire.

Mr. JONES. Nevertheless, from what the hon. gentle-
man has said, I think the understanding which ho says was
arrived at was with the Old Province of Canada and not
with the Dominion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, it was in 1865.
Mr. JONES. But it says in the report that the Dominion

is bound by that arrangement. Of course, I understood
what the hon. gentleman has explained, but there was no
understanding with the Dominion, as far as I know.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I was very much interested
in reading the report of the major-general. It is full of
information, but, of course, I would not undertake to assume
the responsibility of every expression which is used in that
report. The understanding has been explained by the
leader of the Government, and no hon. member can bot.
ter give the explanation than he bas done. He knows all
the circumstances connected with it, and was in England
with other members of the Government at that time when
the understanding was arrived at. The hon. gentleman
has called my attention to the case of one of the members
of the staff. I believe ho refere to the case of Lieut.-Col.
Milson. That gentleman was a distinguished officer who
left the British service to accept service in the Canadian
militia, and, in dealing with his ca-e, attention wag paid to
the fact of his long service and also to the fact that when ho
entered the Canadian service ho might not have been under
the impression that it was not to be a permanency. ie
was, therefore, kept on four or five years beyond the liinit of
time which ho could expect to be kept on, and the largest
possible gratuity was granted to him on retirement. As I
have already explained to the House, it is Impossible, with
the money which is placed at the disposal of the Depart-J
ment, and the policy which has been adopted, to make any
distinction between the different membe.re of the staff who
are retired. The case of this gentleman was considered
from that standpoint, and every possible allowance was
made for him.

Mr. MADILL. I hope the policy of the Government
wili be more liberal and generous than it bas been in the
past. I hopé that more attention will be paid to rural
battalions. I think the rural battalions have not reoeived
the consideration to which they are entitled, and I think
that, if the amount could be increased so as to allow the
rural battalions to have an annual drill, it would render
then more efficient than they can possibly become when
they are only called out once every two years.

A mmunition, elothing and military stores......... $205,000

Mr. LISTER. In reference to the item of 890,000 for
clothing and great coats, I would ask the Minister whether
the tunics and trousers are contracted for by the saine con-
tractor ?

Sir ADOLPHE CA ON. The clothing is ali given out
by contract. Tenders are called for, and invariably the
lowest tenderer has received the contract. In some in-
stances the tunics and trousers have been made by one con-
tractor, but, as a rule, the contractors have contracted for
tunics independently of trousers and great coats.

Mr. LISTER. Independently? Well, I do not rise for
the purpose of making any charges, but simply to call the
Minister's attention to a matter which bas been represented
to me, and which I promised to bring up. During the last
year great complaints were made by the men as to the
quality of the clothing of the trousers, and as te the manner
in which they were made. The clothing is said to have
been very bad, and it was worn out in a few days. Having
called the Minister's attention to this, I hope there will be
no reason for complaint in the future.

Sir ADOLPLE CARON. I am very glad my attention
bas been called to it, but I must tell the hon. gentleman
that we have received no complaint whatever in the Depart.
ment from any portion of the Dominion in reference to the
quality of the cloth, or to the making up.

Mr. LISTER. The complaint was made by members of
the Sarnia company, who say that the cloth was simply
execrable.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I would remind the bon.
gentleman that in consequence of the troubles in the
North-West, we had te order at a moment's notice an ex-
traordinary number, compared with what we generally
order, of tunices and trousers, and suite, fintact, for tbe force.
They had to be made up in a great hurry, and when the
troubles were over, naturally they were served out to the
force, and in a good many instances it is possible that they
may not have been just as perfect as the Department would
have liked.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I happened to look at
the report of Lieut.-Col. Aylmer-is that the one my hon.
friend refers to?-and Ifind this under the item of clothing :
" The trousers issued to certain privates' in this district this
year did not last out the twelve days training, they were
made from sncb an inferior material." This is Appendix
No. 2, Militia Ofice, London, signed by Lieut..Co. Aylmer.

Mr. LISTER Lient.-Col. Aylmer had nothing to do
with it, I received no information whatever from him; but
it was the men under his command last year who con-
plained of it.

Sir RICIHARD CARTWRIGRT. I would call the
Minister's attention to the fact that the deputy adjutant-
general of Militiary District No. 1, makes this a special sub-
ject of complaint. Whatever may be said there is no
economy in serving ont such an article. How many suite
does the hon. gentleman propose to issue ont of this vote ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. We have 5,500 uniforme at an
average cSt of $5 each, and 600 great coats at an average
cSt of $5.83.
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Mr. JONES. I may mention that during the time I had 1 making a small quantity of ammunition as would appiy to
the honor of administering the Department-which I am the ciothing.
pleased to hear gave satisfaction to my hon. friends oppo- Sir ADOLPUE CARON. 1 am free to admit that at flrst
site-the custom of the Department was, if I remember we had some difflculty to contend againet, as usually occirs
rightly, to order the militia clothing from England. So in establisbing a factory like the ammunition factory at
far as my memory serves me, we found difficulty in getting Quebec. Reports have been made at different times, and
sufficient clothing of a uniform color, both the scarlet and in reading the reports from the Department of Militia, the
the blue. In the first place, there was always a differeut hongeDtleman will flnd that we went to a great deal of
shade perceptible in the different suits, and when they came trouble in getting commissions composed of the men best
to be placed together it was found that the English clothing known among those who take an interest in rifle practice,
would last much longer than a suit of Canadian clothing to study the whole question and to report to the Depart-
made from Canadian manufacture. At that time there was ment. For some time pat, about eighteen montha, the
a marked difference, and the English clothing was superior reports are quite matisfactory.
in style and in lasting qualities as well. All these advan- Mr JONES. What about the cost?
tages prevailed at that time, and if they still prevail, it
appears to me that it would be in the interest of the Depart- Sir ADOLPIIE CARON. I wiIl core to that point in a
ment to order their clothing from England,where you have moment. I will point out another difficulty. Most of our
such a large field to choose from, and where so much cloth- volunteers are armed with the Eufleld rifle, and, owing to
ing is made for the army, and which must necessarily, under the adoption of the Martini-Henry in England, the Imperial
all these circumstances, have a great advantage over what factories have discontinued manufacturing cartridges for the
our small manufacturers could produce in this country, even Enfield; consequently it became a necessity tor Canada
if they are doing their very best to carry out the contract. cither to give up the present arm or have a factery of our
They suffer under the disadvantage of not being able to get owu. We provide by this vote for the manufacture of two
material, and they only manufacture a certain number, millions cf rounds of bai cartridge, at the rate of $20 per M.
whereas, in England, they are manufacturing very large for bail cartridge and 810 per M. for blank cartridge. That
quantities and can produce it very much cheaper. I venture is to ho served eut on the repayment system, the money
still to hold to the opinion that it would be very being returned te the Department in the shape of a refund
much in the public interest if the clothing was ordered from by the different rifle associations which receive dr ammu-
Engiandniinsteadtof being manufactured in this country. nition.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. From my experience in the
Departient, I cannot agree with the hon. gentleman. The
clothing which is manufactured in Canada is considered
superior by all those who have had some experience in the
Department. The adjutant-general, the inspector of
clothing, and all the other officers who have charge of that
branch of the Department, consider it far superior, in so far
as lasting qualities are concerned, to any of the clothing
which we imported from England. At first, it is true,
there was some difficulty in getting the colors just as per-
fect as we have succeeded in getting them since; but at
present I believe there is a consensus of opinion that even the
scarlet color cannot be surpassed, and my h9n. friend
knows how difficult it was.to get, outside of England, the
scarlet cloth which was required for the scarlet uniforms.
But since that time we have succeeded in getting in
Canada cloth fully equal, and even superior in quality,
to anything imported from England, and the color is con-
sidered very good indeed. Under these circumstances it
became important that the large amount of money which
was expended every year by Canada, should be expended in
Canada if it was possible to do so; and I have endeavored,
as far as possible, to have all the clothing made in Canada.
In so far as quality is concerned, it lasts longer than any-
thing we have been able to import from England.

Mr. JONES. These same remarks would apply, I sup-
pose, to the ammunition manufactured at Quebec. i was
spoken to upon the subject by several gentlemen connected
with the militia service in my own Province, who informed
me that the ammunition manufactured at Quebec is very
inferior to the ammunition formerly obtained from the
Imperial Government, that for target practice it was prac-
tically useless, and they could not depend upon it as being
regular or effective. They said, naturally, that under these
circumstances it was unfortunate that the Government
should attempt to manufacture here, possibly at a greater
expense, an article which they could procure from the
Imperial Government of a much more uniform and superior
quality. I am only giving the opinions I have heard express-
ad. Of course, the Minister knows best about this matter.
It appears to me that the same objection would apply to

Sir ADOLPHE CARON.

Mr. JONES. I observe that the major-general recom-
mends that more ammunition should be served out for tar-
get practice.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, he does so.
Mr. JONES. Do yon intend to increase the allowance ?
Sir ADOLPIRE CARON. Not this year.
Mr. CASEY. There was a pretty good discussion last

year on the question of ammunition. Defects arose from
three causes: first, lack of accuracy in the machine which
measures the powder; second, lack of accuracy in the shape
of the bullet; third, lack of uniformity in the quality of
the powder. The powder at that time was obtained from
the Hamilton Powder Company without sample or speci-
fication. It was afterwards found to be unsatisfactory, and
a certain quantity of Waltham Abbey powder was importe d.
That was found to work much more satisfactorily. I think
the Minister undertook last year to have the powder ordered
by sample or specification. I desire to enquire whether
the Department are using Waltham Abbey powder or
Hlamilton powder; and if the latter, whether it is purchased
by specification or sample, or what are the means taken to
secure uniformity. At the same time I may say that I have
not heard so many complaints lately as regards the am-
munition as we did last year and the year of the unfortunate
troubles in the North-West, when the quality of the ammuni-
tion was of more consequence.

Sir ADOLPHlE CARON. The trouble, as has been
pointed ont by the hon. gentleman, arose more from the
powder, than from anything else. We followed up the sug-
gestions made last Session and endeavored to have the pow-
der manufactured in Canada upon specification. But it was
again found unsatisfactory, and we had to go back to Eng-
lish powder. We are now manufacturing ammunition with
English powder, and our ammunition is being found to be
fully equal if not superior to anything we imported from
England, thus showing distinctly that the difficulty was
with the powder in making up the cartridges.

Mr. CASEY. -I suppose these defects to which i have
referred have been corrected ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. They have all been rectifed.
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Mr. CASEY. I am glad to hear that, and I would urge

on the Minister the desirability of carrying out the sugges.
tion of the major-general with respect to increasing the
quantity of ammunition for practice purposes. It was proved
very conclusively during the North-West disturbances that
the best trainingwe could give our volunteers was to train
them to shoot accurately. Nearly all modern warfare de.
pends upon the troops being able to shoot accurately. A
great many of our country volunteers cannot afford to buy
ammunition for practice, and unless there is a very consid-
erable amount issued for practice they will not get practical
training in rifle shooting. I witnessed great waste of ammu-
nition by small squads and also at brigade camp. In my
opinion members on this side of the House would have no
objection to a larger vote being given for ammunition for
target practice.

Drm Instruction........... $290,000.

Mr. CASEY. With respect to the item of 840,000 I sup.
pose that is the old item for drill instruction which goes to
the companies. It is really not a payment for drill instruc-
tion, because it is given to commanders of companies
whether there has been any drill instruction or not during
the year, and it is practically an amount to enable captains
to maintain their contributions to the band and other funds,
except in cases where the captain chooses to put it in bis
own pocket. The inister, in past years, admitted that
this was an indefensible item as it stood, and, if it was to
be continued, it should be placed under its proper heading
as an allowance to conmanders of companies for the pur.
poses I have indicated. I would now ask what the Minister
intends to do about it.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have been generally improv-
ing in this particular. I have reduced the allowance, and in
any case where the corps has not gone out for annual drill
only one-half the allowance has been paid, $20 instead of
$40. The hon, gentleman is aware of the difficulties with
which officers commanding rural battalions have to contend,
and I must admit that the item might properly be placed
under a different heading, but I am not prepared to admit
that it would be good policy to strike it ont of the Esti-
mates and refuse to give that contribution to officers who
at much trouble and expense to themselves, and more espe-
cially in the case of rural corps, have succeeded in main-
taining their bàttalion. That is the roason I am in favor
of its retention, but I fully admit that the heading might
ho different. The Department have considered it very
seriously on more than one occasion, and I have concluded
it would have a very bad effect if we were to deprive the
commandants of the rural battalions of that help which the
Government affords them.

Mr. CASEY. If the Minister will put it under any head
which would increase tho pay of the officers to this extent,
so as to relieve the officers of the expense of putting it
under the proper head, I would not object to it, because I
know at least as well as the Minister what difficulties and
expense the rural officers are called upon to undergo. I do
not want to deprive them of the money, but I think nothing
is gained by putting it under a misleading heading in the
Estimates.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I entirely disagreo with the Minister in
the view he takes of this payment, and I have pointed out
to him on several occasions the way in which it should bo
made. I think it is properly given for drill instguction,
and should be given for drill instruction ; but there should
ho certain conditions, as I have explained once or twice.
before, on which the payment should be made, so that the
country would get value for the money. What I complain
of is that the captain of a rural company, who does nothing
at all from one year's end to another, who never sees his
company, or takes the slightest trouble with it, is Oxactly in

9e
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the same position with regard to this grant as the mian who
drills his company whenever ho gets the opprtunity, N>w,
I say there is a practical way of overcoming the diffieulty.
IL is hardly worth while taking up the time of the House
by going into it now, but anyone can iee that when a regi-
ment goes to camp there can be no difliculty in having an
inspection of each company; and only the captains of those
coipanies that show a certain percentage of men up to a
certain point of efficiency should receive the money,

Mr. CASEY. That is payment by results.

Mr. O'BRIEN'. Yes, on the same princi ple as the capita-
tion grant is given to the English volunteers. There is no
practical difficulty about it, and I think, taking that view ot
the caý e, a reduction should not be made during the years
the mon do not go to cam'p, for that is the very time the
cantain should devote himasif to his company and be able
to show that ho does something for hie money. Of course,
as long as we are in the ridiculous position we are in now,
of only calling the rural battalions out every second year,
the matter is of little consequence, but I hopo the country
will insist on the Governmeont making a change in that
respect. I think it is grossly unfair that the city battalions
should get pay for each year, when the rural battalions,
which are every bit as efficient and turn out just as promptly,
should not be treated in the same way. They cannot
keep up their band funds, or their ordinary expenditure
under the present system, and are laboring under the great-
est possible disadvantage, so long as the Govemrnment of the
country chooses to keep them in that position. A part from
that, if a system of inspection was adopted, and the captain
or instructor of a company got the money according to tho
condition in which the company was fou nd, thon the money
would be fairly and properly applied ; but I do not bolieve
in giving a man $40 simply as a foc, when I know that ho
does nothing whatever to earn it. More then that, I say
that the colonel of a rural battalion has no power over the
payments; ho may know that one-half of his mon do not
earn the money and the other half do earn it, and he bas
the mortification of seoeing his most inefficient captains
placed exactiy in the same position as the efficient ones.

Contingencies, &C., including grante to artillery
an° rifle associations and band c toefficient
corps................. ........*.38,000

Mr. DAVIES. On this vote I wish to ask for some infor-
mation from the Minister, upon a matter affecting the rifle
teams which come to Ottawa yearly to the shooting matches.
By some inexplicable oversight on the part of some official,
those teams have not been treated as I think they ought to
be treated. In the year 1885 the team from Prince Edward
Island came to the shooting match here, and recoived
second-class fares on the Intercolonial Railway, while their
comrades from the adjoining Provinces travelled first class
on the same train, and, of course, had the advantage of the
Pullman sleeper. The hon. genthaman knows how impos-
sible it is for a man who has been sitting in a second-class
railway car for two nights, to compete at a shooting match
on the following morning, and these mon had to march to
the ground as soon as they arrived and take part in the
match. In the year 1886, the non-commissioned officers
and mon of that team received a second-class siogle fare,
while their comrades from the two adjoining Provinces
travelled upon the same train on first-class return fares.
Of course, I am aware that this is an oversight on the part
of somebody, and I am sure that, if brought to the notice of
the Minister, ho will sec that it does not occur again. The
Minister knows that those small matters create a great deal
of dissatisfaction, and the teams fron the various Provinces

i should, 1 think, be all put on the same footing. I wish to
ask, also, if it is not possible to have a clear, distinct under-
standing that the mon travelling to these matches shoald
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have passes over the Intercolonial Railway. I can't see
why there should be any question about it.

Mr. POPE. I suppose you can't.
Mr. DAVIES. Perhaps the Minister can, and if he does

I hope ho will be able to toit why he sees any difficulty in
tho way. Ho is exceedingly wise, but ho is also excoedingly
curt in his answers and not very courteous. Lot me tlit
him that, while I arn making a complaint which I think is
well founded, and which I am sure the Minister of Militia
acknowledges is well foundel, I think I might be treated
with a little more courtesy by the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways. I may say that the men were treated very hand-
somely after their arrival, but thev desired me to bring
these facts before the notice of the Minister so that nothing
of the kind may occur again.

Sir ADOLPHE CARJON. My atiention has already
been drawn to this matter, but only quite lately. I must
tell the hon. gentleman that the rifle association is really
not under the control of my Department. It is an indepen-
dent organisation, but the Government to help in what they
consider to be of very great value to our militia organisa-
tion gives a certain amount of money por annum to help
the rifle association to carry on their rifle practice, and
also, as my hon. friend knows, contributes a handsome
amount towards sending a team to England to Shoebury.
noss for the artillery matches, and to Wimbledon for the
rifle matches. I did not consider, in the case of the men
who came from Prince Edward Island, and I believe some
of the other Maritime Provinces, that the Department of
Militia should be called upon to contribute any transport
monoy to those who came up to compote at our annual
matches at Ottawa. This case, however. was represented
to me very strongly, and last year and the year before I
consented to contribute towards the transportation of the
men who came up here to compote. I was sorry to hear
that some of the mon got second-class tickets, or were not
treated in the same way as the other men who came here.
That I am not responsible for, and when the matter was
represented to me, I promised that so far as I could I
would try to make up the deficiency these men complained
of, so that ail who come here should be placed on a fo>t-
ing of equality. Whether the systern is to be continuod in
the future or abandoned is another thing. But I would
inform the lon. gentleman that the rifle association is
quite an outside organisation, the only responsibility in-
curred in by the Department of Militia in connection
with it being to contribute a certain amount, with the
sanction of Parliament, towards the exponse of sending
a team to England.

Mr. TUPPEIR I wish to join with my lon. friend from
Queen's, P.E.I, in pressing this matter upon the attention
of the Government, not morely with the view of having the
riflemen from Prince EdFard Island placed on the saue
footing as those from Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, but
with the view of having all the rifermen from the Maritime
Provinces placed on a botter footing in regard to the com-
petition held at Ottawa every year. It is extremely annoy-
ing to the riflemen every year to be obliged to go through
the form of pressing both the Department of Railways aud
Canais and the Department of Militia, to afford them
facilities in the way of transport. I understan i ihat the
difficulty is between those two Dopartments. The hon.
Minister of Militia states that ho does not feel warranted in
spending money in payment for the transport of these rifle-
men. Well, there is no necessity, it seens to me, for his
spending any money. If the Government wilt take the matter
up and deal with it independently of those two Depart-
monts, they could arrange that the riflemen coming every
year to Ottawa shall have passes on the Government rail-
way. 1 think the riflemen are fully entitled to make this

Mr. DAVIEs.

request. The riflemen of Canada make considerable
sacrifices. The pursuit is a luxury with some, but many of
them go into it with a very proper spirit,- which I think
should be encouraged, and this encouragement would cost
very little te the country.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Last Session, during the dis-
cussion on the Estimates, I called the attention of the Min.
ister of Militia te this question of providing passes over the
Intercolonial Railway te the riflemen coming te Ottawa,
and I understood the hon. gentleman to promise that some
arrangement would be made. I do not blame him, for I
think he has done ail ho could, but I think the men are
fairly entitled te passes. They come here at great sacrifice
and irconvenience te thomselves.

Mr JONES. This dificulty is just owing to a little
piece of red-tapeism in the Railway Department, which I
think should be put an end te. The hon. Minister of Rail-
ways is laughing; but I understand that, of late years, when
these militiamen have come te Ottawa, the obtaining of
passes for them bas been a subject of negotiation, sometimes
for a week or more, between the members for the counties
and the authorities at Ottawa; and the passes .are appar-
ently granted as a matter of favor. They are no favor at
ail; they are a matter of right, and when they are asked
for they should be given without any delay or hesitation
whatever. I trust that after this discussion the Minister of
Raitways will have an order issued that those people who
are selected te come up to the annual competition at Ottawa
shall b entitled te thoir passes, without baving te go
through ail the trouble and inconvenience and delay which
have hitherto attended their application.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman is undoubtedly mistaken if
ho thinks that any change will be made by the Department
of Railways in this respect. The meu from Manitoba and
Ontario, who come here, all pay their own way. I have
always been glad te make arrangements for the transport
of those people te Ottawa by reducing the rates ; but it is
net within the province of my Department te bring them
free, or te bring those from Manitoba or Ontario fre, who
pay their own way.

Mr. JONES. But there are no Government roads there.
Mr. POPE. I am willing te meet them as far as Ican in

the way of reducing the rates.
Mr. DAVIES. There was no suggestion made that the

hon. gentleman should pay the passage of any of the mon
from distant Provinces over the Grand Trunk or other
roads ; but I think that the circumstances that they live se
far away, and bave te travel se much farther than the vol-
unteers of Ontario, ought te be taken into consideration.
But as it costs nothing at ail te the Governinent te give
passes over the Government railway, I think it would b a
gracious act on the part of the Department to give passes to
these young men, who are anxions to attend the central
match at Ottawa, and have to travel a thousand miles to
get here.

Mr. TUPPER. I might suggest to the hon. Minister as
an argument to strengthen the request-which I am glad to
see none of the members from the other Provinces bave
raisod any objection to-that is the rule in Australia, where
there are Government railways, te give passes to ail the
officers of lier Majesty's ships from time te time stationed
there, hich I think is some authority te jstify our Gov-
erament in treating our own defenders as wetl as the
Australian Government treat their defendors from the
Mother Country.

Wontingencies ani general services not otherwise
provided for, including grants to Artillery ani
Rifle Associations and Btnds of efficient corps $38,000

Mr. CASEY. In regard to this I would like to have an
explanation from the hon. gentleman. I hold that proof
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that a certain amount of work has been done should be
exacted from the local rifle associations to which grants are
made, and that the grants should be in some correct propor-
tion to the~amount of work done. The information asked
for should contain the number of competitors at each meet-
ing, the amonnts of subscription obtained, &c. lu some
places, it bas been the practice to form the same persons
into two or three rifle associations, and obtain a grant for
each. In this city there are the Wimbledon association and
the Guards rifle association, and two of other battalions, all
said to be largely composed of the same individuals. Of
course, it is impossible to provide that no member of one
association shall belong to another, but I think a list of the
members of each of the associations should be demanded by
the Department, so that there would be no glaring abuse of
the system. In this way the Department might save grants
and apply them to other places.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The system followed is that
those rifle associations are reported by the officer of the
Department, and if they are considered to be organised
according to the rules, the amount of money is granted
according to the number of members. I do not believe the
abuse which the hon. gentleman refers to exists to any
great extent. However, bis suggestion is a good one, which
I wil b glad to look into and see if we can improve on the
present system.

Mr. CASEY. I had positive information that in this city
there were three organisations a few years ago-I do not
know if they are all alive now-substantially composed of,
the same persons, and I have reliable information that the
same abuse exists in other cities in Canada.

Royal Military College at Kingston............$59,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Has the hon. the Min-
ister got the return I asked from the Minister of Justice as
to certain fines or payments of $100 each exacted from a
number of the cadets who left the college to accept commis-
sions in the Royal army, and as to what the Government
did in the matter ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I submitted the case to which
my attention was called by the hon, gentleman and by
another hon. gentleman to the Department of Justice. The
report which 1 will be glad to lay on the Table, is to the effect
that the coltege had a perfect right to charge that amount
of 8100 fine, in the case of those cadets who left for the
purpose of accepting commissions in the Imperial service.
As to the question of collecting the amount now from those
who were trusted when the cadets lefu, and who -were not
made to pay before the enlistment of the cadets, the opinion
of the Department of Justice is not so strong. It would be
more satisfactory if I laid before the House the opinion
given by the Department of Justice.

Sir RICHARD CARMWRIGIIT. I shall also have to
ask the hon. gentleman to informa us who did pay and who
did not pay, because this is a matter in which, 1 think, for
the credit of the college and the Department, all should be
treated alike.

Sir ADQLPHE CARON. I will bring that down on
Monday.

Sir RIHflARD CARTWRIGHT. I will not delay the
item, on this understanding, that, in a case like this, before
we proceed to another item, a discussion rmay take place. I
suppose the Minister of Finance has no objection to that.

Sir CH1ARLES TUPPER. No.

Mr. DENLISON. I would like to ask the Minister of Militia
whether the Goverument have ever considered tie advis-
bility of giving the three or four cadets who passed at the
head of the liât, employment in the Civil Service? Thut

would certainly encourage the cadets and b advantageous
to the country. The first four have the right to commissions
in the army. If the first two or three had the choice of
taking commissions or else entering the Civil Service, it
would be a move in the right direction.

Mr. JONES. I received a letter from a gentleman in
Halifax, whose son was in the college, complaining that ho
had been called on to pay one hundred dollars fine, when
his son accepted a commission in the Imperial service, and
ho gives the names of other prominent gentlemen who have
not paid.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I promised to bring down the
list.

Mr. JONES. While the Minister of Justice may bo jus-
tified from a technical point of view in the position ho took,
I think the Government should treat everyone alike. If it
has been found that those gentlemen who have paid in good
faith could not have boen compelled to pay, the money
should be refunded themu. With r-eference to this vote
for the college, it is one in which i naturally take a
great interest, because the military collego was started,
as hon. gentlemen are aware, by tho G(-ovornment
of which I was a supporter and of which I subso-
quently became a member. That institution was started
for the pur-pose of training a certain number of young gen.
tiemen to qualify them for positions in our own country,
but it was considered, during the timo that I had the honor
of administering the Department that there would bo some
#dvantage obtained by placing our institution on a par with
the Imperial institutions, if we could obtain from the Brit-
ish Govornment a concession granting one commission in
eaci branch of the service to young gentlemen who passed
with first-class honors each year. That application was
made during the time I was in the Department, and
it was cheerfully and promptly responded to by the
Imperial authorities. That arrangement went on for
some time, and I believe no fault was found with
regard to those who accepted the positions. I am
pleased to say that I have heard from all sources that
the cadets who passed through our college up to a certain
time, ranked among the best officers in the several branches
to which they were appointed; so much so, that a certain
class of training which the Imperial cadets hai to submit
to when they joined headquarteirs in England was disponsed
with in the case of the cadets frorn the Royal Military Col-
lege. Up to a certain time, I think all these conditions
were amply fulfilled, and the expectations of the Govern-
ment which started that institution were fully realised, but
I am afraid from what has reached me that the sane
standard bas not been maintained. I have been informed
that during the last two years, or at ail events during the
last year, a large number of commissions were granted to
KZingston cadets in the Imperial sorvice-some twenty or
thirty, as lar as I remember. I would like to knowfrom the
hon. gentleman whether the Government applied for these
additional commissions ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. No.

Mr. JONES. They were offered thon?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.

Mr. JiON ES. But I suppose under the expectation that
those people who would bo recommended by the College or
by the Goverument would have passed through their full
term and taken honoré,?

Sir ADOLPaE CARON. No.
Mr. JONES. So much the worse for the college, and so

much the stronger for my argument, because I contend
that it is not in the interost of Canada, it is not to the
credit of our country to send out yotwg mon from the

1887. 755



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE ,

college nominally as Kingston cadets who have not
completed their regular course, except under very, very
exceptional circumstances. There might b circumstances
under which young mon had been so exceptionally atten-
tive to their duties, and had taken such high degrees, that
the authorities might b justified in making a change in
their favor, but I have been informed in one case a cadet
was appointed to the Imperial service who had been only
one year in the college, and who at the time of his
appointment was residing in England, that ho had left
the college and was not in Canada when the appoint-
ment was made. I was also informed that several cadets
were appointed who had been in the college only two
years, and had never passed through those (xamina-
tions which would entitle them to take the rank
which a cadet of the college should be expected to take if
associated with the Imperial cadets in the same branch of
the service. This is really, in my judgment, a great depart-
ure from the original design and intention of the college,
which was in the first place to give a thorough military and
teohnical education to those cadets who were attending
there; and, if it comes to be known that yonng men are
sent out from the college after one or two years' training,
I say most emphatically that, in my judgment, it will lower
the standard of the college with the Imperial authorities,
and very likely may lead to the withdrawal of the concession
of granting one commission each year, which was intended
only to apply to those candidates who took the highest
honors. It is a point which I urge most strongly upon the
hon. the Minister of MAlitia, because I hold that the»
future of that college and the confidence it must enjoy in
the public estimation in this country and in the old country,
where our cadets are brought into comparison with the
Imperial cadets, is all involved in this one question: whether
we are going to send out cadets who are thoroughly unfit,
or, after one or two years, with a more smqttering of know-
ledge, which could beof no practical advantage or value to
them ? Now, with regard to the point raised by the hon.
member for Toronto, I quite concur wiLh that view. It was
my intention, if I had remained in tbc Departmont, and it
was the view of the Governmont, that thor e young gentle
mon who had passed through their term i the colloge
should in some way be associated with the Civil Ser-vice of
the country, to keep those men in tho country if we could.
My hon. friend i n front ot me (Mr. Mackenzie) says we
promised that, and it was considored at that time that there
would be no advantage to Canada in proportion to the
expenditure we are called upon to make annually, if we
sent out filteen or twenty cadets from that college who
immediately went into the United States or even took com-
missions in the Imperial service. It was the intention that
those cadets should, if possible,be employed in the Dominion,
and it was the intention, as announced by the Government,
to give those cadets when they passed the colloge each
year, the preference of all appointments in the Civil
Servioe of the Dominion. Hon. gentlemen know that there
are certain branches of the Dominion service that might
probably absorb some ton or fifteen of theso cadets annually.
The Public Works Department, one would imagine, and
I have no doubt, could find employment for many of these
cadets who have a training which would peculiarly adapt
them for service on our railways and canais; and I venture
to hope that the present Administration will adopt the
suggestion of the honm member from Toronto, if not that
from myself, and will endeavor to place before the cadets
who enter that college some inducement to enter it, and to
remain in the country when they leave it, when their edu-
cation is completed. If such is not done, I look upon it that
the largest proportion of the annual amount we grant will
be wasted or thrown away. We can have under these
circumstances a trained Civil Service, of course at the
expense of the country, who will be on hand at all times

Mr. JoNUa,

when they are required to fill any position in the military
branch of our public service, and those different branches
combined should, in my mind, afford ample scope for the
employment of ail tho cadets who come out of the colloge
every yoar. In that way [ believe we shall best roalise the
expectation of the Govern ment which established the college,
and best give value for the expenditure we are an.nually
called upon to make for the maintenance of this college.

Sir 'ADOLPHE CARON. It affords me very great
pleasure indeed to be able to congratulate the hon. gentle-
man upon the very important part he bas taken in estab-
lishing the Royal Military College. It is an institution
which, I believe, has greatly contributed to make Canada
advantageously known abroad. When we consider that
those who have left our college and who have taken service
in the Imperial army, have almost without exception
proved themselves to be fully equal to the cadets of any of
the great military colleges of England, it seems to me that
such an institution can only redound to the credit and ad-
vantage of bur country. Now, Sir, I fully agroo with what
the hon. gentleman has stated in reforence to the standard
which we ought to maintain in the Royal Military College,
and I believe it is the duty of every Ministor of Militia
to see that that standard is not reduced, so that the mon
whom we send forth from that institutiodn may always
occupy the same prominont position which they bave occu-
pied up to the present time. In referenco to the twenty or
thirty commissions which were granted last year, I look
upon them as altogeth.r qµtside the ordinary commis-
sions which are granted for merit, if I may so express my-
self, by the Imperial Government. In the case ot the four
commissions placed by the Imperial Government at the dis-
posal of the Canadian Government, the privilege is given
to those who carry the highest number of points, to choose
the branch of the service in which they wish to be employed.
In the case of the commissions given last yoar, the parties
entered the Imperial service from the fact that a good many
of the English officers were employed abroad, s>me in the
Soudan, others in India and other parts of tie world, and
the Imperial Government thought fit to call upon the Cana-
dian Government to give some of their cadets to go into
the ser'i-e abroad. There was no misrepresentation in any
case, the conditions and the position of the cadets were re-
presented, and those men were taken outside of the four
commissions which, as I have already stated, we consider
were granted for merit, and were given because it was con-
sidered that tho Imperial service required officers of that
class. I canno be positive as to the period of time which
had been passed by these cadets in le Royal Military Col-
loge, but no complaint as to their efficiency bas ever been
made to my Department since these cadets accepted service
in the Imperiai army. Now, another reference was made
by my hon. friend from West Toronto (Mir. Denison) as
to the , employment which the Canadian Governmont
should give to the cadets in the Civil Service. Well,
Sir, I must say that if that was the policy of the hon.
gentleman opposite when he was at the head of t be
Department over which I now preside, it has been pretty
well followed by ourselves. I took the first opportunity I
had to croate a new branch in the Department of ilitia,
and I selecteri one of tbe cadets of the Royal Military Col-
loge to take charge of it. In several of our prominent corps
I have given commissions to the cadets belonging to that
institution. In the mounted police force there are several
cadets belonging to that ins.i tu Lion ; and we have also some
of the mon of our college in the large railway companies
and in the great industrial establishments of Canada. I
think that no complaint can be made against this policy.
Of course, if it were carried to an extreme point, if we were
to give exceptional advantages to the cadets of the Royal
KilitaryCollege beyond those which we have now oonoeded
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to them, it might croate dissatisfaction. Other young men
might complain ibat we were giving everything to tho
Royal Military College; that we were roally creating a
privileged class over other young men who have to compete
with our cadets, and who do not possess the same training
and instruction which are possessed by our cadets. I ful!y
recognise the qualifications of a cadet, and I think that the
cadets are not neglected; but in the intcrests of the institu-
tion, ai d in the interest of the cadets themselves, it would
be a wrong policy to make furtber concessions beyond those
which have already been made to them.

Mr. AMYOT. I am not ready yet to condemn the Royal
Military Colloge, but I must say that I have nover been
able to see of what use it is to the country. It seems to me
it would have been better to pay the expenses of these young
men to E ngland, and send tbem to college there, where they
could get the same oducation, and we should have saved
money by the transaction. At all events, I do not see wby, if
we are to go on with a royal military college, we should not
also have a sebool of navigation in some of our cities. When
there is a demand for a military college, in the interests of
the rich families, there is plenty of money ; but when the
Governmont is asked, in the interests of the poor people, in
the interests of the ravigators, who are a class of people
inuch more useful to the country than the military men, we
find that a few thousand dllars ib much too large a suin.
Oh, no, we will spend $50,000 for, or d0,0 ,0 for a royal
military college. The Royal Military Collego ! it sounds
well, but a poor school of navigation to train meo who arc
to take charge of our ships in the St Lawrence-oh, no, wc
have no money for tbat purpose. It seems to me that the
Government should do something for the echool of naviga-
tion in Quebec, which has been kept alive up to the pre-ent
day by the sacrifices of the Local Government, although
marine matters belong rather te the Federal Govein-
ment than to the Local Government. I repeat that so far
as the Royal Military Colloge is conc rned, I have not yet
found one place in the country wheoo one of these students
or cadets has proved useful to this country. They arc uso-
ful for the English army, they are usefut for the States,
they are useful for the large railway companies abroad, but
they are not useful for this country. It is money spent
altogether uselessly, except, of course, for those young mon
who go there to get educated. Alt bough I shall not object
to this item of the Estimates, I1 hope that the Governtmunt
will, this year, think of establishing a school of navigation.
It has been asked for by the district of the Minister of
Militia, and, perhaps, that is the reason why we do not
receive it.

Mr. LABELLE. I may say that I have myself asked
the Minister of Marine about that marine school, and
although I do not gree with my hon. friend froin
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) on the military question, I quite
concur with him in reference to a Echeol of navigatign. 1
think that the Governmont ought to do someth ng for the
marine school, and I hope that before this Sussion closes
they will propose an appropriation for that purpose. I
also think it would be an excellent idea for the Government
te establish another institution of that kind in the town of
Sorel.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I do not think the
Minister of Militia quite apprehended the force of the re-

-mai k3 of the hon. member or lalifax (Mr. Joues). What
the hon. Minister is asked to do is not to give every one
who graduates at the Royal Military Ocliege a position in
the Goverament, but simply te do this: to offer some four
or five positions under the Government as a reward to
those who show themselves the best qualified to fill them.
The commi-ssions which are given by the British Govern-
ment are in the nature of prizes. The man who is first on
the list has his choice, and s0 on in duO rotatima and it hs

had a very good effect in maintaining a wholesome spirit
of emulation among the cadets. If the Government can
se their way to offer an equal number, or perhaps a few
more prizes in the shape of positions in the service, it
would enable the service to obtain tho vory best men. The
hon. Minister, I believe, is correct when he says that ho has
distributed some positions and given some places in his
Department to graduates of the college; but they wore not,
I think, distributel with regard to the standing iii the
collego of thoso young men. le seloctod them himsolf
there was no attempt made to hold out the positions as prizes.
The mianner in which the Govet nment could promote the be-
nefit of the college is by offerinz a small number of positions
in the service as prizes to those who most distinguish thon-
selves at the college. We ought to tirn out twenty or twonty-
four graduates per annum. The suggestion I would make
is this : that in addition to the fbur commissions in the Bri.
tish arny, five or six positions which would b no very
great number considering that, accouding to a return laid
on the Table, we added about four hundred appointees to
the Civil Service within fifteen months, should be distributed
amoug the best pupils. I am quite certain if the lon.
Minister will confer with the oeficers of the colge he will
find they will agree with the hon. gentlemen who have
spoken, the hon. member for Wet Toronto (Mr. Denison)
and others, in saying that that step would add very largely
indeed to the efficioncy of the college, and in process of time
would provide the Gvernment with Eome valuable civil
servants. Nor can there be any weighty objection to it,
because the appointees in the college are selected by corn-
petition. A regular competitive exarnination is heid, open
to all Cinada, and thero is selected a picked class of young
mon who would, without the slightost reflection on the
Civil Service, make very excellent officers in at least one or
two Departments, and notably in the Departments of Militia,
of Rilways and Canals and of Public Works.

Mr. CASEY. The suggestions mado with respect to
giving places in the Civil Service as prizes, are very valua-
bIe, but i would urge that theso appointments -hould bo in
the outside sorvice, in the erginoring service, rather than
in te bc Departments themselves. If cadets are taken into
the IDepartments and become valuable officers. they will not
bo availab!c for active service if required, without crippling
the Department. If we desire young mien for ut e in activo
operations they should be where they can enter on active
service, and not cripple the Department. With respect to
the young under-graduates entering them, I concur with
the hon. member for Halifar (Mr. Jones) as to the inadvis-
ability of sending there mon whose education is not finished.
Very likoly no complaints have been received in regard to
thom ; but, notwithstanding that fact, they cannot be as
well qualified as if they had passed through the whole
course. Ait hough, as the Min ister has stated, their standing
in college was reported, y 't they will be recognised as
Canadian cadets, and the public will not know how they
stand in the college to which they b:long. Only finished
product, if any, should be sent to England. I am still
more inclined to agree with the hon. member for Belle-
chasse (Mr. Amyot) in regard to the exponditure on the Mil-
itary College. I have always dou' bd, and 1 doubted when
our own iriends established the colloge, as to the advisability
of the expenditure, especially in vicw of the results. It is
true that we have very few exapnjles of the usefulness Of
the graduates in Canada. Two years ago a return was
brought down showing the destinations of the graduates up
to that time, and it appeared that the vast majority were
engaged neitherin theCivil Service nor or in the militia, b.ut
that a very large number had gone to the United States
and engaged in engineering and other pursuits. So the
British a'rmy and the United States have received the
bonfit Of the Oxpeuditux nd Canada has not doue s. The
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bon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) made another command men during war. It is a remarkable fact in
very good point, and it is one which I have urged before, the history of the civil war which occured in the neighbor-
ihat this is a rich man's college pure and simple. SupposinDg ing republic, that nearly. evory one who was without that
that we turn out twenty-five graduates a year they will scientific military training which the military school at
bave cost over $2,000 a piece to tho country, bosides $300 West Point affords, was a failure whon put in %3ommand of
or so which oach cadet has to pay. The iesult is that the any considerable number of mon. It is ouly necessary to
young men are highly ectucated, as regards general educa- look at the history of the war there, from 1861 to 1865, to
tion, as well as in military matters, but it is of no special see that, however brave, however competent mon were
use to the military service of Canada, because those young who were realy to take command of a considerable-
mon are not kept in the country and employed in the number of troops, whether on the one side or the
military service. I would suggest in order to utilise the other, and who were without this military training, such
cadets and greatly inciease the efficiency of oui' forces, to mon, in almost overy instance, failed. It seems to me
appoint no une but graduates of the college as adjutants of that we might expend a smaller amount in the training of
battalions, give them an annual salary and compel them to the volunteJr force, without seriously affecting the defence
look after ail the companies of the battalion. We could of the country. I have no doubt that our people possess
fully employ most of the graduates in this way. the elements of a soldiery quite as well as the people of any

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. other country in Christendom. The experience of the con-
tinent of Europe, is that men of intelligence make better

A.fter Recess. soldiers than mon who are without any culture or educa.
tion. I think that is shown by the high discipline which

IN COMITTEE-TIIIRD READINGS. the German army has attained, and that being tbe case wo
have within the limits of tnis country, the necessary ele-

Bill (No. 14) to incorporate the Collingwood General and ments for a military force whenever such force is needed. In
Marine Hlospital.-(U-r. McCarthy.) fact, il requires but a very few weeksof trainingunder men

Bill (No. 62) to reduce the stock of the Ontario and who are qualified, to make very fair troops of the ordinary
Qu'Appelle Land Company (Limited), and for other pur- population of this country ; but it is a wholly different
poses.-(kr. Sutherland.) thing to give the necessary qualifications to those who

are to take command, and 1 believe that the Government
Bill (No. 73) to incorporate the Bay of Quinté Bridge which preceded this, did the country an essential ser-

Company.-(Mr. Robertson, Hastings.) vice in establishing a military college at Kingston.
Bill (No. b9) to incorporate the South Ontario Pacific I do not think our experience, notwithstanding the fact that

Railway Company.-(Mr. Sutherland.) many of the graduates have loft the country for the time
being, ought to induco us to abandon the course we have

SECOND READINGS. adopted. Lot me mention one fact wortiy of cousideration.
Over 100,000 of the population of Jtaly louve every yoar to

Bill (No. 117) respecting the Western Counties Railway seUle in the varions portions of Souti America, yet the
Company.-(Mir. Mills, Annapolis.) Goverument of Italy vote something like $750,000 a yoar

Bill (No.120) respecting the New Brunswick Railwayucaion of the cildren of thse who have

Company.-(Mr. Skinner.)ggoe from their country and sttled in a foreiga country.at is of course going a very long way t tex pond money upon
thOe population of a counIry aftor thay have taken up thoir

S1IePPLY. abode in aforeig pontry, and ye , afotr aic, these people

flouse again resolved itseifinto Committee of Supply are ot indifient to th countryo f their birth, and thoy
are ail the more attached toeleand inclined te establiry

([n thI Committee.) frisedy relations with their parent lad enconsequence of
the iputereionfe parent takes in thom havin this country

Royal Miiitary College at Kingston ............. $39,00a tle education and triining of our population, whether ilbe
Mr. MI LLS (Bothwell). I d> not altogether concur in the civil education givon for civil purposei in our sehools

the observations aJdressed to the commiLtee on thii subject and universities or the military education afforded in the
by some lion. gendiomen. I do not think ihis institutiou is mlitnry achools, will always tain to our advantage.
without its uso in this country, and i do not think it is a Tiese men altiongh they bave their country, are not alter
proof of the failuro cf this institution that a number of thoso a indifferent te the country which has taken an interet in
who graduated in it have found active employment in Ibohem. Therefore, while we might utilise our young mon
En glish and other services under the Qucen and in the neigi- who are trained in our military schos b a larger extent, 1
boring republic. I think that a cauntry doeî, after ail, feel, nevertheles, liaI in giving hem a sciontide military
that which is best in providing scientiac military education educnion, we are doing essontial service, and even.thougi
for a certain number of its citizens. If the services of thoso tiey are gino beyond tie boundaries cf the country that
men were required by this country, I bave no doubt that oxpenditureisnotwbellythrownaway. Onthecontrary,
ail of those who have gone to the neighboring republic I bolievo their services would be available if required; and
vould be found offering their services to the country in its aI ail events that the maintenance of this institution is the

hour of need. It is to be regretted these graduates have not best means of afferding efficient dcfence te this country when
found in this country a larger measure of employment indefouso iirequired.
public life-in cwvil parsuits. I am inclined to think the Mr. CASEY. Wien yen left the Chair, Sir, I was point-
Glovernment might utilise their services much in the same ing eut the approxinate averige coat per head cf lie cadets
w'ay as tic American Government have utilised the services turned eut f'omIKingston college, and urging tint il was
of those who have griduatod at West Point. The most effeO- pructically a elasscolloe, an' institution aL whichlie

,tive provisions the Government can make for the defenco of a country paid very largo sums fer the eduestion of the child.
country, when a defence is actually required, is by the scien- ren of a favored few ie oomunity. I beliovo that
tifictraining of a certain number of those who would be called admission te lie college is net gained withont recommenda-
upon to officer its military forces. The experience of thetien fron soma member cf Ibis flOuse. 1 may bc mistaken
United States shows itis much casier to improvise an army in Ibis, but iL uaed te be lhe praotiee, aud i would ask the
than to improvise men with the necessary qualifications tolion. the Minuter if mach lenot the case
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Sir A DOLPHE CARON. No such recommendation is

reqùired.
Mr. CASEY. It used to be at one time, and I thought

perhaps it was continued now.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There is no such recommenda-

tion required.
Mr. CASEY. At ail events, the candidate must pass a

pretty severe examination. He must hava badgaJpretty good
education before ho goes there, which must have cost some
inoney, and money mnst be spent after ho gets there, for
tuitiori and board and so on ; so that it becomes the privi.
loge of a rather exclusive class of the community to send
their childron to that school. People of small means cannot
.sfford it, and people of ordinary means can hardly afford it.
As a matter of fact, it is generally the children of wealthy
people, and to a large extent of people who are concerned
in politics, who are educated in this school. Theroforo, I
say it is the college of a privileged class, and not a people's
college. It is even more restricted in its operations than
any of the universities of the country. No one ever pro-
posed to this Hpuse that we should pay a subvention to any
of the universities of the country for turning out young men
who are educated in general subjects to the same extent
that these cadets are educated. The only raison d'éfre, thon,
for the existence of this college, the only reason why the
country as a whole should pay towards this education is for
the sake of the militery training which is given there. It
bas been shown, again and again. and is admittcd by the
Minister, that, practically, we have obtained very little
ivantage from the military training which the cadets have

received.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I do not think I said that.
Mr. CASEY. I know the hon. gentleman told us that ho

had appeinted one or two of the cadets in bis Department
and that a few had got commissions in the North-West
police, and a few were employed in the military service,
but can ho tell us that one of them is acting now as adjutant
of any battalion as far as ho is aware ? The-e is where
you could get some advantage from this military training.
If the bon. gentleman wants to get any advantage froin
this military training ho should appoint these cadets as
permanent and paid adjutants, and c->npel thom to super-
intend the drill of al the companies in the battalion, whotbor
at their different headquarters or in camp, and it could bl.
easily arranged that they would drill at difforent times.
He should ho made responsible for their drill. Of course
the drill would be carried on by the officers of the diferent
companies, but the adjutant should ho generally responsible
for the drill of the regiment. The adjutant is the teaching
officer of a regiment, and in that way you could find occu-
pation as adjutants for a great number of these cadets, and,
as bas been already stated, yo coul d find occupation for
more in the engineering service. But, unless the Miinister
can devise some means for retaining these gentlemen, not
only in the general service ofithe country, but in the military
service, as teachers of our volanteers, 1 say the raison d'être
of the college is gone. L is for military training that wu
are paying this money, and, unlesq we get the advantage of
that military training after they have gone through the
college, the reason why the Dominion should pay for the
edacation of these wealthy young mon, or a share of that
education-about 82,5U0 apiece, I think it is, on the average
-disappears, and it becomes for al! practical purposes a
simple waste of public money. I speak freely and plainly
on this matter, although I happen to disagree with my hon.
friend from Bothwell (Mr. Milîs), and many other of my
friends on this side of the House who approv° of the exist-
ence of this college, thoagh they think greater results should
be obtained from it. I have not been able to see yet the
practit serviço of the college to the country. I agree

with my hon, friend from Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) that, if
this amount of money were spent in educating trained
nsvigatnr, as masters and mates and pilots of our sailing
fleet, infinitely greater practical advantage would be reaped.
I do not think we have the same need for a military college
as a country with a large and eomplicated regular
army, which is able to find regular employment
for its trained cadets. I do not even admit that all the
officers who nost distinguished themselves iu military
tactics in the American. war were those who were trained
at West Point. I do net remember all the names of the
distinguished offleors in that war, but I have a vague recol-
lection that some who were net trainel at West Point
developed considerable tactical ability, and, as far as
the needs of Canada are concerned, I ihink our military
schools give or might give, if the time were extended. a
thoroughlv practical training to the offmoors alroady in the
service. Those schools, of which wa have bad several and
are to have more, would meet the needs of Canada. at the
preCent timO. I suppose there is no use in further arguing
against the existence of the college just now, when
so many leading men on both sides of the House are
agreed as to its necessity, but I tbink it is not only my
privilege but my duty to point ont wby I think it is unne-
cessary and not of any practical advantage at all, and to point
ont still more markedly that, even admitting the necessity
of a military college and the usefulness of it, this present
college, as now managed, does not give results in
Proportion to the amount which is spent upon it.
The number of cadets is comparatively smail-twenty-
t wo, or twenty-three, I think Ibe bon. Mirister said, was
tho number of those who graduated last year. That
gives a cost of about $2,500 apiece. If the sleeping accom-
modation of that college, if the buildings required to bouse
the cadets, were extended se that the number of cadets in
the colloge at a time could be doubled, the cost per head
would ho very seriously decreased. We could turn out
twico the number at very little more cost than we now turn
out the present number. I think I understood the Minister
last year to hint that something of that kind was intended.
I suppose there are not more than seventy-five or eighty
Fndying at the collego. of wbom somo twenty-two or three
gradnate each year. Twice the number could pr.badbly be
h«midled by the samne staff for the sarne erpenme that wenow
bandie these seventy-five or eighty for, and, if it in noces-
sary te have an annual output of cadets,we cond bave thom
for half the price. Even if the necessity and the u«nfulness
of the college are grantedI urge this point on the Minister,
and in addition te that, that some means should be adopted
to retain these cadets, not only in the country, bat in the
militry service, after we have educated thom at such great
expense.

Permanent corps-Batteries and Schools of Artillery,
Cavalry and ILfantry Sehools..................$183,700

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What doei the hon
gentleman require this increase for ? I see thât a lago sum
is required.

Sir A DO L PllÈ CARON. 847,000. That is the increase
which was necessitated by the vote of Parliament which
established the London school. Last year, it will be recol-
lectod, I did not estimate for the pay of the mon and officers
and staff, becanse we were building the barracks, and we
were not yet ready to enliet the men and organise the
school; but now that the building is very near completion,
it will be necessary to provide for that sohool as we have
provided for the other schools, and the amount of $17,000 is
required to organise the school at London.

Mr. ELLIS. Might I ask the hon. Minister if hoecan give
us any information as to this: If ho looki at the Auditor
General's report, page 191, part 2, ho will see that e Oot
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of medicine at the sehool at Fredericton, for the year, was
8789. For " B," which, I think, is in Quebec, the cost was
8251, and for "C " $22. It would strike one, that one school
must be managed on the allopathie principle and the other
on the homeopatbic principlo, if there is such a large differ-
ence in the cost of the medicine. I may say to the Minister,
that bis management of the Department is not at all unsatis.
factory in the Province of Now Brauswick, and this excites
a great deal of surprise.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It doe not look like a large
amount, and hardly speaks in favor of the climate of New
Brunswick, but I could not give the details of the medi-
cines ihat were purchased. I noticed the amount, and have
asked for a report, so that it might be placed ou the Table
of the House.

Mr. CASEY. It may have been medical comforts, to a
large extent. There are variations in the circumstances tf
the schools and batteries that make it very proper that we
should know how this vote is to be divided amongst them.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I eau give the amounts in
detail if the hon. gentleman requires.

Mr. CASEY. I wish to call particular attention to one
of these batteries, the famous "C " Battery, of Vic toria, B.C.
This is the celebrated battery that we discussed last yuar.
We found it was commanded by Lieut.-Col. Holmes,
and that bis duties consisted in drilling and looking atter
the discipline of the nurerous and valiant Staff-Sergeant
Kinsella, who formed the whole rank and file of that
battery. On that occasion the Minister of Militia explained
to us why it was that the battery was not fiiled up, namely,
because wages were so high i Victoria that they could not
afford to hire men to form the battery; but I understood him
to assure us quite confidently that it would be made right
this year. I find still, in the last accounts, the valiant
Sergeant Kinsella, the numerous Sergeant Kinsella figuring
as "C " Battery, of Victoria, but it does not give any
account of bis medicine. I find that Lieut.-Col. Holmes
was paid 88 a day for 365 days, namely, $2,920 for com-
maning Sergeant Kinsella. But it appears that last year
Col. lHolmes was not equal to the exertion himself of per-
forming the full duties of commanding Sergeant Kinsella,
for ho had attached officers, and I find in the litimates
$1,973.2d to pay them. So it takes Col. Holmes, at a salary
of $2,920, and a number of attached officers-we are not
told how many-who arc paid 81,978 to assist him in com-
manding Sergeant Kinsella, while poor Kinsella himself
only got $273.75 for submitting to all this drill and discipline
during the year. I do think it is time that the Ministry
should put an end to the flagrant scandal of having such an
item as this appear in our Estimates. We were told, to be
sure, last year that Col. Holmes was also acting as brigade-
major, I think, or deputy adjutant-general.

Sir ADOLPH E CARON. Deputy adjutant-general.
Mr. CASEY. But I find that by referring to the pay of

other deputy adjutants-general elsewhere, that they are not
paid much more than half as much as Col. Holmes is paid
for commanding Sergeant Kinsella, and Col. Holmes is
practically acting merely as deputy adjutant-general of Brit-
ish Oolumbia. That is all ho is doing, and that is all he ought
to ho paid for, and his name ought to be put down in the
Estimates under that head, and he ought to be paid no more
than deputy ad jutants general elsewhere, unless it can be
shiwn that his duties are much more sovere. I believe that
al the volunteers in British Columbia do not number nearly
a thousand, and why ho should be paid more for acting as
deputy adjutant-general in British Columbia than those
officers are paid elsewhere, I am unable to understand. I
say he shonld he paid as deputy adjutant-general alone, and
not as the farcical commandant of a battery which does not
exist.

Mr. EL LIS.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I had occasion last year, when
the hon, gentleman spoke upon this subject, to state how it
was that Battery "C " in British Columbia had not yet been
organised. The fact is that an understanding was arrived at
between the Imperial and Canadian Governments, the Im-
perial agreeing to allow marine pensioners to take service
in Canada in our marine force. The hon. gentleman will re.
collect that, last Session, I explained that from the fact that
we had not been able to complete the arrangements which had
taken place between the two Governments, the men were
not expected to come out last season. But this year, after
further communications betwoen the Department and the
Imperial authorities, I expect that these men will be forth-
coming, and will form "C " Battery in British Columbia.
Now, Sir, Col. Holmes was taken from ;" B " Battery in
Quebac, and was sent out there as (deputy adjutant-general,
and ho is now acting in that capacity for the district.
When his appointment was made we expected that the men
would come ont that year, and that the battery would be
organised immediately. However, this did not take place.
But ho bas been acting, notwithstanding, as commandant
of that district. We expect within a short time that the
mon will be sent out from England, and we will bo able to
organise " C " Battery. Hon. gentlemen will under-
stand that Vancouver, as the terminus of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, is a very important poiDt. and it was con-
sidered necessary by the Government to organise a military
force there. I explained to the hon. gentleman, but he did not
seem to appreciato the explanation, that from the fact that
the labor market was so very high in British Columbia, it
was impossible for us to organise the force out of the men
who were thore, and it became necessary to make the
arrangements I have mentioned. Now, Mr. Chairman, we
pay marine pensioners exactly the same amount we pay to
every other militiaman in Canada; and the hon gentleman
mulst know that under the Militia Act it is impossible for
the Department to grant any other pay, unless we change
the law, to any other portion of the force, than the pay
which is provided for in the Militia Act. The hon. gentle-
man will se that the fact that the Imperial Government
allows these pensioners to retain the pensions which they
receive from the Imperial Government as long as they
remain in he Canadian service, puts an end to any
possibiliRy of desertion, and consequently we can count on
a force that will not be carriel away hy the temptation of
higher wages offered in the labor market. I think it is
important, from every point of view, to organisa the militia
force in British Columbia, and I am oily sorry that it
could not have been done sooner. However, we hope that
within a short time that battery will be organised, and will
be as efficient as the other batteries the we have in Canada.

Mr. CASEY. How long bas Col. Holmes been receiv-
ing this pay as commandant ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman seems to
have examined the matter so closely that ho ought to know
that Col. Holmes was :appointed some three iyears ago,
and that ever since ho has been recoiving the pay which
appears in the Public Accounts and the Estimates.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman bas said that the Gov-
ernment thought it important to organise a defensive force
for British Columbia. [ quite agree as to its importance,
and it is a shame that the Government, being aware of the
importance of having armed forces there, should have
allowed that country to romain undefended more than
three years, except by Col. Holmes and Sergeant Kin-
sella. The Minister tells us this year the same story as last
year. He told us last year that ho expected to get the
marine pensioners before ho came to Parliameot and asked
for another vote, and, therofore, we voted Col. Holmes' sal-
ary. We have not yet got the pensioners, but we still have
Col..lHolmes and his salary. The Minister now tells us the
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same story. He seems to be very full of hope; hoeis a youn1
man of great expectations, but the expectations do not seen
to . realised. As a matter of fact, Col. Holmes will have re
ceived at the end of this year four years' salary, at a ridicu
loue figure, for commanding one man and performing th
duty of adjutant-general, donc elsewhere for half the mone3
by offcers who have many times that number of volunteer
to inspect. The Minister has told us why ho bas not go
the battery filled up, but ho bas not shown the ghost of
reason for continuing the payment to Col. Holmes. Th
payment is, on the face of it, a payment for duties not per
formed, and which the officer was not asked to perform
and it is a disgrace to the.Department to allow this item t
stand so long in the Estimates; and unless the Ministe
expect, et a very early period, within a month or two, t(
have a battery for that officer to command, it should b
struck out. It seems that after all the Minister is to impor
a battery ready made. The pensioners are men who have
served some time in the navy or the marines, or, perhaps, i
the horse marines.

Mr. BAKER. That is the corps to which you belong,]
suppose ?

Mr. CAS EY. And these men are in receipt of pensions,
they having generally been retired on the ground of ill
health or unfitness. Is the Minister going to import old,
worr-out pensioners to guard this important point ?

Mr. BAKER. I am very much obliged to the hon. mem
ber for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) for the interest which,
primná facie, he takes in this matter relating to the affairs of
British Columbia, and at the samo time, I must in part
agree with him to the extent that the proposed vote for " C"
Battery is rather a misnomer. Certainly at the present
moment Col. Holmes has been discharging the duties of
acting deputy adjutant-general of the district, and I sec no
reason why British Columbia, equally with all the other
Provinces in the Dominion, should not have a deputy
adjutant-general separate and distinct from "C " Battery
and School of Gunnery. Ever since Confederation we have
had one, and I believe the salary has been 81,700.
Therefore, the $1,700 which should be paid to the deputy
adjutant-general (the duties of which office Col. Holmes
is performing) should ho charged to the proper specific
vote for that purpose. At the same time, the difference
between 81,700 and 82,920, I presume, should be charged
to " C" Battery. It is misleading to charge $2,920 to
" C" Battery, which at the present moment does not
exist. I know very well that the Minister, from
conferences I have had with him on many occasions,
has endeàvored, to bis utmost, to push this matter to
completion, and I am equally well aware of the difficulties
ho bas met with. In British Columbia it is utterly impos.
sible to expect to obtain mon to form a permanent corps
for the sum of 60 cents per day. In that Province we pay
$1 and $1.26 to Chinamen for the ordinary work of digging
a garden, and, therefore, it is not to be expected that white
mon can bo procured to perform the duty usually performed
by a battery for 60 cents a day, and 1 am, therefore, per-
fectly willing, and it is only discharging my duty, to give
credit to the Miiister of Militia for bis honest endeavor to
secure from the Imperial Government marines and naval
pensioners to perform the duties performed by "A " and
"«B" Batteries, at the sane time I must regret that up to
the present moment ho has not received that assistance from
the Imperial Government which bas been asked. So far as
the payment of Col. Holmes is concerned, I must say that
that officer is willing at any moment to earn every dollar
paid him-in fact, is simply thirsting for more work.

Mr. DAVIES. What does ho do if there is no battery
there ?
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g Mr. BAKER. I will tell the hon. member for Prince
m Edward Island what lie does. In the first place, ho performa
e- the duties of acting deputy adjutant general, for which
Q- in other Provinces such efficers receive 81, OO. That,
e therefore, deals with the major portion of the $2,920
Y of this vote; the remainder is an allowance for subaist
s ence and barrack accommodation. No doubt the hon.
t gentleman is cognisant of those duties, and how they
a are performed ; and, I dare say, as he takes so much
e interest in British Columbia, e is equally cognisant as
- to how the duties are performed there. I am perfectly
; satisfied that Col. iolmes performs all the duties required
o by the Department, and in every way creditably to himself
r and satisfactorily to the Dpartment of Militia. So fur as
o " C" Battery is concerned, we have had, a,4 the hn. rmember
e for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) has remarked,services performed
t by the acting deputy adjutant-generalin supervising the
e School of Gunnery in embryo. We have had officers,
n non-commissioned officers and men of the various

corps under instruction by Col. Holmes and he haî
faithfully performed hie duties in that conneotion.
I am sorry to say that "< C" Battery has not
been formed in the manner contemplated two years
ago. I do not think that the fault should be cast on the
Government, because I believe the Minister has done his
level best, as we say, in our far western Province, to con-
summate that which we most desire in that connection.
The sum which the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey)
bas so severely criticised as having been charged and paid
to "C " Battery for attached officers, I know, from having

f supervised the Publie Accounts, is mainly owing to the
t amonnts paid the non-commissioned officers and men who

have been attached to " C0" Battery from the militia of
British Columbia while undergoing a course of instruction

f in gunnery. I must take this opportunity of expressing
the hope that the Minister of Militia will, at an early dag,
be able to give us information as to when "C" Battery will
be formed, the number of men who will constitute it, the
number of officers who will be attached, and the pay they
will receive for their services.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I desire to reply to some of
the statements which the hon. gentleman has made. Col.
Homes does not command the celebrated sergeant, which
the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) trots out every
Session, alone. He is the acting deputy adjutant-general
of that district, and I do not presume the hon. gentleman
would wish to advocate the policy of leaving a Province like
British Columba without a deputy adjutant-general, and
the deputy adjutant-general commands all the ordinary
militia forces of that district. The pay which Col. Homes
receives is 84 per day as Lieut.-Col. commanding the artil-
lery school ; not having any barrack accommodation in
British Columba ho gets an allowance in all for quarters
and subsistence of 84 per day, and over and above that ho
gets paid $1 per day as acting deputy adjutant generral
Now, Mr. Chairman, it is impossible, as I contend, that it
should beadvocated by any hon. gentleman hore that we
should leave a district so important, from a military stand-
point, as British Columbia without a commanding officer.
It is to be regretted, and I have stated so ,before,
that from the circumstances of the country it was
impossible, in British Columbia, to do what is
done in other portions of the Diminion, that is to
draw upon the citizens of the Province for the purpose
of organising our battery. The arrangement which has
been made with the Imperial Government is one which i.
highly satisfactory. Every military man whom I have had
an opportunity of oonsnlting upon it, agrees upon this one
point, that without that arrangement it would be im-
possible for years to come to have organised batteries sncb
as we have in Quebec and Kingston. The hon. gentleman
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has expressed a desire that I should give him, as soon as
possible, the most reliable information as to the period of
time when these men will come out. I can only tell the
hon. gentleman that, in so far as my action as Minister of
Militia is concerned, I have been urging upon the Imperial
Government to carry out the understanding which was ar-
rived at ; and no ill-will, no indisposition on the part of
the Imperial Government was shown, but, on the contrary,
they were ready to meet us, and do ail that possibly could
be done, and do it as rapidly as possible. But the bon.
gentleman must know, as well as I do, that, from the
changes which have taken place in the Administrations
in England, f rom the fact that the negotiations
were commenced under one Government and taken up by
a different Governmont, and owing also to the important
questions which came up before the Imperial Parliament,
it was unavoidable that some delay should take place, how-
ever regrettable it may be from our point of view that such
delay occurred. However, from the despatches which have
been received, I hope that within a very short period of
time these arrangements will be completed. I do not wish
to state the exact time, because I might be mistaken again,
but from all the information which bas come to me officially
I believe that within a short time the men will be forth-
coming and our battery will be organised. Now the hon.
member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey), who has taken some
interest in this matter, bas stated that we were going to
bring out to Canada some worn-out veterans of many wars
to organise our battery in British Colnmbia. If the hon.
gentleman had taken as much care to study the question as
he has in lookingto the history of Sergeant Kinsella, he
must have known that these pension ers are men who are
far from being old men; they are placed on the reserve list,
they receive pensions, and are still kept on the lists in
England. I had an opportunity when I was in England of
ascertaining from those who knew the subject well, that
those men were looked upon as the very best class of mon
that the English service possessed, men who were trained to
the handling of heavy guns on ships, men who were given
these pensions, and as long as they remain in Canadian
Service they will retain those pensions. I think it is not
only desirable, from a military standpoint, that we should
get the services of these men, but I hope we shallh be intro-
ducing into that promising Province of British Columbia,
which requires only an increase of its plation to develop
its enormous resources, men who wil become permanent
residents of the country, and will contribute their share to
the general prosperity of the Province. Now, I hope the
hon, gentleman will be convinced that Lient.-Ool. Hlolmes,
one of the best officers we possess in the Canadian service,
a man who has given all his time to the study of his pro-
fession, and has made reports which have attracted the
attention of every military man who lias had anything ta
do with the Department, is not overpaid, when it is consid-
ered that ho is fulfilling the duties of deputy adju'ant-
general, that ho las the responsibility of the military
district upon him, and I hope that within a short period ho
will be in command of that battery, which, I trust, will be
as efficient as the other permanent corps which we have
established in Canada.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman promised some state-
ment as to the cost of each battery.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. "A" Battery cost $62,850.
The estimate for "B" Battery is exactly the same. "IC"
Battery costs $47,000. The difference is owing to the fact
that the strength of "A " and "B " Batteries is 150 men,
and that of " C " Battery only 100 men.

.Kr. CASE Y. What is the estimate?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. $47,000.
Sir ADoLPHE CARoN.

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask the Minister of Militia
if, in his negotiations with the Imperial Government, any
limit of age has been prescribed as regards these pensioners
who are to be sent out ?

Mr. CASE Y. Is there any limit ? Can the hon. gentle-
man himself tell us ?

Mr. BRAKE R. I am not addressing the hon. member for
Elgin (Mr. Casey) but I am addressing the Chair with a
view of eliciting this information from the hon. Minister.
When I want information from the hon. member for Elgin
(blr. Casey) I will consult him in the smoking room.

Mr. CASEY. Are they? I amasking for information.

Mr. BAKER. I am a little anxious about this question,
because I am a pensioner from the naval service myself.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. When I was in England,I had
occasion to refer to the Bigh Commissioner's Department
for the purpose of charging the office there to look afker the
enlistment of these men in England. Of course, I fully
understand the importance of the question put to me by my
hon. friend, and I pointed out to the gentleman who was
acting for the High Commissioner at the time-because the
Commissioner himself was kept very busy with the exhi-
bition, which took up a great deal of his valuable time-I
pointed out the importance of not sending any of the men
who would be over the age whon their services might be
of use to our organisation here.

Mr. CASEY. I am sorry that, not knowing that the hon.
member for Victoria (Mr. Baker) was a naval pensioner
himself, I alluded to ihe possibility of any such pensioner
being decrepit or unfit for service. But I hope the bon.
Minister will make better arrangements than merely asking
the High Commissioner in London to look after these men.
I do not suppose the High Commissioner would have any
time to institute a careful medical examination of these
mon, and I do not think we should besatisfied with anything
less. But even admitting that we could get these pension-
ers perfectly sound in wind and limb, I do not agree with the
hon. Minister that this is the best arrangement that could
ho made. Of course, under the Militii Act, ho cannot pay
moi e than ordinary rates of wages; but, as a member of
the Opposition, I should much prefer to see the hon. Minis-
ter of Militia ask for an amendment to the Militia Act to
allow him to pay a higher rate of wages to this particular
battery, so that Canadians could ho employed rather than
men from the other side. As to Col. Rolmes' salary,
the hon. gentleman tells us that ho acts as deputy adjutant
general, but he omitted to tell us how tremendous his dutios
were. i find, from the Auditor General's report, that pay was
issued in British Columbia for 261 men. I find, however,
on referring to Col. Holmes' own report in the Militia
report, that instead of having 261 mon, the total strength
of his force in British Columbia is 128, while the number
who appeared on a muster was only ninety; and for com-
manding, or rather inspecting these men as deputy adjutant-
general once a year, Col. Holmes gets $2,900 a year,
while other deputy adjutants-general who may have 2,000
or 3,000 to inspect in a year, get $1,700 a year. As to the
defence of British Columbia, so far from hinting that that
Province should not be defended, I am blaming the hor.
Minister for leaving it undefeonded as it is and ias been for
years. What does Col. Holmes say about the defences
of the barbor of Victoria and the organisation of this
battery? It appears that last year there was a short course
of instruction for the officers and non-commissioned offieers
of artillery. He says:

l One officer and twenty non-commissioned officers and men joined for
the course, and one officer attended for the purpose of obtaining a
apecial course certificate. The instruction during the course was
limited to squad and company drill, field sud oarrison gun drill, and
repository exercises, owing to there being no aling waggon, gyn or

762



COMMONS DEBATES.
siege gun at the station. It was also necessary, owing to aIl the guns
being mounted on naval carriages and slides, to modit7 the drill as laid
down in the artillery exercises to suit the armament.'

Here is a land battery which ias nothing but guns mounted
on ship carriages to work with.

" This proved only fairly satisfactory. I beg again to recommend
that early steps be taken to replace these slides by travelling platforms
of modern pattern."

Here is something worse-the great city of Victoria, the
importance of whose defence the hon. gentleman has been
insisting upon, defended in this way:

" Most of the wooden carriages and slides in charge here are now
unserviceable from decay, four at least being completely useless, thus
rendering two-thirds of our 64-pr. armament at present useless."

And the hon. Minister who permits this state of things, says
to me: "I hope my hon. friend does not wish to hint that
British Columbia should be left in a defenceless condition,"
when his own officer reports that it is in a defenceless con.
dition and has been for years.

" Requisitions were made some months ago for wrought iron column
standing carriages, to replace those now unserviceable, as well as for
many articlesof equipment much needed to place the batteries in a con-
dition fit for service."

And they did not get them.
Mr. BAKER (Victoria). Whose fault is that ?
Mr. CASEY. The fault of the hon. Minister of Militia,

who has been leaving the Province in a defenceless condi-
tion for years, in spite of the urgent reports of bis own
officers, only Col. Holmes being there and Sergeant
Kinsella.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). No, le is not. He is in Kings-
ton; I saw him there the other day.

Mr. CASEY. Well he is an Irishman, and I suppose the
hon. gentleman thinks there is as much fight in him as in a
whole ordinary battery. But as careful as the hon. Minister
is, lie las done nothing whatever to remove that scandal.

Improved rifled ordnance......................$3,00c

Sir RICHA.RD CARTWRIGHT. What quantity of rifled
ordnance does the hon. gentleman expect to get for this
sum, and what calibre may it be ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I see that my moderation sur.
prises the lon. gentleman. This vote is for the purchase
iii England of 2 64-pounder rifled guns with standing
carriages. The cost of the guns is £300 sterling each, ex-
clusive of freight and transport from England. Every year
we have been putting a small amount in the Estimates for
the purpose of getting a couple of these guns out to be
mounted on the tortitiations wherever they are required.
I can easily understand that a very large amount of money
might be utilised in a manner that might be of great benefit
to Canada, in importing all the guns that might be required
for the purpose of the lorce ; but i think the hon. gentle-
man must feel that it is in every way in the interest of
Canada to vote a sufficient amount to bring out a couple of
these every year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are the guns which
have been brought out heretofore intended for coast defence ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. They are intended for the
armament of the fortifications.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. We have two of these guns in
Quebec, and I believe one has been sent to Kingston, and
we require one in the Maritime Provinces for training
purposes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If they be for the pur-
pose of training artillerists, I eau understand that they may

be of some use; but if they be for the purpose of coast de.
fence against vessels of the sizes now employed,. it ap pears
to me that the money will be practically thrown away. I
am inclined to think that a 64-pounder gun of the best possi-
ble construction would be about as effective against au
armor-clad vessel carrying guns of the sort now manufae-
tured, as a pop-gun would be against an elephant.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The inspectors of artillery
ard the officers of the Department, must know what they
recommend, and they recommend these guns.

Drill sheds and rifle ranges.......................... $oOOO
Mr. BURDETT. What portion, if any, of this sum is to

be appropriated for the erection of a drill shed in the city of
Belleville? ff no portion of this sum is to be so applied,
what sum wili be placed in the Supplementary Estimates
for the purpose of accommodating the 15th Battalion ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Out of the amount estimated,
the Dpartment will be able, under the Order in Council
that has been passed, and is applicable to ail these cases, te
contribute the proportion which the Government is bound
to contribute, provided the municipality does its share also.

Mr. BURDETT. How much does the Minister propose
to contribute ? Does he propose the municipality shall
contribute ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The question is regulated by
Order in Council which applies to every drill shed, except
in very exceptional cases in the large centres, such as
Toronto, Montreal and Quebec, where the force is very
large, but the amount which the Government is called upon
to contribute is regulated by the grant which the munici.
pality is bound also to contribute. I will give the hon.
gentleman a copy of the Order in Council, which we dis-
tribute from the Department, and he will see the exact
position in which the matter stands.

Mr. BURDETT. I have no desire to find fault with the
hon. gentleman, for I believe he is inclined to do ail hoecan
for the force, but, at the same time, I think this ought to be
made an exceptional case. We have contributed a larger
proportion to the forces, comparatively, than any other dis-
trict, and our battalions, the 15th and 49th, are deserving of
special consideration. Tho 15th sent one company to the
North-West, which formed part of the Midland division,
and was among the foremost at the charge at Batoche,
two of its officers and several men having been
wounded. The 15th took the most prominent place
in the fiercest of the fight, and a battalion composed
of such noble men ought to be entitled to exceptional
consideration, more especially as the officers held a meet.
ing, at which it was proposed that they should resign in
a body unless some considerati n was shown them. The
municipality eau ill afford to assist the drill shed, as it has
granted large bonuses to railway companies, which this
Government have assumed, and thereby deprive the muni-
cipality of the benefit to be derived from the money
expended on them. I believe the officers and men would
forego a portion of their smali and inadequate pay in order
to enable the Government to construct a drill shed. While
on this subject, I desire to raise my voice against the impor-
tation, into this country, of any pensioners or placemen, be
they marine or of any other clase. The country is in that
condition in which we might be safely called upon to export
pensioners instead of importing them. We are able to
govern ourselves, we are able to farnish our own offiters,
and do not require to import officers te do our work.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. We do not import offleers.
Mr. BURDETT. We do not require to import pen-

sioners, but eau take men from our own schools to fill our
own positions. Let people come here to settle and make
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this country their permanent home. They are welcome and
ought to be fairly treated, but I think Canada ought to be,
as bas been stated on the stump by a certain party, for the
Canadians, and that we ought to find the mon to govern us
from within ourselves, from the Governor General down to
the humblest rank and file. I ara opposed to the importa-
tion of officials of any kind, I believe in the employment of
our own people to do our own work. Had that principle
been followed in the càse of the North-West rebellion, the
rebellion would have been shortened materially, and we
would have been saved millions of money. I wish to cast
no reflection. I do not wish to deprecate the ability or
courage of English offlcers, but I say they do not under-
stand the genius of the country and the mode of %varfare
adapted to a country like the North-West. Had tt mon
in that rebellion been officered by offlers of our own coun
try, the rebellion would have been materially shortened,
and when the true history of the charge at Batoche comes
to be written, it will be found that the men not only made
the charge, but made it acting on orders of their own.

Mr. DENISON. I would draw the attention of the hon.
the Minister of Militia to the fact that Toronto is sadly in
need of a drill shed. The difficulty heretofore was the want
of proper ground, but that will be overcome in a week or
two, and I will take the liberty of asking the Minister
whether ho will put an amount in the Supplementary Esti-
mates for this purpose.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Whon the Sapplementary
Esti mates come down, my hon. friend will find that Toronto
bas not been neglected.

Mr. KENNY. I would like to remind the hon. the
Minister too, that a drill shel is required in Halifax.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. My hon. friend must feel that
it is impossible, with the amount of monoy provided for the
Department of Militia, to build drill sheds every where in
one year. No doubt Halifax has a drill shed wbich may
not be as perfect as it should bo, but the time will corne
when it will be improved sufficiently to meet the require
ments of the force.

Sir RICRARD CARTWRIGH. I und;,rstand this drill.
shed did. receive great damago in a contest of a semi-
military character that took place there.

Sir ADOLPIIE CARON. That has rot been reported to
the Department.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I draw the attention of the hon.
Minister to the unsatislactory condition of the drill shed at
Victoria. lt is more like a barn than anything else; and
I am satisfied if the same regard is paid to the militia
force at Victoria as is paid to the force in other parts of
the Dominion, the mifitia force at Victoria will very soon
increase in number. The population of that Province, I
am happy to say, has increased in the last three or four
years very mach, and there will be no difficulty getting
an increase to the military force of that Provines when due
regard is paid to their comfort and the necessary equip.
ment.

Sir ADOLPHE CIRON. My hon. friend will agree
with me that it is necessary first to establish "C"
Battery before speaking of building a drill shed in Victoria.

Mr. JONES. The drill shed in Halifax is well enough,
so far as it goes, but it is not large enough, and a part of it
is taken up for the armory. During the time I adminis.
tered the Department, 1 had removed from the present
drill shed the band room and erected a brick building for
the brigade officers, and thus gave increased accommoda.1
tion. I doubt if a cent bas since been expended on the i
shed, and very great complaints are made with regard|1
to the condition of the roof and the building generally, j

Mr. B3P5DET.

With regard to the repairs necessitated by a gathering on
a semi-military occasion last February, I trust that sum
was put down to the exponses of the Conservative party,
because I can assure the fouse that a Il the Liberals that
evening behaved remarkably woll.

Mr. BROWN. I wotild ask the hon. genti eman if the
flag staff on the drill shed is in good order.

Mr. JONES. I supppose the hon. gentleman means the
Tory flag.

Mr. BROWN. No, the British flag.
Mr. JONES. When I hear the hon. gentleman speak

about the British flag, it is like a certain courtesan who is
always boasting of her purity, when I sec the hon. gentle-
man getting up here and asking a question of that kind. I
have taken my position on that question, and if the hon.
gentleman wishes to know ny opinion, ho w Il get it, but
there is a certain amount of flunkeyism which I 1do not
entertain, and I will let the hon. gentleman have full com-
mand and full control of all the flankeyism ho likes.

Mr. BAKER. I wish to add to the remarks of my hon.
colleague that it is highly desirable that the Minister should
take into consideration in the near future the desirability of
building a new drill shed in Victoria, and this being Her
Majesty's Jubilee year,I hope this 810,000 is for Victoria.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). I cannot let this opportunity
pass without call the attention of the Minister of Militia to
the importance of building a drill shed and improving the
armories in the town of Chatham. A petition bas been
presented, signed by a large number of the ratepayers of
that town, and I hope the Minister will give this matter
his very serious attention. I assure him there is a very
great nccessity for it. I believe ho is considering it now,
and I hope that, af ter taking these papers into considera.
tien, ho will be able to bring down a vote in the Supple-
mentary Estimates for this purpose.

Care and maintenance of military properties trans.
ferred from the Imperial G.Pvernment ............ $12,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHRT. I cannot say that it is
absolutely essentinl to this particular vote, but possibly the
queLium may be put at this time as well as at any other.
A good deal was said at the recent conference of the
colonial delegates in England as to some general scheme of
defence, and assertions have been made somewhat freely
that some propositions or other have been transmitted to this
Government to ascertain if they would be willing to pledge
the credit of Canada for any specifie sum for military or
naval purposes. I would ask the Minister of Finance if any
correspondence on that- subject bas taken place, or if the
Government have held out any hopes to the Imperial
authorities that they would be prepared to recommend an
appropriation for a purpose of that sort.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no correspondence,
I think, that bears recently upon that question. I hope
Her Majesty's Goverument will, for a long time to corne,
consider that we have efficiently discharged our duty and
made a very great contribution to the defence of the Em pire
by the construction of a great transcontinental railway,
which is of very great imperial as well as colonial impor-
tance.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). With reference to this item
and the next, I might say a few words, and particularise
the fort in the constitueicy ot which I have the honor to be
the lepresentative. I have noticed here to-night that all
the new countries in the Dominion are putting in their
claim for military protection. The old Provinces, the old
towns, are being left out in the cold altogether. Referenoe
somte days ago ws made to this fort at Annapolib, and it
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was asked by a gentleman on the other side of the House
what wasbeing done with this Fort Anne, and that gentle-
man was highly gratified to have an answer from the hon.
the Minister of Militia that Fort Anne was to remain as n
landmark. It was highly satisfactory to that bon. gentle-
man that Fort Anne should remain as a landmark, that the
Minister should have that respect for antiquity. Well, wo
have a landmark-no doubt about it-it is pretty weil
marked. It is a well-defined fort and the antiquity is
great. We have plenty of antiquity there. They tell us
to have respect for antiquity. We have any quantity of
antiquity. It is all antiquity, as far as that fort ii concerned,
in the town of Annapolis. We can go back as far as the
year 1605, and rake up our antiquity as to that fort. Port
Royal was founded in 1605. It was the first settlement after
St. Augustine on the continent of America. There is no other.
place in the Daminion of Canada that can have so much
antiquity as the fort at Annapolis, and I have a great re-
spect for old and ancient institutions. I am second to none
in the Province of Nova Scotia in my respect for old and
ancient institutions, but, even in that respect, you must
have a choice. I have respect for an old and ancient
fort, but I have noue whatever for an old cow pasture,
and that is what Fort Anne is at the present day in Annap-
olis Town. Some people residing in Halifax, honorable
senators residing in Halifax, hon. leaders of the Grit party
residing in ilalifax, may recommend that this fort be pre-
served, and that everything on that fort be preserved, and
thore let it remain, so that it may be lo>ked upon by visit.
orA, so that people may talk about it, and that would be ail.
Bat the people of Annapolis desire somethingdifferent from
th::t. They are willing to have their sentiments aroused
with reference to the antiquity of the Annapolis fort, but
they do not desire that this respect for antiquity shall
detract from their business, from the progress of the town
and from the universal progress which I am proud to say is
being seen now in this Dominion of Canada. If we carnnot
get Annapolis Fort, or some portions of it, some useloss
portions of it, te assist us in our business transactions in
the town of Annapolis, then let us have it put in a repect.
able state of repair. Lot it not be there as a bar and a blot
upon the town, but let us endeavor, let this Dominion
Government endeavor to place that fo rt in a proper s tate
of repair, so that it may be a respectable pieco of antiquity
and not what it is at Llie pre'-ent timo. I arn ploased to
know that the .Minister of Militia has designs tw place it in
a respectable state of repair, but that is not all we want.
We know perfectly well, it is known to everyone who
understands the history ot the Province of Nova Scotia, that
Fort Anne at Annapolis has been one of the first military
institutions in this country. It-has boasted of its 135 pieces
of ordnance. Now we have not a gun there to bless our-
selves with, and, if the Minister et Militia should happen to
come down to that part of the country, we have nothing to
receive him with except nn old Queen Anne musket to fire
a salute in honor of his arrivai. We should like to have
some guns there. We have had guns.

Mr. BAKER. Big guns?

Mr.'MILLS (Annapolis). Big guns-largo guns-I do
not know how many pounders. But I know that when I
was a boy-and I was born immediately across from the old
fort-I watched the fire which poured out of those guns at
Fort Anne, when General Williams-and Annapolis was bis
birth place-came there as the Governor of Nova Scotia, i
remember those guns being fired from Fort Anne, but now
we cannot hear the sound of a gun, and all the guns have
gone, every one of them. I do not know whether they
have gone because the Imporial Government have trans-
ferred this property to the Dominion, but I do know that
when it was Imporial proporty we had guns, and now we

have noue. I could not but remark the difference between
British Columbia, a new country, and this Fort Anne, an
old country.

Mr. BAKER. British Columbia is an oli country.
Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). They have a battery thero,

but no men to man it. We have mon and they have en.
rolled themselves, and thatenrollment is now in the Depart-
ment of Militia, but we are told thore is no money to form a
battery at Fort Anne, and we cannot get tbo enrollment tixed.
Now, I say in reforenco to this old fort, that every French.
man in this H1ouse, and every Englishman in this Bouse
should combine upon tbis common ground, whore their an-
cestry have fought, and bled, ani died in endeavoring to
wrest from each other this spot which is now the common
spot of all of us. I think it is only right that this monu-
ment of antiquity should not only be restored, as it woro,
and as I am informed the Minister of Militia intends to do,
but that we should have guns there and men who are ready
to take charge of those guns.

Mr. JONES. I am glad te find that the hon. member for
AnLapolis has such a great respect f>r tho historical spot
mentioned in that town. I share with him the regret that
ho naturally feos that a place of such historical reminis-
conce should bo left without the means of defonce. But if
they have not the modern woapons of warfare, wo know,
from what has taken place there, that at lest they have
what is obsoloto, to som1e extent, iii modern warfare, but
which answers a usefal purpose in other warfares-they
still have the smooth bore. Now, I share in the desire that
this place should bo rostored and ornamentod. If I am
correctly informed there wore certain parties in Annapolia
-I will not mention the names-

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). Name them.
Mr. JONES. They are doubtless known to the hon.

gentleman himself, who have approached the present admi-
nistration on more than one occasion, to ondeavor to pur-
chase that proporty, and they have placed upon iL a value
very far beneath its actual value in tho market, at leat
such is my information on the subject. IL was in the appre.
hension that the Minister of Militia might be Rd to accept
a valuation placed on it by interested parties for their own
purpose, tbat I ventured to bring this to bis notice the othor
day in a motion that 1 made in tho IIonîe. It was clearly
with tho iinutunLîk of puLttg the hou. eiumàber un his guard,
because I was led to believe that the sum of $2,000 had
been mentioned as the value of tliat property, whcroas, if it
was placed in the market for tender and sale, it would
realise $15,000 or 820,000. Be that as it may, I am glad to hear
th at the increasing business of the town of Annapolis demands
the disposal of this property; but the last time I visited
that very interesting spot, 1 am sorry te say that, according
to my recollection, there was ample rooma for the extension
of her commerce, and think that if the Government adhere
to their resolution to retain this property at their own dis.
posai, the trado and commerce of the town of Annapolis
will not be interfered with for many years to come.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). It is gratifying to hear the
senior member for Halifax (Mr Jones), giving evidence of
bis conversion in the course of ton years ; it is ploasant to
hear him expruss bis anxiety that these old historical
forts of whici, at ail events, in the Lower Provinces, wo
have too few, shall be guarded and restored. It is within
the memory of every Maritime Province man, who, during
the last seven or eight years, has taken a run over te another
old historical fort, Fort Cumberland, that a change for the
worse, has, within ten or twelve years, gone over that fort.
When we were boys, many of us here, going to school in that
neighborhood, we used to spend our holidays walking over
the old broken ramparMs of Art Cumberland, and haring
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the guide tell stories about the history and capture of that
fort. Bat there were some things there that we could see
for ourselves, and they were the old French guns. But let a
traveller go now to the old historical fort, the most interest-
ing spot of old Acadia, and ask once more for the old
French guns, and the guide tells him they are gone. -When
ho asks what became of them the carrent story is that these
old guns were sold when the senior momber for -Halifax
was commander-in-chief of the fort. They were sold to
make cooking stoves of, and that is worse than beating the
sword into the ploughshare-melting down an old historical
gun into cooking stoves.

Mr. JONES. This is the first I ever heard of the subject;
I never heard before of making cooking stoves out of brass
cannon.

Barracks in British Columbia,.........................$10,00

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask the Minister of Militia
if it is the genuine, honest intention of the Government to
spend that money this year ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In answer to the hon. member,
I must say that, knowing him as I do, I am perfectly cer-
tain ho would not be such a staunch supporter of the present
Government if ho were not perfcctly certain that all that is
placed in the Estimates is genuine and true.

Mr. BAKER. The hon. member for Victoria is a believer
in deeds, not words.

Expenditure in connection with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway in British Columbia............$ 180,000

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. This is for the purpose of
flattening tho slopes and of cutting and removing loose rocks;
$153,000 is the estimated cost; and the engine bouse at the
Pacifie terminus, $37,000. This concludes the expenditure
in connection with the Government work on the Canadian
Pacific Railway in British Columbia.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
and the work handed over,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER
it bas not been finally comp

I thought that was completed

It has been handed over, but

Sir RICIIAR D CARTWRIGHT. Wlhat is the arrangement
now in force with the Canadian Pacifie R.ilway as to renedy-
ing those enormous grades which exist on three or four
miles of that road, just before you enter British Columbia,
near about Stephen? The grades there reach to nearly 1,000
feet in four or five miles. If my recollection serves me this
is contrary to the wholo tenor of the agreoment by which
the company undertook either to constinct the lino at some
other pointior te build a tunnel. I want te know what the
agreement 18 that is in foi ce with respect te that mater.

Mr. POPE. The arrangement is that when the company
are called upon by the Government to remedy and improve
those grades, they are bound to do so, and they have left
with the Government $1,000,000 worth of land grant bonds
as security to secure its completion.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIG.T. We have an enzineer
in charge of this road, Mr. Schreiber, who reccives a special
salaîy for looking after it. What estimate does Mr. Sohroi-
ber make of the cost of remedying those grades and re-
ducing them to a p.,oper figure ?

Mr. POPE. He estimated the cost of remedying those
grades at about $800,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. In what way ? By tun-
nel?

Mr. POPE. Eighteen hundred feet by tunnel, which will
be a small part of the distance.

Mr. WZLDoN (Albert).

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Because, if my recol-
lection serves me, several serions accidents, attended with
loss of life, have occurred, and there is more or less risk ali
the time. It seems to me that the arrangement should be
put in force within a roasonable space of time, and should
not be bung up indefinitely, as it appears to be, frorm state-
monts of the Minister of Railways and Minister of Finance ;
and that within a year, or two years at the furthest, the
defect ought to be remedied.

L. K. Jones, services as Private Secretary te Chief
Engineer of Canadian Pacifie Railway......$......100

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This amount of $100
carries with it, I suppose, $2,000 or 63,000 ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. By an Order in Council dated
.10th July, 1882, $100 was allowed to Mr. Jones for the year
1881-82, in his capacity as secretary to the Chief Engineer
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and that amount bas been
voted yearly since, with the exception of the year 1882-83
when Mr. Jones was acting as secretary to the Intercolo-
nial Railway Commission, and consequently it was not
voted for that year ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. I fancy I am correct
in saying that this implies that Mr. Schreiber receives
$2,000 a year as engineer for the Canadian Pacifie Railway
during the next year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Sir RICRHARD CARTWRIG IT. What has Mr. Schreiber

to do with the Canadian Pacifie Railway during 1887 88 ?
We have been given to understand that all connoction by
the Government with the company had ceased.

Sir CHARlES TUPPER. We have just passed a vote
for $180,000 in connection with that railway.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Under whose super-
intendence is that money to be expended ? Is it to be
under the superintendence of the Government, or is it to
be handed over to the company ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It will be under the super-
vision of the Chief Engineer.

Halifax Extension......... ....... . .......... ..... .... $11,000

Me. JONES. I should like to ask the Minister of Rail-
ways if tlbe Government have yet come to a decision with
respect to the application made to appropriate a part of the
west side of Water street, and give inereased accommodation
at the deep water terminus, so called, at Halifax. I observe
thero is an item of 811,000 placed in the'Estimates for Hali.
far Extension. At the interview which my colleague and
myself had with the Minister of Railways, we pointed out
te him the reqairementsaof that terminus,and iowas admit-
ted by Mx-. Selireiber, and by the other officers of the
Department, that at present the accommodation at Halifax
is not sufficient for the business. With the obligation of the
Government to afford increased accommodation to the Wind-
sor and Annapolis Railway Company, under the terms of
their charter, I hope the Governmont are now propared to
deal with the subject generally.

Mr. PO >E. How generally ? Will you explain the
meaning of that phrase?

Mr. JONES. To deal with the question as regards the
necessity of increased accommodation for the Intercolenial,
which would also embrace accommodation for the Windsor
and Annapolis Railway, which, under the terms of their
agreement of 1879, re-enacted in 1882, and confirmitd by the
decision of the Privy Council last year, the Governmont
are bound to afford to that'railway. 1, therefore, contend
that the opportunity now presents itself to carry out the
obligations of that company and to secure what is absolutely
necessary, that whioh is admitted to be nrecessary by the offi-
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eers of the Railway Department, increased accommodation at beoanse it is not, und having settled upon having a deep.
lalifax for the traffic of the Intercolonial itself. I suppose water terminus for the landing and the discharge of goods,

this small amount is intended for some matter of repaire. Of any one of common sene would say: As you have made
course, it cannot be intended for any extension, and I bhall it, make it la.-ge enough. Siy argume-it is to take
b3 very glad to hear from the hon. gentleman whether the the land near it, as hîs been recommended to the
Government propose to enlarge the terminal railway facili. Minister, and give us at the deep-water terminus that
ties at Halifax, both for the Intercolonial and the Windsor accommodation, even at a little increased expense, which
and Annapolis Railway. The petition which bas been for- we should have had at Richmnond, if wiser judgment had
warded to the Government and tho plani which are now in prevailed. As regards the increased business, it is mostly
their possession show how easily the work can be accom- through traffic; it does not bring mach to Halifax under
plished at a very moderatoecost. When hon. gentlemen are any cireurastances; it is only for the asoommodation of the
spending large sms in al[ parts of the Doninion, in the Upper Canadians and not for us at all. When the steama.
eastern part, in British Columba and in the North-West, I ors come thore we want accomnodation, so that our goodi
think we have a right to expect that, at least, we shall have can go into store and b3 forwardel. Lst ynir the stores
such terminal facilities at Halifax as are necessary for the were breaking down with goods, simvly because wo could
accommodation of tho business. I pointed out on another not get thom over the Intercolonial Railway, and we want
occa ion that a steamer loading at one wharf had to get more shed accommodation and more water-sido accommo-
part of her cargo at Richmond at very great oxpense, and if dation for steamers, becauso, being connocte I with steami.
the Minister of Railways expects to make the Intercoloninl ers mysolf, I know the great convenienco of seouringr borth
Railway a success, and have the business properly despatchod, roor for steamers. There is only borth room for two
he will recogniso the necessity of having sufficent accom- steamers, with all this oxpenditure, one on each side of the
modation at Halifax for all purposes. wharf, so that the prosent accommodation is not ut ail

Mr. KENNY. I agree with all my colleague has said
as to the necessity of increased terminal facilities for the
Intercolonial at Halifax. I bave listened with pleasure
while my colleague has urged on the Government of the
day the necessity of this increased accommodation, bocause
on previous occasions when ho has addressed this House ho
bas grown wildly eloquent over the diminishing trado of
Nova Scotia and especially of Halifax. I am sure he is
urging this matter on publ c grounds, and he could not con-
eistently do so if the trade of lialifax was decreasing and the
trade of Nova Scotia was diminishing. I am glad, therefore,
to find on this occasion that tha hon. gentleman is right,
and ho must have been laboring under sorne great hallucina-
tion when he deplored the decrea-ing trade of Halifax,
when, in reality, the commerce of that city was increasing.
It has been shown on previous occasions, in this House,
that there is no more necessary expenditure of public money
than that for the improvement of the winter port of the
Dominion at the city of Halifax. Oa previous occasions it
was the duty of tLo Minister of Railways to expend large
sums of money at Halifax. My hon. friend seemed to be
almost sad that it was necessary for the Dominion of Canada
to spend so much money in the city of Halifax, and I am
glad, therefore, to have his assistance on this occasion in
urging on the Government the necessity for the expendituro
of public money in that city for the improveenTt of the
terminus of the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. JONES. My worthy ðolleague has argued from a
different standpoint entirely, and is endeavoring to muko it
appear that I was oposed, to some extent, to the oxpenditure
upon the deep-water terminus.

Mr. KENNY. Yes.

Mr. JONES. Precisely. Where my hon. friend and I
differ is in this : that I say it was not spent at the proper
place, that the expenditure should have beon made at Rich-
mond, that the water-side should have been secure i from
Richmond down to the sugar refinery, and that there wds a
petition presented by every shipowner and steamship agent
in the City of Halifax with reference to that very question.
If they had done as we contended they should have done,
and placed all the sheds and wharves at Richmond, it would
then have obviated the necessity of cutting half a mile more
into the beart of the city, at very heavy expens,, and when
they came into the city they did not take snfficient land or
water accommodation for their purpose. This they could
have secured at Richmond at a much smaller expense than
was required at the deep water terminus. Bat, having
spent the money there, I am not going to say it is sufficient,

satisfactory.
Mr. BORDEN. I loave the members for H1lalifax to

settle the question of whether the trado of Halifax is
increasing or diminishing, but I am glad to agree with
them in urging on the hon. Minister the importance of
increasing the terminal facilities for handling freight at the
Intercolonial Railway at Halifax; and I do so, not in the
interests of the city of IIalifix simply, nor in the interests
of the Windsor and Annapolis [Railway Company, but in the
interosts of the whole western part of Nova Scotia. The
eastern part of Nova Scotia has had its roads built by the
Govornment, and they are owned and operatod by the
Governiment. The western part of Nova Scotia bas had its
roids rnanaged by a company, and of course, has had
necessarily to pay higher rates for freight, and has thereby
suffered inconvenionce as comparod with the eastern part
of Nova Scotia. When the Windsor and Annapolis Railway
was constructud, certain concessions were givon to the
company as a bonus to help build that road, and one of
them was that they should have the u e of all terminal
facilities in Halifax.

Mr. JONES. And extensions.

Mr. BORDhN. And extensions. Nor.v, during this
Session the quostion was b-oughtîapas totbodiscriminating
charge which has beoen made against the wost in favor of
the east, by which cars are charged $1 going in from the
east, and 2.50 going in from the we5 t. In this ernection,
I would like to ask the Minister if ho has consilered the
question, and whether he h as made up his mind to do justice
to th j western part of Nova Suotia hy equalising these
charges ? I would also cati the attentioa of the Mlinister to
someresolutions which wore recentlv passed by the Halifax
Chamber o! C>mmerce. Very likely copies of those resolu.
tions have been sent to him, bit with the permis on of the
House I wil1 read th i:

" Resolved, that the Halifax Chamber of Commerce again cili the atten
tion of the Dominion G.,vernment to the importance of and neoessity
for a frost-proof freight warehouse at Halif.ix, an i urge upon them that
a sufficient sum be again included in the Estimates for the erectioa ut
such a building, and its completion tbis year;

" Aiso, resolved, that a copy of the above resointion be sent to our re-
presentatives at Ottawa, and vat thee be requested te have the matter
brought Up for consideration as early as possible during th present
desstoi. Also, that a copy of this resolution be sent te aI NOva Sceotian
membera at Ottawa, and their co-operation solicit3d te secre fir Hali.
fax a building whien would be mutually beneficial te the who'e Prov -cne;

" Whereas, this Obamber has on several occasions expressed its desire
that the terminal facilities a& the Intercolonial depot at Hal f zba so
improved that local freight be roeceived nid delivere it the deep-witer
terminas ; and also that freight facilities at North str et b- sfr.led
the Windsor and Annapolis tiailroad, thua affcting a large savag in
the headling an4 cartage of goods to and from this city;
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I Therefore resolved, that this meeting of the Chamberof Commerce ot that Government was in power w. took car. to have a Our-

Halifer once more deaires to impree on the Giwernment the necessity vey made of the wbole water.aide of Halifax; and, My
of thesia artensions of railway facilities and improvements in the hand- hon.friend le aw
ling of freight bming at once madA, and hereby urges on the county par-liamentary representatives that effort be made to secure these much- our parpose to briug the lino down Water street from the
needed facilities, for the trade of the city and Province, at au early North street station, just as the deep-water terminus isdaY." reached from the North street station to-day. The hion.

Mr. KENNY. The importance of this subject not only gentleman has been speaking side from bis argument, W
to the city of Halifax, but to the Dominion, as it involves cause every dollar we spent there wu to bring the lne along
the expenditure of public money, must be my excne for Water street to acommodate the business commuuity of
addressing the committee again. My hon. friend the mem. Halifax.
ber for King's (gr. Borden) bas very properly brought to
the no'ice of this Lthse that the trade of the western por. Mr. CAMPBEL (Kent). This subjoot is one of cons!.
tion of Nova Scotia labors 11nder a great disadvantage, from derable importance te the people of this whole Dominion.
the fact that the goods which are transported over the For some time the wi.sh bas been expr. ssed by a great many
Windsor and Annspolis Railway are left at Richmond, where people that the terminal facilities of the Intercolonial Rail-
my hon. friend, the senior momber for Halifax, says the way at Halifax shonld be increaed, which, I believe, would
water terminus should be. I think, Sir, that nothing could be in the intereet of the whole Dominion. As one who has
more clearly prove the error of my hon. colleague than the had considerable to do with the Intercolonial Pailway for
argument advanced by my hon. friend from King's (Mr. a number of years, I ean Bay from my own experionce that
Borden), and I tell my hon. friend that no greater injury the lack of those facilities militates very mach against the
could possibly have been done to the trade of Halifax, and passage of freight over that road. Shippers who seud
consequently to the trade of the Dominion, than to have left four from the west to the Maritime Provinces over the
the water termiruq of the Intercolonial Railway at Rich- railway unes running through the State of Maçoahusetts
mond. I suppose this is an excuse for my hon. frieni, that to Boston receive from them free storage for 60 days, wbile
when he was a member of a government and a Minister of onlthe Intercoonial Railway, they muet unload the cars with-
the Crown he did not secure proper facilities for the Inter- in 48 hours, or else baobliged topuy a charge of 82 per car
colonial Railway. Now, Sir, I contend that no wiser expen- per day. You cau roadily sec that the privilege granted
diture of public money was ever made than when the Inter- by the railways runing te Bgaton, enables shippers to take
colonial Railway was extended to the present deep-water out their fleur as they require it, and consequently they do
terminus. And here J rnay take the liberty of making a not have to bring in 50 mnch at once. In this confection,
suggestion to the hon. Minister of Railways. The very fact t maysay that while the extension of terminal facilities at
that the railway extends to the deep-water terminus will, I Halifax is vcry mach needed, yet I tbink the whole poliey
hope, enable the hon. Minister of Railways to secure the right in connection with the Intercolonial Railway needa to be
of way from the wharf-holders in the city of Halifax, and very greatly remodelted. I notice by the Auditor General'e
lay the rails right down to every wharf in the city. Now, report that the Government railways have cost the country
that could never have been done if my hon. friend's idea of 849,000,000. I also find that the expenses on the Intercolonial
having the deep-water terminus at Richmond had been Railway last year oxceeded the receipts by about 8 106,000.
carried out. My hon. friend has reminded the hon. Minis. I think it e something for regret by the people ofthe whole
ter of Rail ways that it was abaolutely necessary that some Dominion that a railway that bas cost us se mnch should
change should be made, and some improved facilities given, not be able to pay running expenses. It is our bounden
owing to the fact that the railway stores were breaking daty, therefore, te sec if we cannot maiesnob arrangements
down with the immense quantity of goods in them, and as will overcomo this difihulty. I believe that if the ar-
that that was a benefit to the Upper Canadians. Is not my rangeneuLo now in existence -for the carrying of freight
hon. friend a Canadian? over that railway were changed, the Intercolonial Railway,

Mr. JONES. No, qa N 'va Sotian. instead of having a deficit every year, would shw a surplus.A week or two ago, when this matter was discusted for a
Mr. KENNY. Well, I am; and as the Upper Cana- few minutes in the Housc, thi hon. Münister of Rtilways

dians are to pay their share of this expenditure, it is stated that the great difflcalty was te gat ireight fortue
quite right, if they can send goods down there and we can cars running to thes. I alwaye thought the opposite
send goods to them, that we should provide proper facili- was the case, and I was very much pleased whon I heard
ties for their transportation over the Interclonial Railway. that statement.-The hon. Minister farther stated that the
It was only the other day that I reminded the hon. the cars geing to the sea were almost empty, and that any
Minister of Railways that that railway was built to develop freighis they geV in that direction were almost clear profit.
intercolonial trade, and that, without the Intercolonial Rail- if that ho the case, I think 1 can point out how, by a slight
way, we could not have a national existence. modification in the tarif now in force on the Intercoloniat

Mr. JONES. My hon. friend asks me whether I am a Railway, it can obtain such an enormous quantity offreîght
Canadian. I will answer him in the language of a late as will, I believe, fully make up the deficit which now existe.
Secretary of State, that I am a Canadian by Act of Parlia- During the recese I interviewed a few shippers in the
ment. With reference to the explanation of the hoi. gon- western part of Canada, in reference to the quantity of
tieman with regard to the terminus, ho forgot to state that freiglt tbey were shipping to the Maritime Provinces by
the terminus of the intercolonial Railway was brought into Baston, and I found that only fi'e firme, from whom 1 got
the city of Halifax by the Administration of which I was a figures, had sent last year 1,294car loadeofflour by that route.
member. That was a total of 161,750 barrels of fleur which these fivo

Mr. KENNY. To North street only, and only for pas-firm sent to the Lwer Provinces vid USton, and every

sengers.Kn barrel of which would have gne ver the Intercolonisl
sengee. -Railway, had a reasonable poticy been adopted on that lino.

Mr. JONE. He forgot also to state that there is not a Mmd you, Sir, this i8 only from tive firme. 1 have no means
pound of freight received or shipped from the deep-water of aertaining how Mach fleur there le going vid Boston,
terminus. go-called. It is only through freight that is landed but 1 have ne doubt ibis quantity, large as il le, I.eonly a
from the Uppor Provinces, and it only reaches the deep- smali fraction of the quantîty that le going Vo the Maritime
water terminus by a siding, which was brought into the city Provinces vïd Boston, and not only four, but cornmeal,
by the Government of which I was a member. At the tint beans, and a great many other articles of produe.Thq

Mr. BoaDEZi.
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question is, can we not effect an arrangement whereby this
flour will go over the Intercolonial Railway. It would be
the easiest thing in the world to do this, and, with the per-
mission of the House, I will just mention how ' it can be
done. The freight from the town of Chatham to Halifax at
present is 65 cents a barrel on four; but if the party brings
in 2,000 barrels in one month, he gets a rebate of 10 cents
per barrel, making a net freight of 55 cents. If he
brings 1,500 barrels a month, he gets a rebate of 7j
cents; if he brings 1,000 barrels, his rebate is ô
cents. If ho brings 500 barrels, ho has a rebate
of 2j cents, and if ho brings in less than 500 he must pay
the full froight of 65 cents. As I pointed out the other day
the effect is that the large importers have an advantage
over the smal importers to the extent of 10 cents a barrel.
The consequence is they cannot compete with the large
shippers, over the Intercolonial, and are forced to get their
flour vid Boston. The difference in rates vid Boston is just
enough to send the traffic by that route instead of over the
Intercolonial Railway. The large shipper will get his four
at 55 cents freight delivered in Halifax over the Interco-
lonial Railway, but ho can get it delivered in Halifax vid
Boston for 50 cents, making a difference of 5 cents on each
barrel of four, which in the state of the flour market, is
sufficient to induce him to bring in his flour by the cheapest
route. Understand, Sir, that this difference exists only
whon the shipper brings in a large quantity, but if
ho brings in less than 500 barrels per month, the
difference is 15 cents per barrel, or $18.75 a
car. I would suggest to the Minister of Rail-
ways that by a slight reduction in the rate charged
over the Intercolonial Railway, all this flour would
be forced over the Intercolonial Railway instead of going
vid Boston. Last year for a few months the experiment
was tried, I believe, partially, at our sglicitation, and that
of other large millers of Ontario, and the rate on the Inter-
colonial Railways was reduced to 40 cents a barrel from
Chatham to Halifax. The consequence was that, during
the time that rate was enforced, scarcely a single barrel
went vid Boston. What I would point ont to the Minister
of Railways is, and I think it is in the interests of the coun-
try, that where the remedy can be applied it ought to be
applied. If it was, instead of this large quantity of flour
going over American roads, it will come over our transcon-
tinental line. I do not think that the discrimination made
in favor of the large shippers is at all in.the interests of the
community. It does not cost more to draw a small
quantity than a large one in proportion, and it is
not fair to the small dealer that ho should be dis.
criminated against as he has been. In reference to the
freights on the Intercolonial Railway, 1 find, on look-
ing over the tarif, that white a man can get his flour to
Halifax for 55 cents, if ho goes to Stellarton, Hopewell, New
Glasgow or Pictou it will coSt him 15 cent. more. That is
certainly not fair. Then if you go on.the main line
to Shubenacadia, Oxford, Moncton, Amherst, Newcastle,
and as far west as Campbellton, you will find the rate
to these points is 15 cents higher than to Halifax. Is
that businesslike and juast that men 250 miles thisa ide of
Halifax should be compelled to pay 15 cents more than is
oharged the shipper to Halifax ? We expect different
treatment from a government railway than what we would
from a private company. The latter generally take every
advantage they cana If they find they have no competition
at certain points, they make such rates as they think they
can exact from the people; but when a railway is directed,
owned and controlled by the Government, we expect that
railway will be conducted in a more equitable manner than
other railways. In all these questions there is no
reason why flour or any other produce should be carried
200 or 250 miles further for 15 cents les than to the points
I have named. The Minister of Railways should take up this

matter and se. that such a system is enforced as will sond
that traffceover our Canadian linos. It is to be regretted
while we have this railway running through Canadian terri-
tory, built by Canadian people, with Canadian money, that it
should not be used te carry Canadian produce from one Cana-
dian port to another. No man who will go to the wharves at
Halifax, St. John and Charlottetown can help being sorry
when he sees the immense quantities of flour reaching those
places through American territory. This spring, on the 1st
May, there must have been 25,000 barrels of Canadian flour
lying at Boston ready for transshipment to Halifax. The
Nickerson lino have a steamer sailing every Saturday from
Boston, which is loaded down with Canadian flour; and I say
that these matters are to be regretted, and I thinik it is in the
interests of the whole people that such a system should be
inaugurated as would prevent this carrying of flour and
sending the Canadian trafflc away from our transcontinental
linos.

Mr. BORDEN. Before this item is carried, I would like
to have some explanation from the Minister in regard to
the rate of $1.50 charged on eastern cars, and $2 charged
on cars going in from the west. Has he taken that matter
into consideration and has he made a chauge, or will ho
make a change ?

Mr. POPE. I have considered the point. I find that
shunting the cars from Richmond, where the western traffic
is, is more than as much again as from North s treet station,
and that is the reason for the difference. I will say to my
hon. friend, who said ho hoped this was the beginning of
enlarging the accommodation at North street station, that
this particular item is for a flour shed at Halifax. The
other matter to which the hon. gentleman referred, and to
which ho and my hon. friend behind me have already called
my attention, is now under the consideration of the Govern-
ment.

M. JONES. Whore is the flour shed to be built-at
Richmond ?

Mr. POPE. It is to be built at North street. I do not
know exactly the spot.

Mr. JONES. I am glad to hear they are doing that mach,
but it seems a very small amount to be charged to capital
account. My hon. friend who has just taken his seat, has
called the attention of the Minister to the rates on flour. If
the hon, gentleman had referred to the account, he would
have found in corroboration of his statement that the num-
ber of barrels of flour has decreased to the extent of 168,000
from the previous year. That is a very large item in the
way of freight for a single lino, and entiroly corroborates
the statement of the hon. gentleman. I hope the Minister
will give his attention to it. There is one point here in the
report of the Department to which I would like to draw
the hon. gentleman's attention as well. At page 18, in the
reference to the Intercolonial Railway, it says :

"A large expenditure, sch as is umaally charged by railway com-
panies to capital account, but which hau been charged to workig ex-
penses, has again been made this year for additions and improvements
to the road and its equipment, embracing additional siding station
buildings, semaphores and fonces, and such improvements as te intro-
duction of iron bridges, heavy ,rails, increased number of ties, more
powerfal locomotives and a modernised style of cars; this expeuse, to.
gether with the fact of ai increased volume of through coal traicM, &c.,
to the west? carried at such rates as to increase the expense without a
correapondmg incresue i the earnings, has resulted in an insufflolency
of earing to coover the amount of the working expenses by $106.042.84.1'
I would like to ask the hon. gentleman if they are carrying
coal over the Interolonial Railway at a loss?

Mr. POPE. Yes.

Mr. JONES. Then the sooner you put a stop to it the
botter. I would ask the hon. gentleman -upon what prin-
ciple they are oarrying coal over the Intercolonial at a [osa,
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aùd levying tribute upon the taxpayers of this country for
the benefit of a particular coal mine, and are carrying other
goods at a very heavy rate ? I pointed this ont on a pre.
vious occasion and my hon. colleague corroborated my
statement, because he himself is a director in that company.
What is the rate on coal to Montreal ?

Mr. POPE. Three-tenths of a cent.
Mr. POPE. Well, the freight on sugar from Halifax to

Montreal is 84.40 a ton. Now, it exactly bears out the con-
tention I have always made that, if the Government can
carry other freight at the rate at which they are carrying
it, they can afford to carry the products of our industries,
our coal and cotton industries ut St. John, Moncton and
Halifax to the west, at very much lower rates than they
are charging at the present time. The hon. gentleman
shakes his head, but they are not carrying them at a los,
are they ?

Mr. POPE. They are not making anything.
Mr. JONES. Are they carrying them at a loss ?
Mr. POPE. No.
Mr. JONES. But he admits that they are carrying coal

at a loss for the benefit of one industry, for it is largely the
Spring Hills industry, though possibly some may come from
Picton as well. I say they have no right to carry it at a
loss. If it cannot go ut a reasonable rate, sufficient to
compensate for the wear and tear of the road, they have no
right to carry it at our expense; or, if it is to be admitted
as a principle that the road is to be worked in that way,
and every article that goes over it is to be carried at a loss,
let us understand it, and it would be largely in the interests
of those manufacturing industries which have been lately
established in Halifax, St. John, Moncton, and other places
along the line, which will be of a permanent character;
but I protest most earnestly against such an indication as
this that the rolling stock and the staff of the company are
employed in carrying coal over the line ut an absolute loss
to the country. I hardly expected to hear such a statement
as that submitted to Parliament. It does credit to the
frankness of the hon. gentleman, but very little to his good
judgment or to his management of public works.

Mr. KENNY. I regret to trouble the committee again,
but great minds converge, and this subject of the Intercol-
onial Railway exceedingly interests us in the Maritime
Provinces. My hon. friend bas called attention to the
fact that the rates charged on the produet of the sugar
refinery, the cotton mill and other industries of the Lower
Provinces are high rates-I do not exactly like to say high
rates, but rates which are ut least fairly remutnerative-and
I think that, if possible, those rates should be lowered.
Raving, during the past few montbs, had an opportunity of
looking into the charges on the railways of Canada, I find
that the rates on the Intercolonial Railway as a rule are very
moderate and reasonable. As regards the rate on coal, three-
tenths of a cent per ton per mile, I do not know that that
rate is very much under the rate charged by the Pennsyl-
vania coal roads. The hon. Minister admits that it is
not remunerative to the Intercolonial Railway, and conse.
quently that to some extent the Treasury of the country
may suffer, but we must remember that the Government of
Canada are the owners of the Intercolonial Railway,
and my hon. friend from Halifax will recognise, looking ut
this question commercially, that, if any line of railway
could secure the direct and very large indirect trade which
the development of a colliery on its lino, which ships over
500,000. tons of coal annually, would give it, the owners
would be prepared to carry that coal at a very low rate in1
order to secure the very large indirect trade that must]
accrue to the railway from the fact that the mines in Cum-i
berland county have no important outlet except over thatq

Mr. JONES.

railway. Whilst the rate of the coal which is carried is very
low, the Intercolonial Railway receives fair rates, at least,
from the people who travel over that road, the people who
are employed about that colliery, and from all the goods,
provisions, &c., that these people require. I think that would
be an answer to the remarks of my hon. friend with refer-
ence to the rates on coal. The hon. member for Kent (Mr.
Campbell) bas reforred to the rates at which flour is car-
ried to Halifax and St. John, and that higher rates are
charged to points west of Halifax and St. John. But he
must be aware that Halifax and St. John are competitive
points. I entirely agree with him in thinking that the
Intercolonial Railway should carry flour at those rates, and
if it does not the freight will be diverted to Boston, and
that is what we want to avoid. But the same argument
will not apply to points west of Halifax or west of St. John,
although the haul is shorter. It is just the difference
between the long and short haul; that, in fact, is what led
to the interstate legislation in the United States, which, I
hope, we shall never see adopted in Canada.

Mr. BORDEN. The Minister has explained that the
reason of the discrimination in the charges between the
east and the west is due to the fact that more shunting is
required of the western cars. Well, I do not quite under-
stand that, when the line for thirteen miles outside of Halifax
is common to the two railroads. If the agreement which
was made by the Government with the Windsor and Anna-
polis Railway Company is being fulfilled, surely the cars
should be in the same position. I cannot understand why
a car coming from the west should require more shunting
than a car coming from the east.

Mr. JONES. They do not; they are all in the same
position.

Mr. BOIRDEN. They should be in the same position if
the agreement is being kept. I would respectfully submit
to the Minister of Railways that it is rather a small matter
for the Dominion of Canada, but it is a very large matter
for the individuals in the western part of the Province who
are suffering by it. The cars of both lines, I am informed,
come to ]Richmond, therefore they are at the same point and
the shunting would be precisely the same. Therefore, it is
plain that the western freight is not treated in the same
way as the eastern freight, and I contend that an unneces-
sary injury is done to the western commerce of Nova Scotia,
and it should be remedied at once.

Mr. MULOOK. It is to be regretted that the Minister
of Railways has no answer to make to the criticisms of
mismanagement advanced by the hon. member for Kent,
(Mr. Campbell). He has disclosed a state of affaira indi-
cating, I think, an entire want of regard for the general in.
terests of the country. The old Provinces, at a vast expen-
diture, constructed the Intercolonial Railway for the pur.
pose of binding.the various eastern Provinces together, and
to assist in developing interprovincial trade. Then, when the
Dominion was enlarged, we built a transcontinental lino, and
we now boast of having a railway from ocean to ocean. But
what is the use of having a railway from o:can to ocean if
one large portion of it is so operated under this Administra-
tion as not only to injure one of the greatest interests of the
Dominion, the milling interest, but also to fail to utilise, to
a fair extent, the capital invested in the construction of the
railway, and thus diverting the traffie to another railway
and to a foreign land ? And this is doue by a government
that has always boasted of keeping everything in Canada for
the Canadians, that will not allow a railway to be built
from the new Provinces in the North-West to the American
frontier, for fear that some Canadian money may
pass into American hands, for fear that some Canadian
traffie may find its way to American territory. But in a
case like this, where their interests seem involved, that a
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policy should be adopted to develop intercolonial trade, the
Minister not only fails to appreciate what is due to the
country, but ho sits in silence and has no answer to make;
in fact, I doubt if ho listened to the able argument of the
hon. member for Kent (Mr. Campbell). I observed his in-
difference at the time ; of course it may, to soine extent, bo
accounted for from the fact that hoeis being subjected to criti-
cism. But ho and every hon. member of this House must be
aware that the greatest industry of Canada, I think by all
odds, is the manufacture of four. But though all the other
industries of Canada are suffering, and have been suffering
for a long period of time, the flouring industry has been
the greatest sufferer, and when we are told by the hon,
member for Kent that the adoption of an equitable tarif,
would, toa large extent, remedy a portion of that evil, surely
it cannot be tolerated on the part of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, that they should allow that evil to continue,
especially Eeeing that this is a paternal Government. What
is the cause of disaffection in the Maritime Provinces
to-day ? Do we not hear complaints there that we are tax.
ing their bread ? That we are making it hard for the poor
man to supply himself with the necessaries of life ? Why
is there discontent in the Maritime Provinces ? Partly, no
doubt, because we are forcing them to buy western manu.
factured goods. We are compelling them to buy in markets
far away, when they say they can purchase to botter advan-
tage in markets nearer home. Perhaps they have argu-
ments on their side, and if their complaints are wellfounded
surely it is our duty as a Government to endeavor, as
far as possible, to remove all possible grounds of complaint.
But when it depends upon the will of a Minister, or, pe.
haps, of his deputy, to do justice, and try to replace this
discontent, to some extent at least, with contentment, and
aid, to some extent, an industry which is now suffering,
and las been suffering, as the Government well know,
for some time, it is inexplicable to me that this is
not done, and that a fair system of rates is not
established. Throughout the United States this question
of discrimination has been agitated, and at last it
reeeived a temporary solution in the passage of an
interstate Bill. There the great argument was, that the
railway companies discriminated in various ways against
localities and against individuals. What has been complained
of in the 'United States, and what Congress las endeavored
to remedy, has been going on in this country, on the part
of corporations not under the control of the Govern-
ment, merely, but on the part of the Government itself.
The Government itself is one of the principal sinners against
the people in the adoption of this unsound principle of rail-
way rates. The lon. Miaister of Railways ias been charged
here with demanding a higher rate to deliver goods and
four at a point two or three hundred miles easterly, than
ho does to deliver the same quantity of goods, under the
same conditions, two or three hundred miles farther away.
On what principle does he charge more for hauling a short
distance than a long distance, the long distance embracing
the shorter distance ? And on what principle does he
make a rebate in favor of a man supplying 2,000
barrels of flour, when he will not make a similar
rebate in favor of a man supplying a carload of
flour. Whatever ground there may be for discrimination of
rates, when you come to a carload, the whole people of
Canada, except the railway companies, are of one mmd on
this point, that wherever a customer supplies a carload or
more ho should have the lowest rate in reward to hie car-
load, and that discrimination should not take place except
on fragments of a carload. The Minister of Railways must
deal with thia question if he faithfully intende to live up to
his oath of office, and ho must exercise the best judgment
he can bring to bear upon it. This matter has gone on for
years, and if ho doe not know-and he does know, for ha
is tee shrewd a man not to know it-he ought to know that

this matter of a few cents per barrel on flour means a differ.
rence between millers malring and losing money; and it
je in his power, as I have shown here, by a sma!l reduction in
the matter of freight on flour to do a much larger volume of
business, and thus the grose receipts of the railway would be
much larger than if by adopting almoet prohibitory rates
ho drives these thousands of barrels of flour away to go by
a rival system. It shows a lack of business enterprise, of
which I did not think him capable. I thought the Minister
of Railways was a shrewd business man, who, although he
doas not take much part in debate, understands is business
well and practices what ha understands. But his declaration,
which was admitted to be correct, compels me unwillingly to
withdraw my confidence from him as a business man. I
know it will ho a matter of grief to him to learn my views
in regard to himseolf; but I express my views in this plain
way in the hope that in endeavoring t: restore himself to
my good judgment ho may amend his way and at the same
time confer a benefit on the Dominion and the varioas inter-
este which go to build up this country.

Sir UHARLES TUPPER. The last subject on which I
expected to hear hon. gentlemen lecture the present Gov-
ernment was in regard to the administration of the Inter-
colonial Railway, and it only shows how quickly these gen.
tiemen lose sight of obvious facts which have engaged their
attention and the attention of the whole country. It le a
very curions thing that thore is, perhaps, nosubject on which
persons unacquainted with railway management fall into
such obvious errors as that of railways, as has been doue by
the hou. momber for Kent (Mr. Campbell). What has ho
doue ? He has attacked the Government for not so cut-
ting rates on the Intercolonial Railway as to take the
traffic that has been going by Boston and other routes.
That is hie whole argument. His argument je not that the
charge for carrying a barrel of flour is an extravagant
charge, not that il has not been carried at a very reasou-
able rate, not that it las not enabled the flour millers of
Ontario, with all this tax about which the people of Ontario
are exceedingly auxious, to furnish and sellofleur to the
people of the Maritime Provinces at the lowest rates at
which they had ever purchased it in their lives, and this
notwithstanding the charge on the Intercolonial Railway
and the imposition of the duty. I there, thon, anything of
which to complain ? If the people of the Maritime Provinces
obtain, as they do to-day, flour at the lowest oost at whioh
they ever obtained it, by Boston, by water or by any other
route, is there any reason for complainte? Is there any rea-
son to complain as regards the duty or the charges on the In-
tercolonial? I say there is not. The low rate at which flour is
carried in the Maritime Provinces by the Interoolonial las
enabled the business to be done, that valuable description of
business that binds Provinces together, that links together
the intereste of Ontario and the Maritime Provinces, for
every article sold by one Province to another, every article
interchanged forme an additional link, drawing us together
and giving a common interest and better information and
knowledge of the varions Provinces in regard teoeach other.
I say, therefore, that this trade is most valuable. What is
the argument of the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Campbell) ?
He says, although ha does not undertake to say that the
charge for carrying a barrel of flour to the Maritime Pro-
vinces is not a very low rate, that the rate might be made
lower still so as to cut the rate and prevent flour going by
water to and from Boston and other American ports. That
is his argument. How does he sustain it? He turne around
and attacks the Government for cutting rates, for doing the
very thing ha demande they should do.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). No.
Sir CHARLIES TUPPER. Yes, and I will show you

how. The hon. gentleman who ias just taken bis seat, in
hie ignorance of the subject-yes, I do not profess to be able
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to discuss questions of law with him, and if I did so, I would
immediately exhibit my ignorance of the subject-but I am
more experienced in the administration'of railways than is
the hon. gentleman, and ho must, therefore, excuse me if,
having spent several years in the study of this freight
question, I should have more knowledge of the subject than
an hon, gentleman who is devoting his time so successfully
to the prosecution of the law. I say, therefore, that the
hon. gentleman will not accept my remark as being in the
least degrce offensive, for it is not intended to be so. It is
want of knowledge of the subject that leads the hon. gentle-
man to accept the argument of the hon. member for Kent
(Mr. Campbell), and to claim that it is a great hardship to
charge a larger amount for carrying a short distance on
a road. There is not a road in the world in which
we do not find that same thing done. It is the only
mode by which we can administer railways success.
fully, and that is to charge a fair and legitimate amount
for the service you perform, where you are enabled to get
that charge, and where you would lose the business unless
you cut the rate, also meet competition by cutting that rate
to the lowest figure and thus get the traffic if youe can. The
Grand Trunk Railway, the Canadian Pacifie Railway and
the railways in the United States could not carry on their
business and administer their affairs successfully for a
single hour if they did not adopt that policy; and as I said
before the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Campbell) while ho
did not characterise the charge for carrying flour on the
Intercolonial as excessive he made two points: First, that
rates ought to be cut so as to take away the trade vid Bos.
ton to the Maritime Provinces; and, second, the hon. gentle-
man attacked the Government for charging a reasonable
rate where there was competition, and carrying freight at
a lower rate per mile than where there was no competition.
That is just the difficulty into which the hon. gentleman
has fallen; it is the difficulty into which everyone falls who
has not taken the trouble to investigate the question of rail-
way freight. But the last subject on which I expected
to hear hon, gentlemen opposite undertake to lecture
hon. members on this side was with respect to the adminis-
tration of the Intercolonial Railway. The member for
Halifax has attacked the Government for carrying coal at a
loss. If by carrying coal at a rate that does not even pay,
if the effect was to build up the trafflc and business between
the Mtaritime Provinces and the older Provinces,if the effect
is to produce such competition with the coal mines of the
United States as will give the consumers of coal in Ontario
great reduction in the price they would otherwise have to
pay, the country is no loser by the course adopted. But
what is the result of the management of the Intercolonial
Railway ? Will hon. gentlemen be surprised when I tell
them that, during the fiscal years 1877, 1878 and 1879, in
which the road was operated and managed by hon. gentle-
men opposite, the loss or the administration of the Inter.
colonial Railway, the amount taxed upon the people of this
country to pay for operating the Intercolonial Railway, was
$507,000 in 1876-77; $432,000 in 1877-78; and $716,000 in
1878-79, the last year when hon. gentlemen had the admin-
istration of the road. That is to say, Sir, that during those
four years-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They hadn't the admin-
istration of the road in 1878-79.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They had the administration
of the road; everything was organised, the estimates were
taken and everything necessary for the work was provided.
The hon, gentleman himself has always charged the admin-
istration of the year that they came into office as our
administration.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Because we kept within1
the estimaies and you grossly exceeded them.

Sir CEUants TvppER.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman bas
always charged the administration of that year Io us, and
taking him on his own principle I charged the year to them
for which they provided the administration of the road, in
which their superintendent and general manager admin.
istered the road, and I say that during those three years
they took out of the taxes of the people of this country
81,645,637 to provide for the deficit on the Intercolonial
Railway.

Mr. DAVIES. How much of that was for 1878-79 ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. $716,000. But there was a

million spent before the change in the administration of the
road; a million sunk, a million taken out of the taxes of
the people to pay for their administration of the Intercolon-
ial Railway before the change of Government occurred, from
1876, or in two and a-half years, if you take away all the
portion afterwards, although it might fairly be charged.
Now, what does the other side of the account show? It
shows that during the seven years of the administration of
this Government, the entire amount of net deficiency for
the Intercolonial Railway, instead of being $1,645,000 in
three years, as it was under hon. gentlemen opposite, was
only $246,000. Now, Sir, if anything could close the mouths
of hon. gentlemen opposite; if anything could induce them
to avoid a discussion of the question of the administration
of the Intercolonial Railway, it would be the facts as they
stand on this page of the history of the country, in a way
in which they can be read by everybody. I say, therefore,
I am very much surprised that hon. gentlemen opposite, in
exercising their legitimate right to criticise these estimates,
and discuss all these interesting public questions, should not
have carefully avoided that as a rock upon which they
must inevitably be wrecked, if they come in close proximity
to it. I say that for the first year of our administration,
the first year after we took it in hand, after we had reformed
the administration of the railway, it showed a loss of
897,000 instead of $716,000, and the second year a gain, and
the third year a gain, and the fourth and fifth years a gain,
so that instead of being a loss there was a slight balance on
the right side of the ledger; and if, under these circum-
stances which have been adverted to, the great difflculties
which have been encountered, owing to the extremoly un-
favorable seasons, there should be a comparatively small
loss, I do not think it is a question which should excite the
anxiety of the House at all, but one which may be regarded
as still presenting a most interesting and favorable contrast
as compared with the administration of the Intercolonial
Railway by hon. gentlemen opposite. I did not intend to
say a word on the subject, but when I found an elaborate
attack made on the railway administration of this Govern-
ment, and when I know, as I do, that if there is one thing
upon which this Government can claim the confidence of the
people of this country more than another, it is the success
which has attended the management of the Intercolonial
Railway, I felt bound to take the opportunity of placing
these figures fairly before the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
must presume exceedingly on the ignorance of the House
when he dares to talk of the advantages which have re-
sulted from the management of the Intercolonial Railway.
Now, in the first place, there could not be a more unjut, a
more disingenuous, or a more dishonest comparison than
that which he makes between the Intercolonial Railwa*y
under the Administration of my hon. friend Mr. Macken-
zie, when that road had been barely completed, before there
was the smallest chance of developing traffic upon it, and
the road as it is now, after nine or ten years. The hon.
gentleman talks about a net deficiency of $246,000, as con-
trasted with a net deficiency, as he stated, of 81,700,000 in
three years, under Mr. Mackenzie's management. Turn to
the Public Accounts and you will see that Mr. Mackenzie
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loft the capital account closed at 836,000,000, and this hon.
gentleman has a capital account of 846 ,000,000-ten millions
of dollars added in eight years to the capital account of the
Intercolonial Railway! And ho presumes to talk toe us of
hie wise and economical administration of that road. I
take these accounts here, and I say they are a fraud, every
one of them. Here we have 404,000 charged to capital
account of the Intercolonial Railway-8318,000 for rolling
stock, $12,500 for Servis' tie plates, 8500 for a coal shed at
Amherst, and other things of that kind. I say there
never was a more impudent statement made than
the statement which is made by hie friends and himeelf,
in the Public Accounts, of the supposed profits, forsooth,
they made in operating the Intercolonial Railway; a profit
of 8100,000 in one year, a profit of $20,000 in another, with
a capital charge of two, three, one and a quarter, and another
one and a quarter millions, or, in eight or nine years, ton
millions added to the capital account of this road. Why,
Sir, the interest and the sinking fund of the Intercolonial
Railway is 8450,000 a year for that alone, and I venture to
say that during those eight or nine years, if you computed
it, you would find probably one and a quarter millions for
interest alone, over and above what was expended in Mr.
Mackenzie's time. Now, I say that is a most delusive and
a most dishonest mode of making comparisons. I say the
hon. gentleman all through has been guilty of very gross
offences against the public interest, by his consistent and
persistent practice of charging large sums of money, as you
can see for yourselves he is doing, in this way to the
charges on capital account of the intercolonial Railway.
You cannot possibly pretend that you are administering
this road honestly and fairly, when you find these charges
are being placed to capital account for perishable articles.
Now, one thing is very noticeable. Here we have evidence
admitted by these hon. gentlemen that important branches of
their trade are being operated at a loss, and we find on and
for the benefit of that trade ho has operated at the loss of
hundreds of thousands of dollars on rolling stock, for the
last lew years. Is that economy and good management ?
And what i most unfair is this, that, as the hon. gentleman
knows quite well, Mr. Mackenzie could not-no man could
-expect, the moment a road of that character was com-
pleted, and running through a sparsely peopled country, to
develop the traffic. With all railroads that I know anything
of, it has always been expected that some time should be
allowed, after the road is completed, before the traffic can
be developed. But the main point to which I call the
attention of the House is this, that all these comparisons
are fallacious and dishonest, because they take no account
of the enormous additional charge, amounting now to
$450,000 a year for interest, on capital sunk by that hon.
gentleman since Mr. Mackenzie's time. Take that into
account, and the Administration of my hon. friend stands
justified from the Public Accounts the hon. gentleman has
referred to, and justified as few other Administrations have
ever been.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is en-
tirely mistaken if ho supposes that ho can mislead either
this House or this country by such a statement as ho has
made. He knows perfectly well that the administration
of the Intercolonial Railway by myself was challenged by
my predocessor, the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie), and that year after year, on the floor of this
Parliament, I vindicated that administration, and showed
that the accounts of the Intercolonial Railway were kept
by the same officers and in the same manner that they had
been under hie management. Not only that, but I brought
evidence from the Grand Trunk Railway and other great
linS of railway in Canada, all of which showed that the
accounts of capital were kept by thom on precisely the same
principle as they were kept under the administration of

Mr. Mackenzie, and under my own. Now, the hon. gentle-
man says the road was just being completed at the time
they were managing it. Why, that gave them this great
advantage, that everything they wanted for the road was
charged to capital account, and they had not the disadvan.
tage that we have had year after year of having to maintain
old rolling stock which has been deteriorated by use, and
which requires a much larger amount to keep it up than
was required whon the rolling stock was new. 1 say this
question was fought out fully, and the criticisms of the
hon. gentlemen were analysed for years. Take up the
Hansard of the last few years of my administration of the
road, and you will find that Session after Sessiun pased by
almost without question, after this battie had been fairly
fought out, and after it was shown to the House that the
accounts of the road under our management was precisely
the same as it was under theirs, that nothing they had not
charged to capital account had ever been charged to capital
account by us. I am not speaking of the late Government
or the present Government only; I am speaking of the
principle of keeping accoants followed. by every railway
company. In the first place you charge to capital account
all that the construction of the road cost-the station
buildings, wharves and everything else that is necessary to
put the road in complete and efficient order, and you charge
all the rolling stock that is required to perform the business
of the road. You then charge to revenue ail that is neoces.
sary to maintain the track and the rolling stock in good con-
dition; but the moment that a large increase of traffie de.
manda a large additional outlay for new rolling stock, every
railway company charges that to capital account; and when,
from the time we took charge of the Intercolonial Railway
down to the present hour, the traffie has gone on inoreasing
steadily year after year until it has more than doubled, and
new rolling stock was required to accommodate that increased
traffic, where does the hon. gentleman suppose we should
get the money necessary to provide for this great volume of
traffic, but from capital? iDoes the hon, gentleman mean
that we should not furnish the rolling stock that is neces-
sary te handle all'the traffic we can get ? He will hardly
say that. He will hardly say that, after the enormous sum
of money which has been spent in constructing the Inter.
colonial Railway, it is net the duty of the Government to
provide all the rolling stock that is nocessary to meet the
demands of the increasing traffic of the country. There.
fore, I need not, as hlie has done, deal in strong language-
language which I think went a little beyond the bounds of
ordinary parliamentery discussion, but for which I excuse
the hon. gentleman in view of the very difficult and embar-
rassing position in which he finds himeelf. There was
nothing in the fair, and legitimate, and candid argument
that I put before the flouse to warrant him in using terms
which I think, if the Speaker had been in the Chair, would
hardly have been permitted to pass. But I admit that the
hon. gentleman had a weak case, and that it had to
ho bolstered up by strong language, and I excuse
him on that account. But I ask him, in all candor,
whether ho thinks that the expenditure for the purchase
of the Rivière du Loup branch and the expenditure
necessary to put it in efficient condition, can fairly be
charged against me as having been wasted in connection
with the Intercolonial Railway, and improperly charged to
capital account? Is net that part of the $10,000,000 ? And
yet ho led the flouse to believe that ail this money was
sunk in the administration of the road. Not a dollar of it
was sunk in the administration of the road. From the day
we took charge of the railway the only money sunk in the
administration of the road was $246,000 in seven years,
against $1,646,000 which our predecessors ran behind in the
tbree years of their administration. In every other expen-
diture we followed the same policy that was pursued by
hon. gentlemen opposite; nd the hon, gentleman cannot
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show a single dollar expended for the purpose of providing
for the administration of the road, that is not a legitimate
charge against capital account, just as in their own case.
As I said on a former occasion, the country ought to be
only too glad to have the Governmont come here and ask
for an increased appropriation, charged to capital account,
to provide for the increased traffic which was growing up.
There can be no greater satisfaction to the people of this
country than to know that having expended such a vast
amount of money in the construction of that road, it is
doing that for which it was constructed, so developing the
country as to make it right and proper for the Minister to
come and ask Parliament for an increased appropriation to
provide for the increased traffic.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
was so very mild, candid and moderato in his own language
that no doubt ho is justified in going out of hie way to make
an attack on the Administration of Mr. Mackenzie.

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. I did not do that. I was do.
fending the Government, and not making an attack.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The fact is Mr. Mac-
kenzie and myself, having fully considered the subject, and
seeing clearly that there was no possibility of administering
the Government road without exposing the country to the
very considerable danger of being dragged into an un-
neoessary ezpenditure, put an end to the capital account, and
the hon. gentleman is quite misinformed, and has misin-
formed the House, when he states that Mr. Mackenzie
charged to capital account all the items which the hon.
gentleman las placed to that account. Now, the fact is this:
that my lon. friend, in carrying out the rules which ho laid
down for himself, made a very large amount of charges to
income which he would have been perfectly justified in
charging to capital account. If the hon. gentleman will
look, if his memory has failed him on that point, he will
find that when my hon. friend substituted steel rails for
iron, a very important change, largely conducive to the
benefit of the road, he charged a large portion of that to
income.

account, yon would still have a net deficiency to-day of more
than $500,000, not taking into account charges of management
at headquarters which muet amount to a considerable sum of
money. Those are the points to which I called attention.
They have not been and cannot b met, and there ought to
be for that reason a great difference between the charges
on a government and the charges on an ordinary railway.
Mr. Mackenzie had deliberately decided for that reason on
making future charges for rolling stock which might be
required, to revenue account. I do not gainsay the point
that the rolling stock might be required, but I told the hon.
gentleman that Mr. Mackenzie had decided to charge it to
the annual outlay from year to year for the reason I gave,
that unless it was charged to income, the House and the
country behind it was in great danger of being thoroughly
deceived as to the real cost of working the railway.
Nothing is easier in A road like this, having an immense
amount of rolling stock, when for certain reasons it is con-
venient to make a good showing before the louse and the
country at election time, and that rolling stock has become
depreciated- nothing is easier than to take a large vote of
several hundred thousand dollars and use it where the
money will go far to propitiate electors, who are interested
in seeing car works companies or other companies getting
orders, and then, by charging the expenditure to capital
account, the hon. gentleman and his predecessors could
avoid the imputation of having swollen the annual expense
to the people. But the whole of it does not
in the slightest degree touch the main fact, that,
so far as the interest account is concerned, the
annual charge-because neither in the hon. gentléman's
nor the hon. Mr. Mackenzie's time has this road paid any
portion of the interest charged on its capital-the annual
charge on the capital is nearly $500,000 a year now more
than it was in Mr. Mackenzie's time. Therefore there is
to-day an annual deficit of more than half a million dollars,
after hon. gentlemen opposite have had ten years to operate
the road and develop its traffic, and after all this money
has been sunk. That is a fair, candid, mild, moderate
mode of stating the case, if the truth be known. So far
f8A it 'b inop thé La Ra thf U thI% hI - tjZL f. l# m iinla

Mr JNE. 80J00.Im u vig tuc sea z&me non. genueman-s conienmonsrJ0 were allowed to paso undisputed in this House, Mr. Mae-
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 0800,000, or about keuzie, while he had strength and voice left, never failed

$1,250,000 of this extra expenditure, taking I ho amount to challenge them, and the late Speaker, Mr. Anglin, never
which was legitimately chargeable to Mr. Mackenzie's Ad mi- failed to controvert them, and I have always taken excep-
nistration, were caused, my hon. friend tells me, by the sub- tion to the hon. gentleman's mode of keeping the accounts
stitution of steel rails for iron. Thora is a proof exactly in and in particular to the facts that he ever took in consider-
point. The reasons which led us to adopt that course ation the additional charge for interest which was laid on
were very clear and sound. In an ordinary railroad, the the people and paid for out of their pockets, year after year,
process of which the hon. gentleman speaks may go on, by reason of large additional amounts sunk in capital
they may never close their capital account, and I believe account.
they never do, and I know, and the lon. gentleman knows,
that it is a constaht ground of complaint by shareholders Sir CHABLES TUPPER. No person can regret more
of railways, that the keeping of this capital account as an deeply than I that the hon. member for East York (Kr.
open account is very often abused by directors and persons Mackenzie), is not in the possession of that strength and
in authority, for the express purpose of throwing dust vigor that enabled him always to defend the administration
in the eyes of the shareholders, who, in this case, of the Intercolonial Railway, or the manner in which ho dis-
are the people of Canada, and by millions of dollars charged his duties in any other respect. No person can
of charges to capital account concealing the fact that regret it more deeply than I, and Iwould be.very unwilling
the railroad very often is worked at a loss. The hon. to be supposed to make, in the slightest degree, any attack on
gentleman cannot pretend, and has not pretended, to that hon. gentleman. I did not, and 1 am not attacking that
deny the fact that whereas the capital charge for interest hon. gentleman. I stated simply, in defence of the Govern-
in Mr. Mackenzie's time was roughly about $1,750,000, the ment, when the administration of the road was attacked,
capital charge to day is quite $2,250,000. What hoesays the facts, and I contrasted the administration if the road
may b. truc enough in some respects, but it doe neot destroy under hon. gentlemen opposite with that under hon. gentle.
the fact thatour charge for interest sunk in ths Iotercolonial men on this side. Tho lon, gentleman says that Mr.
Railway is nearly $00,000 to-day more than it was when Mr. Mackenzie had determined to close the capital accounts. I
Mackenzie went out of office, and that, in any ordinary understood him to say that. I would like to ask him then
railroad, it would have produced an annual deocit of where the money was to come from to do what the hon.
4500,000. After spending all this money purchaaing all gentleman behind him (hir. Jones) told us, if Mr. Mackenzie
these additional pieces of road, after spending huge sains for' had not gone out, he was going to do, namoly, to carry the
this additional rolling stock and charging it to capital railway away down to Water street, in Halifaz, which we
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subequently ehad to do at a very large expense in order to
find a water site for the terminus ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He could have charged
it to income; it would not have cost us any more.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Does the hon. gentleman
mean to say that any Government, or that any person who
ever had ch of a railway, would have charged such
expenditure to income ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They might.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What good would it do to
charge it to income, with a deficit in revenue of $750,000 ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was yours, not
Mr. Mackenzie's.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman seems to
forget that it makes no difference; the interest would be the
same.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then what harm would
it do?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The interest would be the
same. I ask the hon. gentleman whether, if he had
remained in power, he would have allowed the grass to
grow on the Intercolonial Railway, if ha would have refused
to do the business of the country? No, h. would say at
once. He would say that he would develop the traffic of
the country, as he would be bound to do, by every means in
hie power, and that he would prepare to handle that traffic
by every means in his power. He would ha bound to do
that. Then I say, as you have no surplus against which
you can charge the money which is required, what possible
difference does it make in the interest? Is not the
interest the same ? If it had gone to swell the deficit year
by year, would not that swell the interest in the sanme
way? Does it make any difference at all?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it does, as I
will explain to the hon. gentleman presently.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not think it does. The
accounts of this road are kept-and I think the hon. gentle-
man has conceded that-as railway companies are accus-
tomed to keep their accounts, and I established that in the
discussion I had with my hon. predecessor and with the
hon. gentleman, and I think the question rested very much
upon that discussion, because, practically, nothing more was
said on that subject. We had that very fully discussed. I
brought the evidence from other railway companies, and
showed how they kept their accounts, and I understood that
that was held practically to settle the question. But what
I want to put to the hon. gentleman is this: Not a single
dollar ha. been expended that has not been demanded in
order to maintain the road, and provide for the additional
traffie that has grown up in the administration of the road,
and that has rnuired to be handled. Therefore, I say, as
that money has bean required to be furnished, providing the
road was to perform the purpose for which it was constrncted,
it does not make the slightest difference to the country
whether it is charged to revenue or capital, so long as
you have no revenue account, no surplus from revenue
account, from which to deduct it. I will take the Grand
Trunk Railway Company, I will take the Great Western
Railway Company, I will take any railway company, and
the hon. gentleman knows that if they require a large
additional capital for new rolling stock, or for any new
work along the line of road, or to make connections or
branches or anything of that kind, snch as hie been required
in connection with the Intercolonial Railway in order to
bring traffic to it, the shareholders, the stockholders, the
managers muet issue new stock or must raise a new capital
account from which to get the money if they have not got

a surplus revenue from which to draw it. So it is after al
the same thing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, I cannot admit
that it is after all the same thing.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think so. It does mot
affect the question of interest the country pays, the money
the country pays. It has to be paid in the one case or in
the other, and it makes no difference. I show the hon.
gentleman in the first instance that the administration has
been the same, that the same charges had been made against
capital account under the one Government and under the
other, under both Governments alike; and I show him in
the second place that it is practically a matter of indifference
whether it is charged to one account or the other, so long as
the money has to be provided by the country.

Sir RIOHAR'D OARTWRIGHT. In one sense, no doubt,
the hon. gentleman is right. What money is really requisite
to carry on the necessary works of the road will have to be
paid by the country, and he is right enough in stating that,
whether you charge it to income or whether yon charge it
to capital, what is really necessary will, in the long run,
come out of the same pocket. So far he is right.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is the whole question.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, that is not the

whole of the question by any manner of means. The
reason which was assigned by Mr. Mackenzie, which wa
assigned by him particularly at my instance, I may tell the
hon. gentleman, is this: We know by experience-and
every man of common sense who considers the question will
see the force of the argument-that, unfortunately for itself,
no House of Commons cares anything like as much for the
sums which are spent on capital from year to year as for
the aums which are charged to income. It is a miafortune.
It is a very great error, I have often thought, that the
House was so indifferent as to the large sumo which are put
to capital in comparison with the charges which are put to
income. And I do not allege that is peculiar to gentlemen
on one aide of the House more than to gentlemen on the
other.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear; no doubt that is
so.

Sir RICHARD CARZTWRIGHT. But it is desirable for
that reason that, in working a Government railway, as soon
as you cen, or if you posai bly can, you ahould close the capital
aeount in order to concentrate the attention of the people
on the way in which the railway is worked. The railway
will be worked more economically, it will be better attended
to, more attention will h given by the House, more atten-
tion will be given by the officials and by the Government,
if yon are compelled to come down for a charge from year
to year which will go against the ordinary income of the
year; and that was the reason which induced my hon.
friend to advise in hie Department the closing ofthe bapital
account. , That was the reason, and it is a very good reason.
In one respect, my bon. friend did take caution and make
an exception. He stated, and, as the hon. gentle-
man alluded to it, I will say that that is one point on which
an exception does exist-that, if it wa. necesary to construct
a considerable additional portion of railroad-not a siding
or a small piece of work of that kind, but a considerable
additional portion of railway-that, being in the natnre of
an entirely new work, would warrant the reopening of the
capital account; but, with that exception, we had decided
to close it altogether. And I think that the fact that such
an enormous addition ha. been made since his time to that
capital account, and that it has attracted so very little at-
tention in the House, and that nobody has apparently paid
the least attention to the fact that our charge for interest
on the capital of the Intercolonial Railway ha. increased
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by half a million since his time, is the best proof of the
substantial wisdom of Mr. Mackenzie's decision.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Finance in pointing out
how imperfectly I was informrd in relation to this matter,
appeared to imply that ho was so superior, and, indeed, in
hie own judgment infallible, an authority that the conclu-
sion ho arrived at was absolutely right, and was supported
by all the authorities. I did not profess to speak, nor do I
now, on any authority of my own, but I gave the authority
of persons who are botter versed, perhape, in this question
than either ho or I. The Minister of Finance has been so
long connected with the operation of railways, that ho bas
come to look at the railway policy from a railway standpoint
alone. Therein, I think, is his weakness. I think hie long
dealings with railways has rather rendered it difficult for
him to view the question impartially in the ihterests both of
the railways and of the public. I am not in favor of any
unjust laws against the railways, but I am in favor of what
will be both just to them and fair to the public. When I
advanced the view I did, I did so, as I stated before, on the
authority not only of public opinion, but of the action of
the United States Congress in dealing with the matter.
We have had limited dealings with railways compared
with our neighbors to the south of us. Their sy s-
tem of railways is manifold greater than ours, and
the difficulties we have here they have had there, and the
very question which bas been under discussion, which was
so ably brought out by the hon. member for Kent (Mr.
Campbell), has revealed a state of things here which bas
been recently dealt with in the United States. Tho hon.
the Minister of Finance, in giving his version of what was
right, took a ground which I extremely deplore to have
understood as his attitude and, I presume, that of the Gov-
ernment. He affirme that the present system of operating
railways, discriminating in all its viciousness, meets with
hie approval. That is the attitude which he, as the leading
member of the Government, takes in regard to this question.
He will not, I think, find the country with him on that
question, and particularly that portion of the people who
are so deeply interested in the carrying trade-I refer to
the first producers, the farmers of the country. The manu-
facturers, as a rule, locate at points where competition can
be obtained. The farmers have no such advantages, and as
a rule their freight is carried from non-competitive points,
and as a rule they suffer all the disadvantages and all the
injustices which are the outcome of this system which the
Minister of Finance approves of. I will just trouble the
committee by reading section 4 of the interstate Bill which
received the sanction of Congress on the 31st January last.
Section 4 says:

" That it shall be unlawfal for any common carrier, subject to the
provisions of this Act, to charge or receive any greater compensation in
the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or of like kinds of
property under substantially similar circumstances and conditions for a
shorter than for a longer distance over the same line in the same
direction, the shorter being included within the longer distance,"-

That is the case complained of by the hon. member for
Kent (Mr. Campbell)-
" but this shall not be construed as authorising any common carrier,
within the terms of the Act, to charge and receive as great compensa-
tion for a shorter as for a longer distanoe."

And thon follows the proviso that, under special circum-
stances, the commission may give a dispensation from that
enactmont. That is now the law in the United States; it is
in full force there. Are all the wise men, all the experi-
enced men, of the United States wrong, and is the Minîster
of Finance right ? This is the principle which the hon.
member for Kent is asking for. I will read the proviso:

" Provided, however, that upon applicatiol to the commission ap-
pointed under the provisions of this At, such common carrier may in

cases, after investigation by the commission, be authorised to
lues for longer than for shorter distances for the transportation
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of passengers or property; and the commision may, from time to time,
prescribe the extent to which such designa;e. common carrier may be
reieved from the operation of this section of this Act."

Section 3, which meete the case of the complaint, further
says :

" That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the
provisions of this Act, to make or give any undue or unreasonable pre-
ference or advantage to any particular person, company, firm, corpora-
tion or locality, or any particular description of traffic, in any respect
whatsoever; or to subject any particular person, company, firm, corpora-
tion or locality, or any particular description of traffic, to any undue or
unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any respect whataoever."

There the United States say that a locality should not be
put to a disadvantage because of its position. The Minister
of Finance says that it shall. He says that it is, in hie
mind, the right policy to handicap a town where there is
but one railway, and that railway, according to his doctrine,
may charge ail that it can exact according to the laws of
trade. Now, I do not agree with him, and I do not think
that a large portion of the country will agree with him in
that doctrine. If there is one portion of the people that
have been suffering from legislation since I have been
observing the action of this Parliament, if there is a class of
people that has on all occasions suifered from the effecte of
legislation passed by this House, it has been the farming
community. They suffer upon all occasions. If it is a
matter of tariff, they suffer ; if it is a matter of legislation.
they suffer; and when now it is being asked to relieve them
to a certain extent, by even carrying the outcome of their
produce at a slight reduction, it is denied. Why, we main-
tain, it would not be unreasonable if the Government, for the
sake of producing harmony throughout the Dominion, should
carry their produce at a less rate. There are two distinct
points involved in the consideration of the work of the In.
tercolonial Railway: one is, whetber it is to be operated as
a strictly commercial enterprise ; the other is, whether it is
to be operated as a public work in the general interest of
the country. The two are not altogether, perhaps, recon-
cilable, but still, I believe that, by a liberal policy, by devel-
oping largely the trade of the country, the Government,
would not be great losers; on the contrary, they would
stand a chance to enlarge the volume of trade which they
now lose in consequence of the high freights. They may
now get higher rates than they would otherwise, but the
net profits are less than they would be under a more liberal
policy. Under these circumstances I think it is to be de-
plored that the Government have taken this stand upon this
question. They have come to a conclusion which I think
public opinion wili reverse when the opportunity presents
itself.

Mr. DAVIES. The Minister of Finance has shown him-
self a skilful general in coming to the rescue of the Minis-
ter of Railways and changing the entire argument, as, in.
stead of answering the argument that was presented to the
House to-night, he covered up his retreat in a great cloud
of words, and by making a counter-attack upon the man-
agement of the railway under the late Mackenzie Adminis-
tration. i think that on that branch of the case he has re-
ceived a complete answer from the member from South Ox-
ford (Sir Richard Cartwright), an answer which, I think,
will hardly justify a production of these charges again in
this House. But, while it may have sounded very fine to
some new members, thoce of us who have had the pleasure
of sitting here the last four or five years, remember that the
statements made to-night by the hon. Finance Minister are
simply repetitions of the statements ho has made every year
since I have been in the flouse; and every year ho has had
his answer in the sane lino that he ha. got it to.night. I
am satisfied that the answer which bas been made to him is
a complote answer; but I think that the importance of the
question brought before the committee by the hon. mem b3r
for Kent (Mr. Campbell) deserves a little nore front the
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Minister of Railways than the contemptuous silence in
which ho has seen fit to treat it.

Mr. POPE. The hon, gentleman has a great faculty for
getting up and calling hard names. I tell the hon. gentle-
man I will net be treated in that way by him.

Mr. DAVIES. I say that the statements made by the
hon. member for Kent were of a serions character, quietly
and sensibly delivered, statements which challenge and
demand a reply from the gentleman who has charge of the
Department of Railways.

Mr. POPE. I t4ink I know my business as well as you
do.

Mr. DAVIES. Well, ho may treat the statements with
contemptuous silence, but the country will demand an
answer to them. I have seen the hon. gentleman before
now try to get through his estimates by sitting quietly by,
hoping that no reply would be required. I admit that
when old political charges are revived, ho bas a right, if ho
chooses, to treat them with silence, but when charges of a
serious nature have been made, ho bas a duty to perform to
this louse and this country which ho has failed so far to
perform. The first statement on which the hon. gentle-
man based his charge was that ho found there was a
deficit of 8106,000 last year in working the Intercol-
onial Railway. But that is not all. That does not
embrace the Eastern Extension branch; there is $24,000
of a deficit on that branch besides. But leaving that
out of the question, and confining myself to the state-
ment brought forward by the bon. member for Kent, I say
that it justified hin in occupying the time of the House
for an hour or so, on the ground that we found this great
Intercolonial Railway running now at a large deficiency,
and ho said it behooved us to look into the question and
find the causes. Were they political or did they lie in the
management of the road ? ie thought that ho discovered
that they did lie in the management of the road. Ie says
that road had a competing line. There was the all-rail
lino to Halifax and the Maritime Provinces, and there were
the roads that run to Boston, and the water lino by steam.
boat from Boston to Halifax and Charlottetown; and the
question was: Are we getting the natural carrying trade
we ought to have, or were we allowing that traffic to go by
rail to Boston and thon come back to Charlottetown and
lalifax? He showed that by the rates, which you have

fixed upon the Intercolonial Railway for flour, there
is a difference between western Ontario and Halifax
of 5 cents per barre], a sufficient difference, ho said,
speaking as a large dealer in flour, to throw the whole
trafflc upon the American lino. That required an
answer. The hon. Minister of Finance does not answer
it by referring to the general results in the manage-
ment of the road under his time, as compared with the
management under Mr. Mackenzie's Government. That
has nothing to do with this point. Why is not flour
carried as cheaply over the Intercolonial as it can be carried.
round by way of Boston ? They tell us that the cars go
down empty; why not have them full ? It is not a ques-
tion of discrimination of rates to which the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) referred, that was not the only
point, or the chief point, adduced by the hon. member for
Kent (Mr. Campbell). Ris point is that the cars are going
down empty; you can get them filled and make larger re.
turns if you only carry flour at the same rate for which it
can be transported by way of Boston. Speaking from a
provincial standpoint, the case of Prince Edward Island is
still worse. 1 find 'that flour can ho carried from western
Ontario to Boston for 38 cents per barrel, from Boston to Î
Charlottetown, 16 cente, with insurance, 2 cents; making
56 cents as the coSt of landing a barrel of flour from western
Ontario at Charlottetown, What is the cost by the Intercol-
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onial ? From western Ontario to Pictou Landing 65 cents,
from Pictou Landing to Charlottetown 7 cents, or 72 cents.
There may bo some explanations to be given; I am not pre-
pared to say there is not; all I complain of is the silence with
which the hon. gentleman treats these statements. We have a
right to know the reason why that road bad been worked at a
loss of $106,000 in a year, and why when an hon. gentleman
points out what seems to be a reasonable method of making
up that lops, ho fails to obtain an answer from the hon.
Minister. More than that, the different rates make a
difference of 16 cents per barrel or $20 per carload. The
hon. gentleman is aware that by the regulations of the Inter-
colonial Railway if an importer takes 2,000 barrels per month
into Halifax he obtains a certain allowance. That allowanco
does not extend to flour, which comes to Picton Landing.
Why ? There are from 150,000 to 152,000 barrels of flour
sent to Prince Edward Island, but the importer of 2,000
barrels a month doos not get the same rebate as the impor-
ter does at Halifax. I cannot understand why these discri-
minating rates exist, and to my mind the committee is
entitled to an explanation of this point by the Minister.

Mr. JONES. It was in anticipation of some discussion
similar to that which is going on this evening, that I moved
for a return of the expenditure on capital account on the
Intercolonial, and I had entertained the hope that it would
have been brought down before this time, because we could
thon have had before us grounds on which an argument on
either side could have been based or sustained. I trust that
this return will be brought down as soon as possible, so that
it may be referred to at some subsequent stage of the debate,
and we may see exactly how the expenditure has been
made. My hon. friend in front of me, referring to the
expenditure on capital account under the Mackenzie Admin-
istration, referred to the amount Mr. Mackenzie charged for
working expenses. When it was necessary to place steel
railsinstead of iron rails on the Intercolonial, $800,000which
were invested, was charged by Mr. Mackenzie to working
expenses. There was also the expense of widening the
track, which Mr. Mackenzie also charged te working
expenses. If it was proper under Mr. Mackenzie's
Administration, to charge such item to working ex-
penses, the Minister of Finance eould hardly justifysome of the explanations made by him with respect to capi-
tal account. But the hon. gentleman justified the expendi-
ture on the ground of the enormous traffo, as he was
pieased to call it, on the Intercolonial, an increase, which
ho said, had been so rapid as to demand from this Rouse a
yearly appropriation for additional rolling stock. Let us
look at the return for a moment. I find as long ago as
1882-83, the earnings of the Intercolonial were 82,370,000 ;
1883-84, 82,353,000,or $17,000 les; 1881-85, $2,368,000 or
$2,000 les; 1886, $2,383,000 or an increase of $13,000.
Referring again to the increase in the dumber of tons of
freight carried, I find the following: 1883-84, 1,001,000
tons; 1884-85, 870,000 tons, or a redantion of 30,000; 1885.
86, 1,008,000 tons, an increase ever the previous year of
7,000 tons. I submit that these tables which are
brought down here as an indication of the expansion
of trade over the Intercolonial, do not warrant the
extravagant language which the Minister of Finance has
used with respect to the expansion of trade over that public
work. If the hon. Minister requires a vote for rolling stock
to meet the vast increase in traffic, I am not sufficiently
familiar with railway management to deny that it might
not be a correct appropriation to charge to capital account;
but, so far from increasing, there seems to have been in the
previous year a falling off, and in this year a very small
ncrease. And this very small increase does not justify the
position taken by the Minister of Finance that they require
i large appropriation of money for rolling stock, to meet the
meormous increase of trafflc over the road. I think the hon.
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gentleman is hardly justified in that view in the languag
used with respect to the appropriation.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I desire to show the hon
gentleman that the statement I made with respect to freigb
cannot be impugned. The number of tons of freight carrie
on the Intercolonial was as follows :-1876, 6,221,758 tons
1878, 7,883,472 tons; 1885, 14,659,271 tons; or more tha
double the quantity of freight carried in 1876. So that con
tinuously down, as I have stated, there is a gradual increase
In 1880 it was 9,000,000 tons, in 1881, 12,000,000; 1882
13,000,000, in 1883, 13,000,000 ; 1894, 13,712,000; 1885
14,659,211 tons.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the cause o
the difference bet ween the two tables ? This is an officia
table from which my hon. friend quoted ?

Mr. JONES. What are you quoting from ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The official abstract in th

office.
Mr. JONES. How many millions does the hon. gentle

man say?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You must be calculat

ing on a totally different basis.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That êis from the blue-book

and I have now the official record in the office, and i
shows: 421,327 tons in 1876-77; 522,710 tons in 1877-78
510,861 tons in 1878-79; 561,924 tons in 1879-80; 724,57
tons in 1880-81; 838,b56 tons in 1881-82; 970,661 tons in
1882-83; 1,001,163 tons in 1883-84; 970,069 tons in 1884-85
and in 1885-86 they carried 1,008,345 tons against 421,327 ir
1876-77, and 510,861 in 1878-79, or more than double the
quantity in 1876-77, and nearly double the quantity in
1878-79.

Mr. McMULLEN. Can the hon. gentleman give us the
figures showing the quantities carried by the Grand Trunk
Railway in the same years?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not at this moment.
Mr. MoMULLEN. I think you will find that the increase

was fully proportionate to that.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I should expect it to be so

and I should be surprised if it were not. Such has been thc
increasing prosperity of Canada, such has been the develop-
ment of the country that I should expect a large increase.
The table from which I have just quoted gives the total of
the railways, and there it is seen that the increase in the
whole of the railways of Canada alike shows the enormous
development of the country and the enormous increased.
business upon the railways of the country-one of the best
evidences that could be given of the development of Canada.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. gentleman
will consult some of the statisties to which I referred him, he
will see that the population of the rural districts in Canada
increased between 1872 and 1878 six times as fast as it has
increased between 1878 and 1887, and if mere increase of
rates is a proof of anything, the rural population on that
showing would have been six times as prosperous as they
have been during the latter of the two periods.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I know how unpleasant it is
to the hon. gentleman, and how muchi he suffers from any-
thing which shows the increasing progress and prosperity of
Canada that it was almost with hesitancy that I offered such
evidence as I have been able to give to the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
will notice that he has confirmed the statement of my hon.
friend that within the last four years the increase has been
utterly insignificant-that between 1883 and 1886 it has
apparently only been from 1,001,000 to 1,008,000. HEow

Mr. JoNis.

e many millions has he added to the capital account in that
interval ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPERU. Not more tiran in proportion
t to the work done.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Much more, I think,
than tire difference between those amounts.

n Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). At this late hour I shall only
'take a few minutes to address the committee. I tink,

however, the hon. Minister misrepresented my argument
aitogether, for I inover advanced such arguments as hie
aléges I did. 1 found, froru tire public documents wirich
are laid before tis Parliament, that a rilway which iras

f cost us nearly fifty millions of dollars, was run last year
.1 with a déficit of $106),00>, and I pointed out, in My own

way, how I thought these matters could be remedied. I
said I thought there was not an hon, gentleman in tis
flouse but would regret that such a state of affairs existed.

e i am sure tire Minister of Finance wouid like to see a good
surplus on the werkings of the Intercolonial Railway. I

-said to tire flouse that only five millers in the western part
of the country shipped to tire Lower Provinces, hy Boston,
no less tiran 161,000 barrels of flour, and I stated that, if

.the facilities which might be granted on the Intercoloniai
Railway were granted, every single barrel of that fleur
would have gone over tirat road. I do net find any fault

t with thre Intercolonial Railway for cutting tiroir ratesatHli.
;fax, as tire hon, gentleman stated tirey did. I said tirat

1 while it was tire policy of the Govern ruent, as they claim,
ito keep Canada for Canadians, in the Railway Committee
,the other day we di8allowed no less than six charters of
Irailways that were askcd te be gran Led in the Nortir-West
Territories, and why were they refused ? Because as hon.
gentlemen isaid they migirt take some traffic away to, the
American roads. Altrougir there were four American
raiiways tapping at the doors of the North-West Territories
for admittance, and aithougir tire people, without a dissent-
irig voice, were demanding and petitioning tis flouse te
grant them the accommodation they required, hon. gentle-
men in their wisdom saw fit to disallow those charters,
because, as they sa id, they wouid take away traffec from Clan-
adian lines, wirile here was an instance in whmch there were
hundreds of thousands of barrels of .flour and other freight

jgoing away from our Canadian linos ever American terri-
tory which should go over Canadian lines, and that was tire
reasen I brought the inatter before the Finance Minister.
I do not bring it forward in a spirit of partisanship.
As a matter of fact it does not make a particle
of difference to me whether I send tirat flour over tire Inter-
colonial Railway or vid Boston. If I can send it cireaper
vid Boston 1 arn going te do it, but while we have tirat Ca-
nadian road, built withl Canadian money, and running over
Canadian territory, we oaght to ho able to make sucir ar-
rangements, sucir a tariff ef rates, as would send the traffie
over tirat road and net vid tire United States roade. 1
pointed out te tire Minister of Finance, irow, by a slight re-
duction Of eXiSting rates, ail tis vaist amount of freigirt
could heocarried over tire Intercolonial Railway. I certainly
thougir I was right, as a member of tis fouse, in bringing
tire argument forward, if it is a proper and fair argument
te bring te tire attention of tis flouse. I gave yen tire quan-
tity of fleur from thoe five milîs, and I know tirat otirer
millers at Gait, Guelph, Toronto and ethers in western Onta-
rie are sending tirousanda ef barrels of wirich I have no
knowledge ut ail, as I could net get tire statistice,
but for tirese five milis I know tire figures myseif.
Whut was tire statement of facts made by the hon. member
from Prince Edward Island ? The difference now in tire
rate by Boston and ever the Intercolenial Railway is ne
less than 16 cents a barrel; but dees any business mon
thmnk the millers of Ontario are geing te send their flour
over the Intercolonial Railway at prosent rates ? I will
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venture to say that there are hundreds of thousands of Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). The hon, gentleman is actu.
barrels going to that island every year, and every barrel of ally carrying flour now for a lower rate. For numbers of
it ought to go over the Intercolonial Railway, and would years flour has been carried from Chicago, over the Grand
go over it if a rational policy were adopted. A few years Trunk and Intercolonial Railways, and delivered in Montreal
ago we used to send thousands of barrels of flour to Picton and Halifax, at a lower rate than the hon. gentleman has
Landing, and the steamers going to Charlottetown carried been charging the people of Ontario. Surely at the same
it all, and we also sent a large quantity by the steamers frorm rates flour could be carried from Ontario at a profit, and it
Point Chêne to Summerside. 1 think it is disgraceful that is surely to the interest of the people of this whole Dominion
while we have lines running through our own territory that that it should be carried on our own railway.
ought to carry this traffic, we are by our dog-in-the.manger Mr. KE NNY. I agree entirely with the hon. member

olicy contributing our money to build up American lines for Kent that every effort should be made to divert all thehe hon. gentleman said that while I charged the Government freight we can to Canada and to Canadian railways, and towith cutting down the rates, I also attacked them for not retain all we possess to-day. He must remember that thecutting down the rates. I did not do so. I brought this freight to Halifax and the Lower Provinces must be carriedcharge: that while they carried flour to Halifax for 55 cents at a low rate, because they are competitive points, and thea barrel, they charged 15 cents a barrel more for carrying Intercolonial Railway is competing with roads in the Unitedit to Campbellton, a distance of 250 miles less. Has the States.hon, gent eman no sympathy for the mon working in the Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). Thero are thousands and
coa field and in the iren milis of Londonderry in his Ofo thousands of barrels of flour going to Halifax by Boston,ceuntyh ? e e admits that ny carnes the coal and iron for and I say the rates on the Intercolonial Railway ought tothe company at Londonderry at a Ioss. be lowered in order to compote for that traffic.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No. Mr. KENNY. The difference to-day in the rate to
Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). It was admitted that the coal Halifax by Boston and that on the Intercolonial Railway is

was carried at a loss. 5 cents a barrel. I quite agree with the hon. momber that
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not the iron. every effort should be made to obtain that trafflc for

Canada; but I do not agree with him when ho says that
Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). And yet ho charges the poor bocause the rate to Halifax is necessarily so low-and you

miners and the workingmen of that district for the material must admit that 50 cents a barrel is an exceodingly low
they have to live o pon, 15 cents a barrel more than the rate-the rate to points west of Halifax should be propor.
people of Halifax. The same is true of the fishermen about tionately lower. We must recognise the differenco b3tween
Bay of Chaleurs-has he no sympatby for them? That is the long and the short haul, and ho knows that it is not in the
my argument. I say that while this road is controlled by interest of the millers of Ontario to pross for a mileage rate.
the Government of Canada, that Government should have The rate to Halifax is not entirely made by the Intercol.
manliness and honesty enough about it not to charge one onial Railway, but is made first by the Gran I Truuk Riil-
section of the country more than they charge another-that way. We have in evidence the fact that tho four carried
for like services the rates should b equali I do not say over the Intercolonial Railway is gonerally vory satisfiac.
anything against the rates on the Intercol >nial Railway, torily handled, and the hon. member for Kent will admit he
only that they are not consistent or just to the people of is prepared to pay the Intercolonial Railway a little more
Nova Scotia particularly. The hon. gentleman also spoke of than ho would pay by Boston, because he knows that the
the low price of flour, and ho tried to make a point by work is more satisfactorily done by the Intercolonial Rail-
stating that the people of the Maritime Provinces were get- way. As a proof that the work is more satisfactorily done
ting their flour at a lower price now than they ever did by the Intercolonial Railway, I will ask the attention of the
before. Why is that the case? Because the raw material is louse for a minute or two while I read the evidence of Mr.
reduoed in value 30 or 40 per cent. Does the hon. gentie. Lord, a commission merchant of Montreal, which was given
man take any credit for that ? Does ho say that the on 18th January, before the Railway Commission. He
National Policy brought about that reduction ? It is owing said:
to the injurious effect of the National Policv, which has "I have shipped a great deal of flour fron different parts of the
reduced the price of the raw material, and is injuring every counry, shipped it to Boston, brought it to Montreal, and now we are
farmer throughout the Dominion to-day. The hon. gentle- ied"g it te Halifax on the Intercoloniat Railway. Lt is chiefly for9Newfoundland now. We are rnoving a pretty considerable quantity. A
man will not go to a farming district in Ontario and brag large quantity has gone down there, and we have some of the vessels
that flour and wheat are cheaper than they were before loaded. The first one was loaded on Saturday, at Halifax. Another

the atinalPeiiy ws i fore. hae onî~ e ~ ought te be leaded to-day, and I must say that I have neyer had se mnchthe National Policy was in force. I have only to say satisfaction in shipping before as in this case. The vessels are there,
in conclusion that 1 thought that when we were discussmng and the railway authorities are giving every facility. As soon as the
matters in connection with the Intercolonial Railway, it fleur is on board they simply telegraph up the number of cars, and we
was proper to point ont the difficulty to which I have been 't ou' bila of ladiag; the inlani freight .s paid, and there io notrouble whatever getting the bills of lading. E verything works very
referring, and endeavor to find a remedy. The hon. Minis- smoothly. It is shipped direct from Ontario. We get a rate to Halifax
ter says that the cars go down to the ses empty. Surely it and charter vessels there. Those vessels corne with sugar principally
would pay to carry flour in them at $30 or even 820 a car, from the Brazils, and we charer them at Halifax and load them."
rather than to take them down empty. . I would just say to the hou. member for Kent that if he

were to ask the merchants of Montreal their views, he
Mr. POPE. The cars are coal cars. would find that they complained of the Intercolonial Rail-
Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). I have seen thousands of In. way, because they carried freight very low from Chatham,

tercolonial Railway cars up west, and does the bon. gentle. St. Thomas and other points to the Lower Provinces. I
man mean to say that no freight goes west of Montreal ? quite agree with the hon. gentleman that the rates of freight

ought to be as low as possible, but it is hardly fair to lay
Mr. POPE. Very little. the entire blame on the Interoolonial Railway, when the

te rates are partly made by the Canadian Pacifie Railway, theM. CAMPBELL (Kent). Thon I sa if would py to Grand Trunk Railway, and other roads with which thetake that flour down to Halifax even at the rate I have Intercolonial Railway has to pool its rates.
named. Mr. BORDEN. I do not think it possible for the Inter-

Mr. POPE. I say it won't, olonial Railway to carry four into Halifax or any part of
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Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island te compete with the Mr. MoMULLEN. The Minister of Finance last year
lino viá Boston except at a loss. Sa long as we have the lino belabored and bnllied the louse the same as ho has done
by Boston, I cannot see any reason why the people should to-night.
be taxed to bring the four over the Intercolonial Railway. Sir CHARLES TIUPPER. I was not here last year.If there were no other way of getting it, I should think we
should have the lowest possible rates on the Intercolonial Mr. MoMULLEN. You were here last night.
Railway, inasmuch as we are prevented by the tariff Sir CHARLES TUPPER. You said lastyear.from buying our four in thi United States. But this
getting flour from Boston to the Maritime Provinces is Mr. McMULLEN. Last night. And to-night when that
not an unmixed evil, because it gives employment to our statement was made, and the Minister of Railways was
coasting vessels. Our schooners which carry freights of called upon for the purpose of eliciting from him informa-
potatoes and other things to the United States are able to tion on that point, the Minister of Finance gets up and does
bring back freights of flour; so that no matter what rate the same thing again. It is unfair. The Opposition have
the Intercolonial Railway might fix, a very large amount endeavored to get information on that point. They have
of the flour which goes to Nova Scotia and Prince Edward approached the question in a courteous way. The hon.
Island must, of necessity, come by the Boston route. How. member for Kent (Mr. Campbell) brought this question be.
ever, I did not rise particularly to go into that part of the fore the House courteously and Tairly, and the Minister of
subject, but I want, before this discussion closes, to ask the Railways sat still in his seat, until a member here on my
Minister to give an answer to the resolutions of the Chamber left had to get up and explain how it was. He Eays they
of Commerce which I read, referring to the construction carry coal over the Intercolonial Railway at a loss.
of a frost-proof warehouse, and to ask him whether the Gov- Why do they not carry flour at a loss ? Why
ernmont intend to bring a vote down in the Supplementary should they not try to compete with the railways in
Estimates for the construction of that warehouse. I desire America, so that the farmers might get an increased price
to point out to him the fact, which the hcn. the Minister for the wheat they produce ? It is a notorious fact that a
of Finance will know very well, that the great industry barrel of flour can be carried from St. Paul, Minnesota, to
of fruit growing has sprung up in the western part of Liverpool for less than a barrel of flour can be carried from
the Province of Nova Scotia, and that this year, during Guelph to Halifax. You can ship a barrel of oatmeal from
the winter months, 100,000 barrels of apples have the town in which I live to Liverpool or Glasgow cheaper
been shipped at Halifax over the Windsor and Annapolis than you ean ship it to the Maritime Provinces. Here we
Railway. The people of the west cannot ask this railway have a road which bas cost an enormous amount of money,
company to construct a frost-proof warehouse at Halifax, which was built for the purpose of introducing an interpro-
because their road does not go into Halifax. They vincial trade, and in place of accomplishing the object
simply get into that city through arrangements made witb which was in view in the construction of that road, the
the Intercolonial Railway. We have, thorefore, to look to Minister of Railways allowed the traffic of the country to
the Dominion Governmont for that warehouse. The Gov. ho carried through the United States, over Ameri.
crnment bas seen fit to construct an elevator in the city of can lines, and back to the Maritime Provinces, when
Hlalifax at a very heavy expense to carry out what, in my we have a road which should do that work. They carry
judgment, is a very unuatural trade, that of bringing wheat coal at a loss. Why do they not carry flour at a loss,
fiom the western part of this Dominion to be shipped at for a short time at any rate, and so give us a little
Halifax. The Government established a precedent, in going advantage ? I say an effort should ho made to do it.
out of their way to encourage that industry. By a very much I say that the Minister of Railways, when a question
smaller expense they could encourage this fruit-growing of this kind comes up, should be prepared to get up and
industry, which has corne up within fifteen years in the intelligently deal with a question such as this. Since 1 have
western part of Nova Scotia, and which is destined to ho one been in Parliament, I have never seen a more sickening
of the greatest industries in the Maritime Provinces. I might exhibition of incompetency than we have seenhere to-night,
point out that when a large number of car loads of this when the Minister of Railways bas sat here when questions
valuable fruit is shipped during the months from November were asked of him and bas never made a single îeply. I
to March, thousands of dollars may ho lost to the people of say it is uncourteous and unfair. Why did ho not state
the district where the fruit is grown by a sudden lowering of why ho is not able to carry that flour? flas ho stated it ?
the temperature. I would ask, therefore, the hon. gentleman No, ho has not. He sits still in his seat and says nothing.
to give a statement in answer to the resolutions I have The Minister of Finance complains that ho is not getting
read, and the statements I have made, which, I am sure, will along with the different items in supply. We could get
ho borne out by the Minister of Finance, who from his along quicker if they would give courteous and proper
position as High Commissioner in England, and representa- answers to the questions put to them by,the Opposition.
tive Minister here of Nova Scotia, knows that every word 1 Two hours have been lost on this item? Why? Simply
have said i quite true. because the Minister of Railways will not get up and deal with

a question which belongs to his Department; but, while ho
Mr. McXU LLEN. We have waited patiently expecting sits quiet,the Minister of Finance gets up and tries as bas been

the Minister to givo an answer to the hon. member for said before, to draw a red herring across the trail, and to take
Hent who bas twice asked for a reply. The returns show off the attention of the House to the traffie on the Intercolon-
a deerease in freight of 168,011 barrels of flour carried by ial Railway under the Mackenzie Government, as compared
the futercolonial Railway as compared with last year, and with that under the present Government. He also endeav-
the hon. member for Kent has asked the hon. gentleman ored to show the marvellous ability which is presiding over
to give some explanation of this. that road in the person of the Minister of Railways, wlich

is so extraordinary that it has doubled the traffle of that
Sir CHARL18 TUPPER. Did the hon. gentleman listen road within the years that it has been managed by hon.

to the statement made by the hon. member for King's who gentlemen opposite. He does not realise that there is not a
has just sat down. There is no object in taking up the time road in Canada that has not doubled its traffic. Take the
of the louse by giving different explanations from different Canadian Pacifie Railway. Take the returns of the Grand
people. The statement of the 1&inister was anticipated by Trunk Railway. Bave they not increased more in propor-
the very elear explanations just made by the hon. member tion than the intercolonial Railway ? But the hon, gentle-
for Kent. men claim the whole credit for themselves.

Mr. BoRDEN.
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I did not elaim amy credit

for the doubling of the trafie. On the eentrary, I explained
the necessity for providimg additional rolling stock in con-
sequene. of the greatly inereased tralfic.

Mr. MIMULLEN. He drew attention to the limited
amount of traffie on the Intercolonial Railway when it was
handed over to the present Government, and pointed out
that since, under the able and efficient management of him-
self and the gentleman who succeeded him, the trade had
doubled, and h. claimed credit no doubt te his party for
that.
[ Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.

Mr. McMULLEN. It is unfair that the Minister of Rail-
ways does not give us some answer in regard to the flour
matter. If he had done so some time ago, we might have
got over this item. It is not our fault that it has not been
passed. The blame lies with the Minister of Railways,
who sits in his seat and says nothing. He does not even
give a reply te a question, but sits in his seat and treats the
Opposition with the utmost diecourtesy. I hope and trust
that the country will be botter served, before many years,
with a Minister of Railways than it is now, with a man
who will sit in his seat and give no explanation why things
are in the position they are, as lie has done to-night.

Mr. ROBERTSON (King's). I am sorry that the junior
member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny) las left the House, but I
understood that he was willing that flour should be carried
from Halifax at a cheap rate by the Intercolonial Railway,
but that the stations along the line were not to get those
cheap rates. I do not think that is a fair argument of the
hon, gentleman. I think it is a very selfish argument, that
the lumbermen, the fishermen and the farmers all along the
lino of the Intercolonial Railway should be asked to pay
more for a shorter distance than the people of Halifax and
the people of Prince Edward Island. I will not say more
on the subject as the hon. gentleman is not in his seat.

Mr. WATSON. I have been much interested in this
debate to-night, and I have been rather surprised to hear
hon. gentlemen opposite claim that freight should be carried
at certain reduced figures over the Intercolonial when the
present rates are very low. A few days ago they voted
that we should still continue to pay the high Ireight rates
in the west. We have been discussing to-night the estimate
for the purpose of maintaining this Intercolonial Railway,
which is run at the expense of the country and at a 108 te
the country, and at the same time this Government is
bonusing a competing line through the State of Maine to cut
off the trade of the same Intercolonial Railway.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, not to out it off, but to
enable us to do what the hon. member for Kent (Mr.
Campbell) wants, to compote with Boston and enable thom
to taxe the flour which is now going vid Boston.

Mr. WATSON.
State of Maine.

You are going to take it through the

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That will not hurt it.

Mr. WATSON. And yen are bonueing a railway to take
it away from the InterooIniel Railway, which belongs to
the Dominion of Canada, but you will not allow the Pro-
vince of Manitoba to have a competing lin. te carry their
freight. We are told that the Intercolonial Railway carries
coal at three-tenths of a cent per mile. The Government,
at the same time, allow a road over which they claim to
have a certain control, in regard to their freight rates, te
charge 1½ cents per ton per mile for carrying coal in Mani-
toba. It is strange for hon. gentlemen opposite te make
such statements, when we know they are acting as they
are in the west. We are actually paying more for

carrying wheat, which is a lower clas of freight than
flour, from Winnipeg to Port Arthur, about 450 miles, than
is paid for carrying flour from St. Thomas to Halifax, a dis-
tance of about 1,300 or 1,400 miles. I will not occupy the
time of the House further at this hour in the morning, but
I will call attention to this fact, that, while you are pre.
pared, as it were, to sacrifice your wife's relations for the
eastern Provinces, and compel the whole Dominion of
Canada to pay for carrying freight at a loss over the Inter-
colonial Railway, yen compel the people of Manitoba and
the North-West to pay excessive freights over a monopoly
road which does not belong to the country at all.

Mr. POPE. With reference to the remarks of the hon.
member for King's (Mr. Borden), I may say, as I did before,
that we are considering now the whole matter of the ter-
minus at Halifax. With respect to the particular building
lie referred to to-night, the frost.proof building, I can say
nothing now. We have not considered that matter yet,
but I hope that we will be able to give greater accommo-
dation to Halifax than we have hitherto been able to do.

Increased Railway accomnodation at moneton .... $12,006

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is to provide for the
erection of a paint shop, 87,000, and a blacksmith shop
$5,000. There is no intention of building a new station.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Some years ago I called the
attention of the Government to the position of the platform
whore people change cars from one road te another, and the
danger to which they were exposed, and I asked that the
station should be put in some better order. The Minister
of Finance, who was then Minister of Railways, told me he
would look into the matter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would have done so had i
not gone away.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I wish you would pass it over
to your successor.

Committee rose and reported progress.

PRIVILEGE.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Before the House adjourns, I
would like to draw the attention of the House for a single
moment to a statement oontained in the Toronto Daily Afai,
whicn purport s io come from Washington, and to be a re-
port of an interview held between myself and Secretary
Bayard. I wish to say that not only is this statement,
which purports to be a report of the interview I had the
pleasure of having with that gentleman, entirely incorrect,
but in almoet every particular it is the very reverse of true.

ADJOURNMENT-THE FISHERIES REPORT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

ir. DAVIES. I have to complain that the Fiah"ey
Report which was presented, I think, either y estrday or
the day before, is not yet distribated. The Session is very
nearly to a close, and it is a most important report and we
are very anxious to get it. Not a member on this ide of
the House has as yet had a opy of it, although copies of it
have been distributed te the pre.

Sir CHARIES TUPPER. I suppose it is the fault of the
printers. We will do what we can te get it distributed at
once.

Motion agreed te, and House adjourned at 1 a.m,
(Saturday).

1887. 781



COMMONS DEBATES.
HOUSE OF COMMONS.
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The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PEAYERS.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 132) further to amend the Act incorporating the
Canada Atlantic Railway Company.-(Mr. Perley, Ottawa.)

Bill'(No. 133) respecting the Manitoba South-Western
Colonisation Railway.-(Mr. Haggart,)

Bill (No. 131) respecting the Nova Scotia Permanent
Benefit Building Society and Savings Fund (from the
Senate).-(Mr. Tupper.)

Bill (No. 134) to enable the St. Martin's and Upham
Railway Company to sell its railway and property.-(Mr.
Skinner.)

Bill (No. 128) to enable the Western Canada Loan and
Savings Company to extend their business, and for other
purposes (from the Sonate).-(Mr. McCarthy.)

ADDIRESS TO THE QUEEN.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With the universal con-
sent of the House-I can only do it with the consent of
the House-I desireê o move the concurrence of this House
in the Address from the Sonate to fier Majesty on the
occasion of ber arrival at the fiftieth year of her auspicious
reign. Unfortunately I was not in my place last Friday
when I ought to have moved it, and I throw myself on the
good nature of the House in asking permission to move it
now, although it is not on the Orders of the Day. The
Address has not been read, I think, in the House, and
before reading it I may say that it conveys faithfully, I
think, the sentiments not only of the Sonate, but of this
House, who are the representatives of the people. The
Address is as follows:-

MAT IT PLEÂS Youa MAJSTY:

We, Your Majesty's loyal and dutiful subjects, the Senate and House
of commons of Canada, in Parliament assembled, beg to offer our sincere
congratulations on the happy completion of the fiftieth year of Your
auspicions Reign.

The Supreme Disposer of events has made Your Majesty the Ruler o
the fifth part of the habitable globe. Hundreds of millions of almost
every race and tongue are proud to own your sway. But among them
ail, there is no community that cherishes a more heartfelt attachment
to Your Majesty's person and Throne, than the people of the Canadian
Dominion.

Once a colony of France, won in a struggle not less honorable to the
vanquished than the victors, it was not long till its fidelity to the Crown
was severely tried. How it stood the test was known to Your Majesty'a
illustrions father, when he honored with bis friendship the hero of
Chautauqua-the brave De Salaberry. And when the daughter of the
Duke of Kent ascended to the Throne, the event was hailed as the dawn
of an era which should bring to British and French Canada not only
prosperity and progress, but the spirit of unity and goodwill. Under the
influence of the great gift of constitutional self-government, conferred
upon Canada in the early years of Your Majesty's reign, the country has
made rapid progres. It as shared in the general advancement of the
last half century, in the wonderful discoveries and application of science
-the railway, the steamship, the telegraph, and their conquests of time
and space; the multiplication of manufactures, the expansion of com-
merce, the blessings of legal reform,the diffusion of education, and in the
wearig away of prejudices through increased intercourse betweem

SirCRALEM TUpPE.

man and man. If the Empire's progress compares favorably during the
last fifty years with that of the world at large, so does the progress of
Canada compare favorably with that of the Empire. From a few scat-
tered Provinces, it has become a great Federation, stretching from
ocean to ocean, and linking by its iron path the European to the Asiatic
portions of Your Mjesty's domain.

It has been the good fortune of the people of Canada to enjoy, from
time to time, the honor of the presence and countenance of several mem-
bers of the Royal Family, and this relationship not only deepened their
loyal devotion to the head of the British Empire, but enhanced their
regard for the wife and mother, their veneration for the memory of the
husband and father.

Our earnest prayer is that Re who is the Ruler of all nations and the
King of all Kings, may uphold, direct and preserve Your Majesty for
many long years to reign over a prosperous and contented people.

This address is so appropriate, and I think so fully meets
the feelings of the people of Canada as a whole, that it is
almost out of place for me to add any imperfect words to
carry out the sentiments so exceedingly well expressed in
the Address coming from the honorable the Sonate. Indeed,
the people of Canada have taken the subject into their own
hands. All the municipalities, the largest counties and the
humblest villages alike, have arisen in their might and
of their own accord, have given most enthusiastie evi.
dence of their gratitude that Her Majesty the Queen has
been so long spared,and gratitude also for the great blessings
we have enjoyed under her reign of fifty years. And our
people, after their own fashion and in their own way, and not
pressed by any court or official influence, are showing f rom
one end of the country to the other, from the Atlantic to
the Pacific, their desire to make this a gala day in the
history of Canada as it is in the history of the Empire. We,
in Canada, have undergone great changes during the fifty
years during which Her Majesty has reigned over us. But
a few months after she ascended the Throne-I can remem-
ber it well-the old Provinces of Canada were in armed
resistance to the Crown-not, I believe, from any fault of
the Crown, but from discontent, which has happily long
passed away, and which should be but lightly illuded to.
From that time our progress bas been constant.
We have had our drawbacks, we have had our troubles, we
have hed commercial and other catastrophes, but stili, on
the whole, the progress of this great Daminion, and every
Province of it, has been onward. The outbreak of which I
speak was settled for the time by the Union of Upper and
Lower Canada. The area was extended in 1867 to four of
our Provinces, and now all British America, with the excep-
tion of Newfoundland, is under one Government, under a
constitutional government, under a government fashioned,
so far as the Federal Government is concerned, upon the
model of the British Constitution, and we are going on
prospering and, i hope, to prosper. And, although we may
have our contests and our differences as to the best mode of
advancing the interests of the Dominion as a whole, I hope
that all of us, no matter to what party we may belong,
have one object at heart, and that is, to develop still further
the Dominion, which has made such an extensive progrees
during Her Majesty's reign. I will not say one word
respecting the tribute that al the world, as well as Canada
and the Empire, passes on Her Majesty's domestic virtues.
It is said that:

"To gild refined gold, to paint the lily,
To throw a perlume on the violet,
la wasteful and ridiculous excess."

So it would be to attempt by any feeble language of mine
to enhance the great merits of Her Majesty as a woman,
wife and mother. I move:

That this House do concur in the Address of the Senate to Her
Majesty the Queen, congratulating her upon the completion of the
Iftieth year of Her iajeaty's reign, and that the blank be flled with
the words " and House of Commo4u. "
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Mr. LAURIER Apart from the regret which, I am time during English history, and they are also more ap-

sure, is felt in every quarter of this House, that the leader preciated by the people. And of the sciences what shall I
of the Opposition is compelled, through ill-health, to absent say? Their pre-eminence has been wonderful, marvellous,
himself for the rest of the Session, I am especially sorry and would be incredible if we bad not the example before
that on this oocasion ho cannot be in his place and b heard our eyes; and their application to commerce and industry
upon this subject to wbich he could do se ample justice. has developed British trade to such enormous proportions
Yet, in so far as it can be a matter of joy to me under such that, compared with it, the commerce of the mosit famous
circumstances, I muet say it affords me great pleasure that nations of antiquity pales into perfect insignificance. Of
the agreeable duty of seconding the Address which has been Her Majesty it would be trite to say, what has been so
placed in your hands, Mr. Speaker, by the right hon. gen- often said before, that, as a queen, a woman, a wife and a
tleman, has been, on this side of the House, devolved upon mother, she has been a model and example to the lowest as
one of Her Mejesty's subjects of French Canadian origin, and to the highest of her subjects. She bas made herself dear
that occasion is at once afforded to testify to the fact that the to ail her subjects and, as was said by the right hon. gentle-
feelings and the sentiments expressed in this Address are not man, has conquered the admiration of the world, because
only shared by those of Her Majesty's subjects from whom she has shown that in one of se high and exalted station
they would come most naturally, but they are also shared by the simple and modest duties of domestic life were
ail the races which inhabit this vast country of ours. I am always paramount. And, Mr. Speaker, if thore be a fact
quite satisfied, I am quite convinced, that the sentiments con- of ail facts for which it seerms to me Her Majesty
tained in the Address are shared by all races, and upon that should be held in grateful memory by her sub-
point no race can claim precedence. This year Her Ma- jecta, it is because she has undoubtedly been the
jesty will complote the fiftieth year of her reign. We all ex- most perfect constitutional sovereign which the world
press the hope and the wish that she may long live to enjoy has ever seen. At the time fIer Majesty ascended the
the respectful allegiance of lier subjects in all quarters throne we may say there nover had been any constitution.
of the globe. We all entertain that hope, yet we know al sovereigns outside the kingdom of England ; and, in the
that the days allotted to Her Majesty by Providence may kingdom, we must acknowledge, and history teaches us,
be long or short; but whatever may be the length of time that the sovereigns had not always borne that allegiance to
still allotted to Hier Majesty, by Providence, we may the constitution that might have been expected. We know
safely say that the judgment of history has already corn. that they often endeavored to substitute their own will for
menced to be passed on Her Majesty's reigD, and it will be the will of the people or of Parliament. We know, for it is
the judgment of contemporaneous opinion, and it has al- also a matter of history, that, when she ascended the
ready been written that the reign of Her Majesty Queen throne, the Duke of Wellington finding, as he thought, that
Victoria, is one of the grandest periods, not only in the she was in the hands of his political opponents, expressed
annals of British history, but in the aninals of the human bis opinion and regret that there would probably be no hope
race. The reign of Her Majesty has been pre-eminently for his party. But the young Queen promptly showed that,
characterised by the conquests, advancement and progress of whatever might be her personal preferences, she would
civilisation. When I speak of conquests, I do not speak of have but one rule of government, and that was to
conquests achieved by war. The reign of Her Majesty has govern according to the expressed will of her people
been more free from wars than the reigns of most of ber and the advice of her responsible ministers; and to that
p redecessors, yet, unfortunately, it has net been completely rule, laid down at the outset of her reign, she has stead-
free. Such wars as have taken place during her reign have fastly adhered. Of course we muet know, for it is ac-
also added brightness to the splendor of her reign. The cording to human nature, that Her Majesty may have had
Crimean war, the Indian mutiny, and lately, the short, bril her personal opinions, but whatever may have been lier
liant, though unfortunate and fruitless campaign in the Sou- own personal opinions on questions of public policy, the
dan, showed that the great characteristices of British arms, chief and only rale which guided ber during her long reign
courage, pluck and endurance, have been as conspicuous in has been a loyal adhesion to the will of the people.
the reign of Her Majesty as in any period during English Of all the subjects of Her Majesty there are none who should
history. And indeed if I myself, the descendant of a gallant be more grateful to her for following that course than her
race, were here te express my own opinion, I would say that Canadian subjects. It is to that principle, carried out by
I know of no day in English history of which an Englishman her in England and adopted in this country, that we owe
ought to be prouder than of that day in the Soudan, when the prosperity of which we now boast, and to which the
the small English force in the sands of the desert, under hon, gentleman has alluded. Let us suppose, for one instant,
a scorching sun and without water, reformed the square that during her whole reign in this country the system of
which had been broken for a moment by the onset of the government had prevailed which was in force during the
enemy, and marched triumphantly to the banks of the Nile. reign of Her Majesty's predecessors. Could we suppose, for
But it is not of military glory, it is not of the achievements one moment, that the progress of which we now boast
of war, but of the blessings of peace, that I am speaking. would then have taken place ? Is it not a fact that our
The achievements of peace have been such, during Her energies, instead of being exerted in the way of devel-
Majesty's long reign, that, to-day, in her jubilee year, the oping our resources, would have been spent in political
fiftieth year of her reign, there is far more freedom, happi- agitation, in fruitless political agitation, and that, in-
ness and enlightenment in all parts of ber Empire, than stead of having such a country as we now possess, we
were found un the opening of lier reign. Indeed the reign would only have had, ln the language of the Address,
of Victoria will become famous, not so much by the glamor a few scattered Provinces in this country, each strug-
of military glory as by the wonderfui development of letters, gling in its own way for constitutional liberty. It is a
arts and sciences, that is, all those thinge which are most great ploasure to me to say that if lier Canadian subjects
conducive to the freedom, enlightenment and happiness of ought to be grateful to Her Majesty, there are none of them
the people. Though I pretond net to be an English scholar, who ought to be fo grateful te her as ber subjecte of Fronch
it scems to me that English letters never shed a purer and origin, because there is no claes of ber subjects who have
brighter light than they do to-day; and if we except the so profited by the era of liberty which was ushered in by
exceptional name of Shakespear e, there was never such a her ascension to the throne. Remembering those facts, it
galaxy of nanes great in literature as during the reign of would be ungrateful in me, were it not, as it is, a labor of
Queen Victoria. The arts are more filourishing in Eng. love to express my adhesion in the nane of the race to
land and in the Britieh community at large than at any which I belong, to every sentiment oontained lu this Ad.
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dress, and to express the hope and wish that the glorious
reign of Her Majesty may long and long continue. I
have much pleasure in seconding the resolution.

Mr. AMYOT. I entirely concur in the Address and all
that has been said. There is one thing, however, to which
I object, from a historical point of view, the Address says:

"Once a colony in France, won in a struggle not less honorable to
the vanquished than the victors, it was not long till its fidelity to the
Crown was severely tried."'

In the French edition I notice that the word " conquered"
is substituted for the word "won." Well, I deny that
Canada bas ever been conquered. It was ceded over by
France to England. I suppose the matter has escaped the
attention of the hon. gentleman, and it will suffice to draw
attention to it to have it remedied. It would be a histori.
cal error, and while it would be in one way express.ing our
love to Her Majesty, it would be unjust and unfair to a great
part of the population of Canada.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move, seconded by Mr.

Laurier:
That a message be sent to the Senate, acquainting their honore that

this House has agreed to the said Address by filling up the blank with
the words, "and House of Commons."

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move, seconded by Mr.

Laurier :
That a humble Ad drens be presented to His Excellency the Governor

General praying that His Excellency will be pleased to transmit the
joint Address of both flouses to Her Most Gracions Majesty congratul-
ating her upon the completion of the fiftiethyear of Her Majesty's auspi-
cious reigu, in such a manner as His Excellency may see fit, in order that
the same may be laid at the foot of the Throne.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move, seconded by Mr.

Laurier:
That the said Address be engrossed.
Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move, seconded by Mr.
Laurier:

That a message be sent to the Senate, informing their honore that this
House has pused the accompanying Address to His Excellency the
Governor General, praying that His Excellency will be pleased to
transmit the joint Address of both louses to Her Most Gracious Majesty
congratulating Her Majesty upon the completion of the fiftieth year of
her auspicions reign.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT PRESENTED.

Report of Commissioner of North-West Mounted
foir 1886.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Police

POSTING PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville) moved:
That the time for posting Private Bills be reduced to four days.
Motion agreed to.

CANCELLATION OF HOMESTEADS.

Mr. MI LLS. I wish to ask the Minister of the Interior
when we may expect the information contained in those
two addresses that were carried at the instance of the
leader of the Opposition with reference to the cancellation
of homesteads.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is being prepared as
rapidly as it can be. It involves investigation into a num-
ber of registers.

Mr. LAUaixp.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. KENNY. I rise to a question of privilege. I think
the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) is in the House,
although not in his place, and I beg to call the attention of
the House to what appears to be a very palpable error in
the ffansard report of Friday's proceedinge. I do this in
no spirit of fault-finding with the manner in which the
Jansard reporters discharge the very difficult duties as-
signed to them ; but I understand the practice of this House
is, that the sheets of the Han8ard reporta, containing
remarks which hon. members may have made during the
course of debates, are sent to the hon. members for correc-
tion. This is an excellent rule, to my mind, and a most
charitable one for the new members of the House. I pre-
sumed that, in this respect, all tho members were treated
alike. This morning I received from the post office, with
my other letters, certain pages of Hansard containing the
procedings of Friday, for correction, and, on looking them
over, found they were incomplete, as some remarks I had
made were omitted. I called at the office between one and
two o'clock to ask for the missing matter. The manager was
not there, and I could not obtain it. It was only when I took
my piace in the House that I found on my desk page 803 of
the proceedings of Friday. I do not attach, in the slight-
est degree, blame to the reporters. I know it would bo im.
possible for them to make a mistake in a monosyllabie an-
swer given across the floor by one gentleman to another.
In my opinion, the error is not an error of the reporters.
It is not for me to say whether any gentleman or certain
gentlemen are to have the special privilege of going to the
Hansard reporters and correcting these reports earlier than
others. That is a matter which the House, I presume, will
have to decide. I presume that if any gentleman gives a
monosyllabic answer, it is not in his power to change it
without the permission of the House. It will be within the
recollection of the hon. gentlemen who were in the House
Friday last-I call their attention to page 803-that, in the
debate there reported, the senior member for Halifax (Kr.
Jones) referred to certain privileges, which, he said, only
Upper Canadians enjoyed, and, later on in the debate, I
asked, in reference to that: "Is not my hon. friend a
Canadian ?" To this question, he eniphatically gave the
monosyllabic answer : "No." To prove I am correct in
making that statement, I refer the House to the Toronto
Mail of Saturday, in which the answer for the senior mem-
bar for Halifax is given as he gave it in this House, and
not as it is reported in the ffansard:

" Mr. Kenny asked if his colleague was a Canadian, and the senior
member for Halifax is reported to have answered, ' No.' "

I also find in the Daily Citizen, published in Ottawa, on
Saturday last, the following report:

" Mr. KENNY. I am a Canadian, and we would have no national
existence without the Intercolonial. Is not the hon. member for Halifax
a Oanadian ?

"Mr. JONES. No."

Now, this answer has gone before the country, and bas
appeared in the public press, and I bring this matter to the
notice of the House, first of all to have the Eansard cor-
rected, if there is an error, and also to know what the
practice and custom of the House with respect to correc-
tions.

Mr. JONES. I am very much at a loss to know what
my hon. friend has taken exception to.

Mr. KENNY. I am reminded I have not given the
answer as reported in Hansard. The answer, as reported in
Hansard, is: " No, a Nova Scotian." I did not hear my
hon. friend say that.

Mr. JONES. If that is all the hon. gentleman has to find
fault with, he has taken up the time of the House to very
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little purpose. I can only say that when the hon. gentle-
man comes to hold a seat in this House as long as others,
ho will not be so thin-skinned, and will not give preference
to newspaper reports over the official debates of this House,
as reported by the official reporters. If the hon.gentleman
means to insinuate that I had access to or approached the
reporters at any time, the hon. gentleman is laboring
under an erroneous impression. I neither directly nor
indirectly approached, conversed with, influenced, solicited,
or corrected any report made by the reporters on that
occasion, and I am disposed to place more confidence in the
reporters in this House, than in party newspapers, which
may circulate, as they have circulated, erroneous and false
impressions of my opinions throughout this country. If the
hon. gentleman has nothing more important to bring before
the notice of the House, he had botter not take up its atten-
tion with such small matters.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As I understand thehon.
gentleman, the report in Ransard is correct, and the lan-
guage ho used is the language as reported; so that ho did
say: "No, I am a Nova Scotian." The hon. gentleman, I
understand, affirms that he said that he did not instruct the
reporters to say it, but somebody must have instructed
them, or the hon. gentleman must have said so. Will the
hon. gentleman now say that he said anything further
than the word "No " ?

Mr. MACKENZIE. What business has the hon, gentle-
man to catechise him ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a question of
falsifying the lansard by someone. If the hon, gentleman
said, " o," and someone added the words, "I am a Nova
Scotian," that would be a falsification of the Ransard for
which the reporter must be punished, having ventured to
attribute to the hon- gentleman language not used by him.
This is a very important matter, and not to be slighted.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman reminds me that I
did not finish, I am sorry I did not give him that satis-
faction, which'it seems he is very anxious to get, and which
ho is craving to hear. I did reply: "No, I am a Nova
Scotian; " and I said further down, that, in the language of
a Tory Secretary of State, I was a Canadian by Act of Par-
liament.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is another affair.
We must accept the statement of the hon. gentleman. The
hon. gentleman did say: "No, I am a Nova Scotian," and
ho did not confine himself to the monosyllable "No."

Mr. BÉCHARD. I heard the hon. gentleman say: "I
am a Nova Scotian."

Mr. DAVIES. I heard the very same words fall from the
lips of the hon. gentleman at the time. I heard them
clearly and distinctly.

Mr. KENNY. I am glad to hear that hon. gentlemen
opposite say that. If the hon. gentleman wishes to qualify
the matter,-

Mr. WELDON (St. John). No, there is no qualifying
at all.

Mr. SPEAKER. Orders of the day.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). I wish to quote from the

remarks of the hon. gentleman.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). The hon. the junior member

for Halifax asked: "Is not my hon. friend a Canadian ?"
To which the senior member replied: "No,a Nova Scotian."

Some hon. MEMIBERS. No.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). The Hamard shows that,

when the junior member for Halifax said;
99

" Without the Intercolonial Railway we could not have any national
existence."
My hon. friend said:

" My hon. friend asks me whether I am a Canadian. I will answer
him in the language of a late Secretary of State, that I am a Canadian
by Act of Parliament."

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. JONES. Beaucoup de bruit pour une omelette.
Mr. MoMULLEN. I desire to say-
Mr: SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. McMULLEN. I wish to call the attention of the

House to the fact that the reports have not been sent as
regularly in advance this Session as they were during the
previous Parliament. I think the advance copies should
be sent in good time in order that they might be corrected.
I know that I have not received the advance copies in time
for the purpose of correction, and I suppose other hon.
members are in the sane position. If the same principle
were followed that was followed in the previous Parliament
the same difficulties would not arise. I have had some
difficulties myself as to utterances which were sent out
as made by myself which I had not uttered, and had not
the ordinary opportunity of correcting. I think it is
desirable that members should be furnished as early as pos-
sible with the advance sheets of what they have said for
correction before they are passed into the Bansard.

IN COM&IITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 55) to incorporate the Eastern Canada Savings
and Loan Company (Limited).- (Mr. Kenny.)

Bill (No. 44) respecting the Atlantic and North-West
Railway Company.-(Mr. Rykert.)

Bill (No. 67) to incorporate the Massawippi Junction
Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 63) to incorporate the Kingston, Smith's Falls
and Ottawa Railway Company.-(MKr. Kirkpatrick.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 130) to incorporate "The Teeswater and In-
verhuron Railway Company" (from the Senate).-(Mr.
Cargill.)

BREAKWATER AT DIPPER HARBOR, ST. JOHN.
Mr. WELDON (St. John) asked, Is it the intention of

the Government te provide for the construction of a break-
water at Dipper Harbor, in the city and county of St.
John, or for the erection of a lighthouse at that plae ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. To the firat part of the
question, I may say that my chief engineer states that an
examination was made during the past year, and the re-
port that was furnished to him is still under consideration,
and ho would like to receive further information before
submitting an estimate.

Mr. FOSTER. With respect to the second part of the
question, I may say that on looking over the papers, I
find that last year I practically promised the late member
for the county (Mr. Everett) that this work would be built.
It is necessary, and it will be built this year.

HARBOR I!GHTING AT PORT LA TOUR.

Mr. GILLMOR, in the absence of Mr. RoBERTsoN (Shel-
burne), asked, Io it the intention of the Department of Marine
to provide in the Estimates this Session for the erection of
a harbor light at Port la Tour, in the oounty of Shelburne,
Nova Scotia ?

Mr. FOSTER It is not.
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IARBOUR LIGIIT AT WEST HEAD, N. S,

Mr. GILLMOR, in the absence of Mr. ROBERTSON (Shel-
burne), asked, Is it the intention of the Department of
Marine to provide in the Estimates this Session for the
ercction of a harbor light at West Head, Cape Sable Island,
Shelburne County, Nova Scotia ?

Mr. FOSTER. A light bas been asked for this place,
and earnestly preýsd by Major Laurie, and upon the favor-
able report of my officers I have decided to proceed with its
construction this year.

POST OFFICE AT BEAUHARNOIS.

Mr. HOLTON asked, By whom, at whose request, and
under whose authority was an investigation instituted, or is
now being prosocutcd into the loss of certain registered and
other letters mailed at the post office of Beauharnois on or
about 2nd March, 1886 ? Was such investigation demanded
by any citizen or citizens of Beauharnois; if so, by whom ?

Mr. McLELAN. The enquiry into the loss of certain
registered le:;ters posted at Beauharnois on the lst March,
l86, was undertaken by the Post Office Inspector of the
Montreal Division, on his own motion, and under the
authority delegated to him for such purposes. A Mr.
Brossoit, of Beaubarnois, some months subsequently, made
enquiry respecting a letter posted by him, which was con-
tained in the missing package of registered letters; but
this had nothing to do with the investigation of the case by
the impector.

BRACKET BOARDS ON CHISIIOLM'S DAM.

Mr. MALLORY asked, Has permission been given by
the Government or any of its employés to any person or
persons, company or companies, since the year 1880, to
p lace bracket boards on Clisholm's Dam in the River

rent, or in any other way to raise the water above the
said dam ? If so, to whom was such permission given, and
when ? To what height was the water allowed to be
raised ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In 1885, permission was
given to Gilmour & Co., to place brackets or ' flush" boards;
but a claim for damages having been made by Joseph Dunk-
ley, on account of his having been flooded, an order was
issued by the Minister in December, 1886, that ail fush
boards be removed. However, I must Bay that if any
damage is incurred in such cases, of course, Gilmour & Co.,
will have to meet it'

COLONISATION COMPANIES.

Mr. MALLORY asked, How many colonisation companies
are now in operation in Manitoba and the North-West Ter-
ritories ? What sumo of money have been received by the
Government from colonisation companies from the lt day
of January, 1886, to lst June, 1887, both days included ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Nineteen colonisation com-
panies have not yet surrendered their contracte to the Gov-
ernment, and are, therefore, in that sense in operation. No
money has been received from colonisation companies
within the period mentiored, but in settlement of these
lands we are taking back land instead.

BRITON MEDICAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSOÇIA-
TION.

Mr. LAURIER asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Governrment to pay the claim of the policy-holders of the
Briton Medical and General Life Association (Limited),
now insolvent, out of the deposit of 8100,000 made by that

Mr. Fosrzt.

company in the hands of the Government for the benefit of
the Canadian pohcy-holders?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Proceedings have been insti-
tuted in the courts of the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario
for winding-up the company's Canadian affairs. Proceed-
ings are still pending, and until some decision has been
arrived at no action can be taken.

CABLE BETWEEN PELEE ISLAND AND MAINLAND.

Mr. BRIEN asked, Is it the intention of the Government
this year to lay a cable between Pelée Island and the main-
land, in the county of Essex, so as to give the people of that
IEland direct communication by telegraph and telephone
with other portions of Canada ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not.

DEPUTY JUDQE FOR ESSEX.

Mr. BRIEN asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to appoint a deputy judge for the county of Essex, this
year ?

Mr. THOMPSON, A deputy judge was appointed in
that county some time ago, and, of course, deputies are
appointed whenever a judge has to be absent.

RED POINT WHARF, HILLSBORO' RIVER.

Mr. WELSH asked, Has any money been expended by
the Government in the repairs of Red Point Wharf, Hills-
boro' River, Prince Edward Island, during the past two
years? If so, how mach? Has that wharf been taken over
from the Island Government by the Dominion ? If not,
how came the repairs to be done by the Dominion?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the hon. gen.
tleman 1 may say that I am informed by the chief engineer
that no money bas been expended by the Government in
the repairs of Red Point wharf during the past two years.

BALLOT BOX PATENTS.

Mr. BROWN moved:
I That a Committee, consisting of the following gentlemen, be appoint-

ed to examine and report upon a ballot or voting box invented by John
Waddell, of HarriSton,' '.and also by Dr. Jones, of Hagereville, viz. :
Mes1rs. Ward, Edgar, Kenny, Eudspeth, Mils (Bothwell), Madill, Cour-
sol, Girouard, and the mover."

Mr. MILLS. I would suggest that there ought to be
some member from the Maritime Provinces on this com-
mittee, and that he should be put on in my place.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Baird.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would suggest the name of

Mr. Skinner of St. John.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a good name.
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

VENTILATION OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS
CHAMBER.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for:
Copies of all papers and correspondence relating to any proposed

change in the mode of ventilating the House of Commons Chamber.
He said: This subject was under discussion some years ago.
At that time the ventilation of the Chamber was wretchedly
bad. Some improvements were made. Still, I think that
other improvements might be made that would very much
improve the sanitary condition of this Chamber. This is
a subject which interests every member of th House, and
that is my excuse for bringing it under consideration. I do
it in the hope that same further improvement may be
secured in the ventilation of the Chamber. Tie necessity
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for that is not as apparent, fortunately, now as it is in the
winter season, because we can open the windows and get a
supply of fresh air in that way which we are otherwise
unable to secure. But in the winter old members of the
Hiouse are aware that the atmosphere of the Chamber is
very injurious to health. I find myself, after a few days,
that the effect of the atmosphere in this Chamber is very
deleterious. Headache, stupidity almost-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, no.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no, that is impos-
si ble.

Mr. CHARLTON. The mental barometer goes down,
and the amount of mental force, in the case of a member
who sits in this Chamber habitually till midnight or after,
gradually diminishes. The system by which we are sup-
plied with air is a bad one. We have running from this
building to the face of the cliff a numbor of sewers, through
wnich the air is conducted to the fans, and se brought into
this Chamber. I call them sewers, though they are not
used for the purpose of sewers. They do not, I believe,
convey any offensive matter from the building to the out-
side; but the air is brought through these subterranean
passages, which are damp and mouldy, and which are liable
to be foui. Dead dogs and cats may be in them for aught I
know, and I think the mode of bringing the air into this
Chamber is radically defective and deleterions to health, and
cannot be otherwise. Now, when a committee sat some
years ago, on this matter, their recommendation was that
the air brought into this Chamber should be broughtdirectly
from the great source of pure air, and not from the face of the
clifl through sewers; but we persisted in following that plan
of ventilating the Chamber, and the resuit is that we have
a great deal of sickness here, a great many members lose their
health in this Chamber, and those who do not lose their health,
those who are strong enough constitutionally to be able to
stand it, nevertheless suffer, to some extent, in conse,
quenca of this bad system of ventilation. The situation of
this Chamber could scarcely be worse. It is surrounded
by lobbies, passages, offices, and even water closets, and
there is no opportunity for the air of heaven, or the
sunlight of heaven, to reach us directly. If we cannot have
the Chamber changed, or a new one built, or some ralical
change of that kind effected, we at least ought to make an
effort to have the air brought into this Chamber direct from
the only source from which we can get pure air, and have
it supplied directly from the outside, and not bring it through
these ducts. It is a matter of great importance to us ail.
We sit here, we endure this evil Session after Session,
and we ail feel the effects that are produced by
it. It would not cost, I imagine, a very large
sum to effect the necessary change. All we have got to
do is either te run a shaft up above the smoke and
the dust of that court, and bring the air down through
that shaft direct te the fans, or adopt some other method
that would let the air in here directly. But to bring the
air through these sewers, as we are doing now, is something
that ought to cesse. J have made this motion -I do net
know whether there are any papers or correspondence in
connection with the matter before the Department of Publie
Works-but I have made this motion for the purpose of
bringing this matter to the attention of the Government.
I think it is an evil that might be remedied, I think it is an
cvil that ought to be remedied, it is in the interest of ail of
us that it should be remedied, and I have no doubt that the
Minister of Public Works, if he has an expression of the
sentiments of this flouse to warrant himi in doing so, will
incur the necessary expense and provide a remedy for the
evil.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I-regret that my hon.
friond the Minister of Public Works is not in the Chamber

at the moment to speak as to the steps whioh he has taken.
I know that my hon. colleague has taken a great interest in
this subject, and has attempted in every possible way, after
taking the advice of the architect, te improve the ventila-
tion of this Chamber. Nodoubt it has improved immensely
since we first commenced to sit here. It is not, however,
by any means perfect yet, and I think it will stand a good
deal of improvement. I dare say that on this subject the
Minister of Public Works will find himself supported by
both sides of the House if he goes to any reasonable expense
te perfect the ventilation of this Chamber. It is our right
to have a comfortable, and wholesome, and healthy Chamber
to sit in while we are deliberating here, while wo are sacri-
ficing ourselves for the public good; but I do not go so far
as my hon. friend did a moment ago, when ho said he
wanted a radical change. WelI, I want a who!esome change,
not a radical change in this Chamber. I shall call the
attention of my hon. friend te this matter, and I will take
an early opportunity to inform my hon. friend who moved
this motion what steps are being takon to improve the
ventilation of this Chamber.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIT. I did not hear whatthe hon.
mover of this resolution said, but I bave no doubt that he
wants better ventilation, plenty of fresh air and light. Well,
as for the air, of course, we have only to opcn the windows,
and in place of the gas wo have the electrie light, which, I
think, bas greatly improved the atnospheIeo. Besides I
tbink the light is better, and we are ail the bctter for it. As
for the ducts under this building, we have ha'd them exam-
ined repeatedlyduring the sitting of this iuse, and I think
that nothing is waiting in that direction. ut we cannot
shut our eyes to this fact, that we are shut up bere betwoon
four walls, and there arc no openings except the doors on
the floor. I do not know whether those who built this
Chamber thought very mach of vontilation ; as a rule, I
think architects think less of ventilation than of making a
very fine building, without considering very often, perbaps,
that this building must be used by human beings, sometimes
occupied to a late hour by large numbers of people, and
that consequently the air must be vitiated and needs
constantly to be changed. lowever, I have called
the attention of the chief architect to the ventilation
of this room, and also te the ventilation of the
Railway Committee room. It was suggested the other day
that a new committee room might be built. Well, that is
easy to say, but it is not se easy to be donc, because this
edifice bas been built on a certain plan, and the space bas
been ahl occupied as we find it te be now. To construct
another room large enough for our purposes, would require
a good deal of space. I have been told that there was a
large inner court where another room might be built. I
have enquired about that and find that hon. members would
net feel vory comfortable if a new room was built in
that court, because the boilers would be underneath, and
perhaps some fine morning we might l% ail sent up to
Heaven, I hope; and I think hon. members will prefer to
postpone that very suspicions event as long as possible.
However, i will call the attention of the chief architect te
the matter during recess, and we will see what can be done
to increase the capacity of the committee room by enlarging
it at one end or the other, and by improving the ventilation
in the upper floor, or the ceiling, and if it be found possible,
by heightening the Chamber. If I find that we can enlarge
the room to such an extent as to meet the wishes of hon.
gentlemen, of course, they must not be surprised if I ask
for a Governor General's warrant, which I shall expect Par-
liament to sanction. Hon. gentlemen may rest assured
that everything possible will be donc te improve the ventila-
tion of this Chamber, as well as the Railway Committee room.

Mr. MULOCK. This matter was before the H1ouse,
either in the Session of 1885 or 1886, and the Minister of
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Publie Works, if I remember rightly, said a good deal could
be done to improve the condition of the atmosphere of this
room by the windows outside the lobbies being kept open
during the recess, when the House was not sitting, and by
the varions doors entering this Chamber being kept open;
and he undertook to give directions to whoever has charge
of that economy of the fHouse, to have that attended to.
That has not been done of late. I have come to the House
many mornings quite early and have found every window
and door leading into this Chamber absolutely closed.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The other day members
were complaining about the ventilation just as the House
was meeting, and I thought-although I have no special
authority-I would endeavor to meet their wishes, and
accordingly I had all the doors opened; but within ton
minutes, they were quietly unfastened and closed. This is
a matter in the hands of hon. members, some of whom pre-
for a little more hot air and a little less draught.

Mr. MULOCK. The ventilation should not be done dur-
ing hours when members are in the Chamber, but at four
or five o'clock in the morning, when the windows and doors
should be left entirely open until members arrive and
occupy the Chamber. Is there any reason for having the
green doors to the west of the post office closed, or any
advantage in having the wooden porch at the western
entrance? That porch should be removed, at least during
the summer season.

Mr. McNEILL. I hope the Minister of Public Works
will make some arrangement by which air will be admitted
directly from the outside. No artificial ventilation can
suffice unless it be supplemented by a direct current of fresh
air from the outside, and to do this the best way is to have
the windows open. If they were opened about three times
a day, and that when members are not in the Chamber, in
addition to the present artificial ventilation, the quality of
the air would be improved. This would be a very simple
way of obviating the present difficulty.

Mr. DAVIES. I trust the Minister of Public Works
will have the outside porch at the western entrance re-
moved in summer.

Motion agreed to.

LIEUT. WILLIAM HAMILTON MERRITT.

Mr. BARRON moved for:
Copies of all letters, papers, and documents from the officer co:n-

manding the Governor General's Body Guards during the late North-
West rebellion to the Minister of Militia or Major-General in command
of the Canadian Militia, recommending for promotion Lieut. William
Hamilton Merritt, of that corps, on account of Eervices reniered by him
w hile on active service during said rebellion ; and of all letters, state-
ments or memoranda written in reply by the said Minister or Major-
General in reference to said recommendation to said commanding
officer, Deputy Adjutant-General District No. 22, or to any other
person."

He said: The gentleman whose name is mentioned,
Lieut. William ramilton Merritt, is well known to hon.
gentlemen opposite. He took a very active part indeed in
the campaign in the North-West. I am personally aware
of the services he rendered, especially in the capture of
White Cap, and I have reason to believe that a recommend-
ation was made by his oommanding officer that his services
should receive some recognition. When the recommend-
ation went in, I am informed, and I believe my information
is reliable, that a very unsatisfactory reply was given by
the Major General in command, and especially unsatisfactory
to those officers who recommended that his services should
be rowarded. If the correspondence is brought down, it
will enlighten hon. members as to the facts, and show how
this matter was treated by the Major-General commanding.
It will show also, perhaps, that the time has arrived when,

Mr. MULocK.

the position of Major General commanding should not be
confined to English officers. For many reasons I think it
is advisable that this motion should pass the House, and
especially, if for no other reason, that simple justice may
be done an officer who rendered very great and valuable
services to the country during the last insurrection.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Porhaps the hon. gen-
tleman will allow the motion to stand until the Minister of
Militia is in his seat.

After Recess.
On the order:
That in the opinion of this House it is expedient to prohibit the manu-

facture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors, except for sacra-
mental, medicinal, scientific and mechanical purposep. That the
enforcement of such prohibition and.such manufacture, importation and
sale as may be allowed, shall be by the Dominion Government through
especially appointed officers.-(Mr. Jamieson.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I saw the hon. member for
North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), a minute ago, and I sug-
gested, as we had so thin a House this evening, and as he
cannot expect to get through before the end of the sitting,
that it would be botter to postpone this matter until Wed-
nesday, make it the First Order of the day on that day, and
continue the discussion on until the end of the sitting.

Mr. JAMIESON. I accede to that suggestion, and will
allow the matter to stand as the First Order for Wednesday.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. A special Order.
Mr. FISHER. Did I understand the hon. gentleman to

say that it will continue through the evening, as well as on
the afternoon of Wednesday ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, the First Order of the
day before Notices of Motion-immediately after Routine.

Mr. JAMIESON. I move that this Order be postponed
until Wednesday and made the First Order of the day after
Routine.

Motion agreed to.

WHARF AT ST. JÊROMS DE MATANE.
Mr. FISET moved for:
Statement showing the amount of the sums expended since 1878 for

repairs and improvements on the wharf at St. Jérôme de Matane.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would suggest that this
motion be made to cover also the expenditure from the 16th
of May, 1867, to be given in two statements, or giving the
whole expenditure from the beginning down to the present
time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Strike out 1878 and
insert 1867.

Mr. FISET. I certainly have no objection to the amend-
ment moved by the hon. Minister of Public Works, but
would be glad if the amounts expended each year were
mentioned separately in the return,

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

FISH TRAP AT TIGNISH, P.E.I.

Mr. FERRY moved for:
Copies of aIl correspondence telegrama, ke., that may have taken

place between the Department of larine and Fisheries and the agent in
Prince Edward [land, having reference to setting a fish trap by James
H. Ilyrick at Tignish, P.E.I., since the lst day of January, 1886. Also,
copies of aIl petitions, letters, &c., against setting said trap, and copies
of petitiens in favor of setting said trap.

He said: In making this motion I desire to draw the at.
tention of the Hlouse, and the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries especially, to the fact that a fish trap has been set off
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the Tignish coast for a number of years, and that trap has
been of great benefit in catching the bait required for the
purpose of the mackerel and lobster fsheries. In order to
carry on those fisheries suucessfully, a great deal of bait,
mostly herring, is required, and this is taken around the
shores of Prince Edward Island. A few years ago a large
quantity of the nets of the fishermen were destroyed by
storms or ice, and they did not go to the expense and trouble
of making new nets, but depended on this trap for their
bait. But on a sudden, and very mysteriously, some day in
March lst, I have not the exact date, a letter was sent
from the Department to Mr. Myrick, stating that he was
not to set the fnh trap until a license was obtained from the
Department. On the 30th of March last the following
letter was also addressed to Mr. Myrick by Col. Duvar,
inspector of fisheries:-

SiR,-I beg to state that I am to-day directed by the Department of
Marine and Fiheries to inform you that license will not be issued this
season for your fish trap."H

" JOHN H. DUV'Alt."
Now, I want to know why this order was issued at that
time. Had the Government candidates for Prince county
been returned, 1 believe the trap would have been al-
lowed to be set for this season. I know that the
Government candidates, three or four days before election,
called on Mr. Myrick and asked for his influence; but
he does not make use of his influence in the elections.
He has no politics; he is a foreigner, he does not vote,
and is not a politician. He las been doing business in
Prince Edward Island for something over a quarter of a
century, and during that time he bas been supplying all
the fishermen along the coast from West Point to Alberton,
a distance of 40 or 50 miles, I suppose 20 different fish-
eries, with bait for the mackerel and lobster fisheries which
are carried on there ; and the result of that trap not being
set is that about 2,000 fishermen have been thrown out
of employment. That is a poor way to enable those people
to pay their lawful debts. It makes it very bard for
them to pay Mr. Myrick for the goods he as supplied
them, which are so highly taxed by the National Policy.
The refusal to allow the trap to be set is a great injustice
and hardship, not to Mr. Myrick, but to the fishermen around
the shores. It was done solely to punish Mr. Myrick's con-
cern because he would not allow his business to be made
use of to help to return the Government candidates. I am
not aware that his concern has ever been used in any shape
whatever for or against any candidate. I have never asked
him for his vote or for his influence in my election, and I
am sure my colleague has not ; but I know that the wires
have been pulled, and I believe the Department has been
coaxed and harassed into making this sudden order in
order to punish these people. Why was not this order
issued last year and made public then ? Why were the
people not made aware then that they must not expect the
benefit of this trap for carrying on their fisheries ? This
spring, owing to the ice around Prince Edward Island,
vessels could not reach the Madeline to catch bait,
and the result is that not one-tenth of the bait usually caught
on our shores bas been caught this season. The Gov-
ernment talk about protecting our filsh. This looks more
like preventing the people catching fish, because it is taking
away from them the means of carrying on their fisheries. I
hope and trust that the Minister will have no delay in lay-
ing these papers before Parliament, in order that we may
know who has been at the bottom of this matter. When it
was known that this trap was not going to be set, petitions
signed by 200 or 300 fishermen were sent from Tignish,
Kildare, Miminigash, Nail Pond and other places to the
Department asking that the trap should be allowed to be set.
Notwithstanding ail that, I am sorry to say that it appears
that one dead man bas more influence than 200 or 300 live men.
I charge this home to the Department of Fisheries. Three

or four weeks ago I asked, not on the floor of this House,
because it is hard to get an answer here; but I went to the
Department and asked the gentleman in charge of that
Department to give me the names of those petitioners. He
promised to do so, but I have not got themr yet. But the
House and the country will find, when these names come
down, that they are the names of fishermen ; and they onght
to know, and must know, and do know, as well or better than
the Minister, whether this trap was injurions or not. The
fish have come and they have gone, and the people have to
do without them. The resuit of the order to stop this trap
has been to prevent these poor, hardworking people follow-
ing their legitimate business of catching mackerel and
lobsters. I hope the Minister wi Il make no delay in bring.
ing down the papers.

Mr. FOSTER. I have no objection to bring down the
papers, I suppose it would be more in order to discuse the
question when the papers como down. If the information
had been before the House, my lon. friend would not have
made all the statements he has. About some of the Etate-
ments he las made, I happen to know something, about
others I do not know anything; but if I am to judge
the veracity of those of which I know nothing by the
veracity of those of which I know something, I ehould
judge his case to ba s very weak one. fis whole case
fals to the ground when the ouse knows that this fish
trap is the only one about the coast of Prince Edward
Island; that, owing to many representations, the Depart-
ment the year before last, before the clections
were thought of, came to the conclusion it should
not be again put down, and orders to that effect
were issued. Last spring, however, through some
misunderstanding between the fishery inspector in Prince
Edward Island and the Department, the trap was found to
have been put down, and the Department allowed it to be
retained there last year, but notice was given last year to
Mr. Myrick, and to the fishermen themselves, that it would
not be allowed to be put down another year. These are
the facto, and before them my hon. friend's pretension that
this is a mysterious political matter, a matter of depart-
mental persecution, falls to the ground. When the papers
come down, the subject can be discussed at full length if,
indeed, it is worthy of discussion.

Motion agreed to.

L'ARDOISE BREAKWATER.

.Mr. FLYNN moved for:

Oopies of aIl urveys, reporta and correspondence lu connection with
L'Ardoise Breakwater, in the connty of Richmond.

He said: Petitions had been sent in to the Government of
the right hon. gentleman in 1873, and subsequently to the
Mackenzie Government, for the erection of a breakwater at
this place, and in 1876 one was erected at a cost of about
$i1,O00. It was destroyed by storm, however, some years
ago, and since then no effort has been made by the Depart-
ment of Public Works to repair it. It is now a sunken
ledge, a portion of it being above water, and very dan-
gerous. The Department of Public Works, having recog-
nised the necessity of a breakwater there, should surely
when it bas been destroyed by the operation of the tide, and
ice, and other causes, at least restore it. It is of great impor-
tance to the people of the section, a yery large fishing
district, in protecting their boats and in other
respects. I trust steps will be immediately taken to restore
this breakwater, and I would like to know if any have been
taken as yet. I shall say nothing more in reference to this
matter, but leave it in the hands of the Government.

Motion agreed to.
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POST OFFICE AND CUSTOM HOUSE, ARICHAT.

Mr. F LYNNmoved for:
Oopies of aIl correspondence in connection with the purchase of a

site for the erection of a post offi3e and cnstom house in the town of
An chat.

He said: Some years ago the Government purchased a
site, at an expense of 81,000, in the town of Arichat, for the
ereotion of a post office and a custom house and other
buildings connected with the Government departments in
that town. Tenders were called for, but no contract has
been entered into, and the buildings have never been erected.
There are plenty of towns of less importance in Nova Scotia,
and in other portions of the Daminion, with public offices,
and I may ask now what is the reason why these have not
been erected, especially after the site has been purchased ?

Notion agreed to.

RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION IN CAPE BRETON.

Mr. FLYNN moved for:

by a steamer. In consequence of the peculiar formation
of the Gut of Canso, when the winter begins, the ice jams
in there and becomes a solid block, reaching no further
than Hastings, offering every facility during the winter
for crossing. This is not the case at the Grand Narrowa.
Although it is stated that a steam ferry may be possible
there, I believe it is qaite impossible to use it all the year
round, and I believe, if the route that the Government
have selected is adhered to, a bridge must be ultimately
built. The ice there forms from eighteen inches to thirty-
six inches in thickness every winter. I have here the
report of Mr. Hyndman, the engineer, in which he states:

" Except during a very severe winter, it is said the ice is never fast,
but floats with the tide. The thickness of the ice is generally about
three feet. It begins to form about the middle of January, and dis-
appears below the surface about the first week af Kay. The period of
the greatest quantity of ice is in February, where it attains sornetimes
six feet in thickness. It is formed in the coves, the resuit of the ordin-
ary drift ice being piled up. It afterwards cracks and moves out with
the wind and is carried backwards and torwards in larger or smaller
blocks several hundred feet in length and breadth. The shipping pass-
ing through the Narrows consista principally of fishing schooners which
come from the east to fish in the Great Bras d'Or Lake and coasting

Copies of railway surveys from the Strait of Oanso te Sydney via vessels, all of which pass on through the canal at St. Peter's. On snme
Grand Narrows and from the Strait ofOCanso to Louisburg vid St. Peter's days as many as sixty or seventy have passed backwards and for-
during the summer of 1885, with the estimated cost of both lines. wards."
Also copies of surveys from Grand Narrows vi Boaisdale to North Sydney
and Sydney. Also copies of surveys between East Bay and St. Peter's, Now, according to his calculation, the ice is sometimes three
copies of reports and surveys between Sydney and Loch Lomond via the feet in thickness and at other times six feet in thick-
Mira and Salmon River Valley, in the year 1886; copies of all telegrams nes. If that is the case, and the road is built onto the Department of Railways during the time of the surveys ; also
a copy of Minute of Council adopting the Grand Narrows route viaâ that route, I maintain that a steam ferry cannot be used
Boisdale to North and South Sydney, with the engineer's report on the at all times, and it necessarily involves the building of a
crossing of the Grand Narrows. bridge. One of the surveyors states that a bridge can only
He said: My object in moving for theso papers is to show be built at an enormous cost, and it has been estimated by
that the route selected by the Government for the construe- some that it will amount to at least a million dollars. If
tion -of the railway on the Island of Cape Breton is one that that route is adhered to, and a bridge is built, as I maintain
will not meet the requirements of the great majority of the it must be, it will, therefore, involve an additional cost of
people of that Island. In the first place, the route may be a million dollars for the construction of the road, which will
designated as a local one, and one altogether unsuited to still be a local road, and will not serve the general interests
the requirements of the people there. It is a departure of the Island of Cape Breton. For very many years-perhaps
from the well grounded and general principle that the rail. I might go back to a quarter of a century-the dream of the
way in the Island of Cape Breton, when built, would be a people has been arailway from New Glasgow by the southern
continuation of the Intercolonial system. There can be route to Louisburg. For some years there was very little done
very many reasons given why the southern route, hav- in the way of the extension of rallways in the Province of
ing its terminus at Louisburg, should have been adopted Nova Scotia, but fifteen years ago the Local Legislature of
in preference to the one the Government has adopted. Nova Scotia took hold of this matter. Before this, all the
It was shorter, it was a less expensive route, it was a discussions in the Local Legislature tended to one point,
shorter route to Europe, and it had an open port dur- the extension of the railwa3 system from New Glasgow vid
ing the winter. The Grand Narrows route offers none St. Peter's and the southern route. I intend to show to-
of the advantages I have spoken of in regard to the south- night that ah the discussions in the Local Legisiature, al
ern route. It increases the distance to Sydney by 15 miles the Acts of incorporation, ail the subsidies grantod had in-
and the distance to Louisburg by 45 miles. It will give very variably that end in view. The first te which I wil eat
little accommodation to Inverness and Victoria, and the the attention of the fouse was in 1872, wben the Local
engineering difficulties are much greater than they would Legisînture gave a subsidy for a road frei New Glasgow te
be on the southern route. That portion of the road vid Louisburg of 150,000 acres of Crown lands and ail the
Boisdale requires the construction of large bridges over royalty in ceai produced in the island for forty yoars. No
the George's River, the West Arm, Lynch's Creek, Ball's company undertook te build the road for that subsidy. Tho
Creek, and a very large bridge across the Sydney River, next move taken by the Local Logislature was in 1875,
adding very much to the cost of the road. But, in addition and thon I find iL was for the parpose of aiding in the con-
to the cost of the road in consequence of these large strue-struction of a lino of railway frei the Strait of Ganse te
tures, thera is another very important reason why this L2uisburg by a grant of 300,000 acres of Grown lands, te
route should not have been selected-one of the greatest bu taken freintho four counties, $5,000 a mile in cash,
-is the crossing of the Grand Narrows themselves. We aud the minerais in 150,000 acres of Crown lands. Again,
have had one great difficulty heretofore in extending our Sir, net being able te geL a company te baild the lino te
railway system east, the crossing of the Strait of Canse; Louisburg, on this offor made by the Local Legslature
but, in this case, by abandoning the southern route vid St. of Nova Sootia in 1875, net having sufcient means at their
Peter's and Louisburg, the Government have absolutely command te induco a company te undertake that work,
added another diffieulty, by the fact that they have crossodLhey agreed textend the railread te the Strait of C.nio,
another arm of the sea nearly two thousand feet in width. with the ultimate view of carrying it on te Leuisbarg as
In the Strait of Canso we have a difficulty with the ice, the Atlantic terminus. 1 am going te cati the attention of
but that can be overcome with a ferry at all times. In the Governinnd the fouse te the faet that, up te within
the first part of the season, when the drift ice comes down the last six or nine menthe, the location of the Grand Nar-
the Gulf of St. Lawrence, there are periods when the rews was nover spoken of, nover thought of, and nover
crossing is interrupted for a short time during the day, dreamed of, by anj body in the Lical Legielature of Nova
but at the change of the tide the crossing can be navigated Scetia, where Luis natter wae discused, and whero the

1fr. FL YNZ.

790



OOMMONS DEBATES.

subsidies were voted, or in the Federal Parliament, until
last summer. Again, in 1882, when the Holmes Govern.
ment was in power, of which the present Minister of Jus-
tice was then Attorney General, they entered into an
agreement for the purpose of eonsolidating the railway
system of Nova Scotia, and a portion of that agreement was
drawn up in these words:

"1 line of railway from the Strait of Canso, through the Island of
Cape Breton, to a point at or near Louisburg, or other convenient point
on the eat coast, of a distance of about eighty miles."
.Now, I have shown that in successive Governments up to
1882, and in the discussions which took place, a southern
route, with its terminus at Louisburg, was the only
thing ever thought of. In 1874, the Mackenzie Govern-
ment agreed to give the Pictou Branch, then under the
Dominion Government, to the Local Government. It was
considered that inasmuch as that branch had cost over
$2,000,000, the money subsidy and the grant of Crown
lands to the Local Government would enabLe a company to
build the road as far east as Louisturg. It was repre-
sented hare by the company who were about to undertake
the road, that if Mr. Mackenzie would refuse for another
year to give that Pictou Branch to the Local Government,
they would ho able to build it. Mr. Mackenzie, in the
interest of the Island of Cape Breton, taking a deep
interest, as he always did, in the island, withheld
that branch from the Local Government from 1b74 to 1876.
Then finding it was impossible to do otherwise, Mr. Mac.
kenzie was induced to give .up the Pictou Branch uncondi-
tionally, and he did so on a motion in this House in 1816,
in reference to this matter. In discussing it Mr. Mackenzie
mad 3 use of some words which I shall quote to show that
on that occasion both the Local Governments, and both
parties in Nova Scotia had adopted the policy of the exten-
sion of this railway east, having its terminus at Louisbnrg.
It was the policy of Mr. Mackenzie's Government who gave
that Pictou Branch of 50 miles, valued at two millions, for
the purpose of aiding the Local Government to extend the
railway east, having its terminus at Louisburg. Mr. Mac-
kenzie said:

" There was no doubt if a good line to that part of the country was
established, a steamship line would sooner or later be organised crossing
the narrowest part ot the Atlantic, and carrying the mails and passen-
gers, steamers ot comparatively light draught which could make more
rapi: progress than was at présent attained. It was evident to any one
who studie d the map that this would ultimately be the short route to
Europe, and would be used, perhaps, within a very few years."

Now, I have given you what were Mr. Mackenzie's views
on that occasion. During all this time, during the discus-
sions in the Local Legislature and this Parliament, when
the Mackenzie Government were called upon to aid the line,
it was always with the view of having a terminus at
Louisburg. Now, I propose to show that the same policy
was adopted by the present Government. ln 1883 the hon.
Finance Minister thought it was necessary, in the interests
of this country, to take a new departure. le then said in
this louse that he felt convinced that the Local Legisla-
tures were not in a position to carry out those important
works, that it was the bounden duty of this Legislature to
aid in the construction of these lines, because they wore of
national importance, and because the results flowing from
them, the development of the country, and the opening up
of trade, would enrich the Dominion Treasury. That hon.
gentleman, when he was acting as Minister of Railways,
clearly laid down the policy that this line was to be in
extension of our national system, it was to be an extension
of the Intercolonial Railway, having its terminus at Louis-
burg or Sydney, and not through the Grand Narrows. In
the Session of 1883 that hon. gentleman asked this Parlia.
ment to grant, among other subsidies, one to the Great
American and REropean Short Line Railway Company,
mark you, for 80 miles, a railway from Oanso to Louisburg

or Sydney in Nova Scotia, a subsidy of $3,200 per mile
Now, in proof of that let me read to you what the hon. Fi
nance Minister, who was thon acting as Minister of Rail--
ways, said on that occasion. I read it because it is more
important than anything I could say, and the language the
hon, gentleman used on that occasion conveys not only
what I wish to express, but in a more condensed and a more
elegant form, He said :

" Then, Sir, it is proposed to give to the great American and European
Short Line Railway Company, for 80 miles of their railway frorn Canso
to Louisburg, or Sydney, mi the Province of Nova Sootia, a subsidy not
exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $256,000. t may
say that this is fer the purpose of extending the existing railway system
of Canada from the Strait of Canso on the Iiland of Cape Breton, to
Sydney and Louisburg, two ports which are connected with a short line
of railway-the only railway of any length existing on the Island ofCape
Breton. The construction of this 80 miles will extend the great inter-
oceanie system of railway communication to which we have been devot-
ing so much time and energy for the last few years, from Port Moody,
on the shores of the Pacific, to the eauternmost port in the Dominion of
Canada. I need not refer to the great volume of shipping which is now
pouring into the harbor of Sydney, as stated by the senior member for
the county of Cape Breton last night, and there is only a comparatively
small portion of the year when it is inaccessible to the ocean. The port
of Louisburg, with which, as I stated, it is connected by rail, la open at
all seasons of the year, and by that port we have the shortest ronte to
Liverpool, as the distance vid Louisburg is 200 miles shorter than by
Halifax, the nearest port to England we now have in Canada. This wll
make almost an air line of communication-the most direct line of com-
munication-connecting with the Canadian Pacific Railway at Montreal,
running by the Grand Trunk system from Montreal to Sherbrooke, there
taking the International Railway to the boundaries of the State of
Maine, and then striking New Brunswick at the Mattawamkeag, or in
that neighborhood, thence on to St. John, thus forming the shortest line
of communication which can be obtained between the western portions
of Canada and the Atlantic ports."

Again in the saine speech he said:

" The distance from Montreal to Halifax will be shortened by 160
miles by the line I have referrel to. Then, a subsidy is divided for an
extension of the railwiy system of Nova Scotia towards the Island of
Cape Breton. A subsidy composed of fifty miles of completed railway
between Truro and Pictou, was handed over by the late Government to
the Goverriment of Nova Scotia to enable that Government to secure the
construction of the line towards the Island of Cape Breton. I hoped,
and al of us hoped, when that subsidy was given, that It could accom-
plish more than it did accomplish, but when the compact came to be
made, it was found that the Government were obliged to give an addi-
tional subsidy amounting, I think, to something like $750,000, to secure
the construction of the road from Pictou or New Glasgow on to the
Strait of Canso. It was hoped that this would carry the line further,
but it bas not done so, and arrangements have been made by the late
and present Government of Nova dcotia to require that 80 miles of rail-
way, leaving 80 miles to be constructed in the Island of Cape Breton
which everybody knows will be of great importance tothis country and
at no distant date, in forming the most direct and rapid route between
this country and the mother countzy, and knowing as we do, that a
great saving of time and distance will be effected for the transfer of
mails and passengers by extending this road to the harbor of Louisburg,
we believe that Parliament in carrying out and extending the pohcy of
having the most direct line across this continent from ocean to ocean
that it is possible to obtain and having the most western portion of our
country and the Pacifie trade brought as near the mother country aud
by a3 rapid and as direct line of communication as possible, will be
prepared te approve of thesmall subsidy te the International
Company forming hie ink on this end of the road, and this subsidy cf
$3,200 a mile to secure the construction of that 80 miles, as I trust wll
be secured from Canso to the harbor of Louiaburg. I do not think it
will be necessary for me to detain the House at this stage of theSession,
te speak longer on this question, though great and important as it is:
but i will Say tiat it would be difficult to overrate the value to Canada,
of obtaining this great route, from ocean to ocean, and It would be
difficult to overrate the importance from every point of view, of opening
up the Island of Cape Breton. The Island o Uape Breton ls cut off by
the Strait of Canso, although there is no ice, and no difficulty of main-
taining communication across by means of a boat-and, perhaps, at no
distant day, by a bridge or a tunnel, although that is not proposed at
present. It is at present cut off by the Strait of Canso from railway
communication with the rest of the country and it will be impossible to
overrate the importance of the development of the lsland of Cape Breton,
of the construction of that line of railway. lndependent of enormous
coal fields, independent of the valuable fisheries, it is known that Cape
Breton possesses a large portion of good soil adapted to cultivation and
development, and also mineral resources cf varions kinds that only
await the facilities railroads alone can give in order to cause theI sland
to spring forward, as I am sure it will, with unwonted rapidity.

That was the language of the present Finance Minister
when acting as Minister of Railways in this House in the
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Session of 1883, when ho asked the House to grant, and
when the House did grant, towards the European and
American Company a subsidy of $3,200 per mile to extend
the lino from the Strait of Canso to Louisburg. Here, thon,
the House will see that at the very commencement of the
new departure by the present Governmont, when they
thought that it was in the interest of the country that they
should undertake the construction of this railway, the
policy adopted was the policy of the previous Government,
to extend this lino as forming part of the national highway
by the southern route, via St. Peter's to Louisburg or Sydney.
Again, in 1884, the same hon, gentleman in moving for
certain railway subsidies, asked this House to grant a sub-
sidy of $30,000 for filteon years for a lino from Oxford
Station on the Intercolonial Railway to Sydney or Louis-
burg. Again, in 1885, I find a petition was unanimously
signed by the five members thon representing Cape Breton,
and by a number of other representatives, asking the
Government for a grant of money to complote this
railway, not to Grand Narrows, but to Louisburg or
Sydney. Again, last Session when the Minister of Rail-
ways asked a vote of Parliament to construct this work as
a Government work, and after receiving that authority
from Parliament, and when the Government came down
and asked a grant of $1,700,000 to carry out the work,
it was all done with a view to extending the road, and
the House was asked to grant it for such extension by
way of St. Peter's, having for its terminus Sydney or Louis-
burg. I think I have shown that during ail those fourteen
years when the subject was discussed in the Local Legisla-
ture, when it was entertained from lime to time by the
different Governments, when it was discussed in this Par-
liament during the Administration of the hon. member for
East York (hMr. Mackenzie), and when the question of
railway extension from the Strait of Canso to Cape Breton
was discussed in this House during the present administra.
tion of affairs, it was always with a view to the -extension
of the lino from Canso as a part of our great nation al high-
way, that extension having Louisburg or Sydney as the
terminus. I do not hesitate to say that if the present
Finance Minister had continued in the Governmont, acting
as Minister of Railways, the railway would never have
gone by the Grand Narrows route. I am satisfied from the
intimate knowledge ho possesses of that section of the coun-
try, from his desire for its material progress, for the devel-
opment of the minerai, agricultural and fishing resources
which Cape Breton possesses in such abundance, he would
never have consented to the location at Grand Narrows, a
location which must prove so injurious to the best interests of
the island as a whole. I have pointed out, as briefly as this
question would permit, that great injustice will be done to
Cape Breton if the present route, the route selected by
the Minister of Hailways, is adhered to. Bosides running
in the wrong direction, besides not being a continuation of
our national system of railway, bosides not having its
terminus where it was always proposed, namely on the
Atlantic seaboard, the cost would be very much groater
than by the southern route. It was reported, and I have
seen it publicly stated during the time the surveys were in
progress, that the cost of the lino vid Grand Narrows
would bo at least $10,000 per mile more than by the south-
ern route, although in the report of the surveys the state-
ment is made that the cost by either route would be the same,
820,000 per mile, provided a steam ferry could be used at
Grand Narrows. But from reading the report I cannot
see how this is possible owing to the numbor of
bridges, the large structures necessary to be built on that
route as compared with the southern route to Louisburg.
Now, Sir, Mr. Schreiber in submitting the report of Mr.
Hyndman and Mr. Donken, and their surveys of the two
routes, makes the following statement, to which I call the

Mr, FLYNN.

attention of the Government, in proof ot the position I take
that notwithstanding these reports which state that if a
steam ferry could be used all the year round-and of that
they are doubtful-the cost would be the same. I propose
to show from the report as to the nature and character of
the country, the character of the structures, the number of
bridges, their extent and span, in constructing the lino vià
the Grand Narrows, that it must necessarily involve a great
deal more cost per mile than by the other route. What
does ho say in reference to the road from flawkesbury to
Louisburg:

" The work on about one-fourth of the total distance may be classed
as heavy and the remainder medium to light. The bridging on this
route is not of an expensive character, the largest structure being that
over the Inhabitante River, consisting of one span of 188 feet, and 450
feet of pile trestle. The indications of rock are by no means formidable,
and it is estimated that the construction and equipment of this road,
including sufficient wharf accommodation at each terminus, to serve the
present traffic, would not exceed $20,000 per mile. Attacbed is Mr.
Donken's report describing, in detail, the country traversed, accom-
panied by tables of gradients and a list of the principal structures
required. Also attached is a copy of a letter addressed to Mr. Donken
by the Rev. Dr. Sutherland, upon the mineral resources of the country,
which cannot fail ta be of interest."

Now, what does he say with reference to the Grand
Narrows ?

" West of the Grand Narrows the country is very rough, necessitat-
ing heavy work and considerable curvature."

He also says:
" The structures are somewhat numerous, there being eight spans of

100 feet required, besides a large number of small bridges and culverts."

He says further:
" The crossing of the Grand Narrows forms a serious obstacle on this

route, the width of the waterway being 1,800 feet, with a depth of 75
feet of water for a distance of 1,200 feet. From the information obtained
from the engineers in the field, it is believed "-

You will observe that there is nothing positive about it.-
" that no difficulty would be encountered in working a steam ferry
across the Narrows at ail seasons of the year. A bridge at this point
would be a most costly work, whilst a ferry would probably serve the
purpose of the traffic of the road if it can be worked without interrup-
tion the year round. If a ferry be considered sufficient the cost per mile
of this line would be about the same as that to Louisburg, namely
$20,000."
Now, in the face of those statements, with regard to the
character of the country by these different routes, I cannot
see how it is possible that even the engineers could have
said that both routes would cost a like amonut, namely,
$20,000. They also give in this report the number of
structures on both routes, and their width; and they show
very clearly, taking the reports of the surveyors themselves,
notwithstanding the statement that it would cost $20,000
to build it, that it will cost much more per mile by the
Grand Narrows than by the other route. By the Louisburg
route fifteen structures are required, the largest boing on the
River Inhabitants, 180 feet span, and 450 feet trestle work;
one of 125 feet span, one of 120; two spans of 100 feet, and
the remainder of 60 feet. By the Grand Narrows route
there are twenty-one structures exclusive of the Narrows,
one on Benacadie Pond over 100 feet, eleven requiring from
100 to 650 feet of trestle and three spans of 90 feet.
Now, I say that upon these statements it is impossible that
the coet vid the Grand Narrows can be the same as the cost
vid the southern route; and I wish to call the attention of
the Government to the fact that, even on the face of those
reports, meagre as they are, the cost cannot possibly be the
same. I wish also to call their attention to the fact that
whilo we have some difficulty in crossing the Strait of
Canso, while that difficulty can be overcome to a great
extent for the reasons I have stated, that even during the
short season in which we have floating ice there are times
when we can cross with steamers, during a greater portion
of the winter, the ice jams leave clear water in which a
crossing can be effected, this is not so in the case of the Grand
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Narrows. Neither Mr. Schreiber, Mr. Donken nor Mr.
Hyndman state8 distinctly that it can be used all the year
round. Therefore, if the road is built by that route, I warn
the Government that they will have to build a bridge
at the enormous cost that Mr. Schreiber speaks of.
Not only, therefore, will this work, involving this immense
cost, have to be proceeded with, but the moment you
build the bridge you interfere with the navigation of the
Bras d'Or Lake and destroy the usefulness of St. Peter's
Canal, constructed at a cost of three-quarters of a million,
and used in a great measure by the fishermen and coasters
and steamers. It will be utterly useless, for I have it on
the authority of many seafaring men, that if there was a
bridge built acrose the Narrows they would not risk their
vessels on account of the damage they would incur from
the rapidity of the current at that point, and that it would
be far better for them to take them round by the Atlantic.
Now, if there is any objection to the shore route, as sur-
veyed by Mr. Hyndman, a good line could be had starting
from a point at Loch Lomond down the Salmon River
Valley to Mira River. This could be extented to Sydney
with a short branch from the Mira River to Louisburg.
This road would tap the coal fields, the mineral deposits,
and a large portion of it would traverse a fine agricultural
district. It would be in reality an extension of our national
line, making Louisburg the terminus, as it should be, of our
great transcontinental highway, thus carrying out the
publicly expressed policy of both parties in the Local Legis.
lature of Nova Scotia for fifteen years and also the publicly
declared policy of both Goveruments in the Federal Parlia-
ment. When this money was asked, it was with a distinct and
clear understanding that this line was to go by the south-
ern route, having Sydney or Louisburg as a terminus. If
the other route is adhered to, it will be a breach of faith,
a violation of the compact. For years and years, whilst the
extension of a railway to the Island of Cape Breton was
agitated, nobody ever dared to raise a word in favor of any
route but the southern route. It was at one time thought,
from the peculiar formation of that island, which is opened
up in the very heart of it by the waters of the Bras d'Or
Lake, that by making Louisburg the terminus, a line run-
ning through Inverness would be necessary to open up the
agricultural district of the counties of Victoria and Inverness;
but nobody ever dreamed of a route running over a peninsula
that is barren and unproductive, abounding in plaster holes, in
a place that was once calied Sodom, and that was designated
by Governor Ainsley, in his report to the British Government,
as being unfit for man and beast. That is a description of the
country through which this railway was projected to run.

An hon. MEMBER. Carried.

Mr. FLYNN. I do not often trouble thef fouse, and
besides, this is not a Government day. I am discussing a
matter of very great importance to the people I represeut,
and if the gentlemen on the other side who say "carried "
would please keep quiet, I will bring this subjectto a close
when I think I have fully and faithfully performed my
duty as the representative of the county of Richmond ; and
I can assure the hon. gentlemen that, by these unseemly
shouts of "carried " they will not prevent me doing my
duty on the if or of this House. When I do trouble the House
it is because I have something to say. This is a question of
great importance to the people of the county I represent, if it
is not to the gentlemen who shout "carried." Now, during
the last election, when it was known that the route to the
Grand Narrows was selected, the people of Richmond were
assured that a branch would be extended from the Strait of
Canso to St. Peter's. The gentleman who opposed me in
the contest assured the people of Richmond that that was
the intention of the Government, and stated that a telegram
to this effect was received by him from two members of the
Government:

100

"We acknowledge H. N. Paint, Conservative candidate l Richmond.
Hope friends will soecure his retura. Wll support grant towards branch
railway to St. Peter's."

When Mr. Paint received this telegram, ho sent this mes.
sage te his friends :

"Acquaint friends, have guarantee from Government of line of rail-
way to dt. 'eter's. Tell onservatives and Grits eleet Paint. BSnd
word to Rory Ferguon, ' L'Ardoise.'"

The people did not elect Mr. Paint, notwithstanding that;
but they believed that if the Government authorised Mr.
Paint to esay that they would make a grant for a railway
from Canso to St. Peter's, they would do se because it was
in the interest of that section of the country, and, therefore,
the people believed that no matter who was returned, the
Government would carry out that promise. We were also
promised the-extension of a branch to Arichat. That in the
county town of the county of Richmond, and it is the place
where I reside ; yet, nruch as I would desire te see a branch
there, I would much prefer, if the two cannot be accomplish-
ed, that the Governmeut should build a line te St. Peter's,
because, for obvione reasons, it would be more in the general
interest. On the one hand, it would tap the waters of the
Bras d'Or Lake, and on the other, the waters of the Atlantic.
St. Peter's is the centre of a fine agricultural district; it has
a fine harbor, it is easy of access, and is open all the year'
round. For these reasons, if the two branches cannot be
built, I, as the representative of the county, would prefer
the line te St. Peter's. I would prefer it for another reason.
I believe that if a branch is built from the Straits of Canso
to St. Peter's it must ultimately extend to Louisburg,
which is only fifty miles further. The other night I listened
with a great deal of pleasure, as I always do, to the hon.
Minister of Finance on the motion made by the hon. mem.
ber for Marquette (Mr. Watson), when he spoke in such
glowing terme of the rapid progress and development of
Manitoba and the North-West; but that rapid progress and
development, as the hon. gentleman stated, has been obtained
at a cost of over 670,000,000 to the people of the older
Provinces, and there is no portion of the population of this
country on whom the burden of that taxation falla more
heavily than on the mining and fishing population. They
are consumers of almost everything, and I believe the
people of the Island of Cape Breton will feel that
burden more than any other part of the Dominion. But
they might have borne that taxation with some degree
of resignation, if the proper route for this railway had been
selected. For it would net only have given employment to
the people, but it would have developed the resources of the
island-its mining, fishing and agricultural resources. No
route could be selected that would be better for the country
than the line by St. Peter's. I, therefore, trust that the
rumors circulated in the county of Richmond during the
last election, were not merely to influence the electors of
that county as te the way they should vote. I trust that the
Government were sincere when this promise was made, as I
believe I am right in saying some of them were. The hon.
Minister of Finance used to take some interest in the Island
of Cape Breton, and I believe he stili has an bonest and
earnest desire te develop its resources. If that is the feeling
of the Government, I trust that steps will be immediately
taken to carry out the promise made during the election
campaign, that in the very near future they wil ask this
House for the grant of a sum of money te build a branch
railway from the Strait of Canso te St. Peter's.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I am very glai that the hon. mem.
ber for Richmond (lr. Flynn) ha. brought this question
before the House, and has asked for the information called
for by his motion. I beg to move, seconded by the hon.
member for Cape Breton (Mr. McKeen), that the following
be added to the motion of the hon. member for Bichmond;-
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A nd alse a copy of ail statementa and arguments laid before the

Government against the Grand Narrows route by the Cape Breton de
legation in January last ; and also a statement showing the particular
route advocated by the said delegation.
In making this motion, I desire to say a few words with
regard to the remarks of the hon. member for ]Richmond
In his opening remarks, the hon. member ·said that the
route adopted by the Government for the construction of
the road does not meet with the approval of the majority of
the people of Cape Breton. I am prepared to take issue
with the hon. gentleman on that question, and I would
just point out to my hon. friend the result of the lasi
elections. My hon. friend well knows that the question of
the railway route in the Island of Cape Breton was the
question upon whieh, to a very large extent, the elections
were fought in that island, particularly in my own
county. As regards the general fiscal policy, it was a one-
sided question with the people of the island, what party
should hold the reins of power in this Dominion. The
elections of previous years showed that fact from year to
year, so that the question of a railway route, I might say
was the sole and absolute question which was before the
people on the occasion of the lest election. There were in
the county seven candidates, two of whom advocated the
construction of the road over the hne adopted by the
Gïovernment. These were my hon. friend, the member for
Cape Breton (Mr. McKeen) and myself. Opposed to us
were three gentlemen who were pledged, if returned to
Parliament, to secure an alteration in the decision of the
Government, and to have the road constructed from the
Strait of Canso to Louisburg or Sydney on the south
shore. Otherwise, they declared they would oppos> the
Government of the day. This was the manner in which
the question was before the people of the county I
have the honor to represent. It was in the same way
before the oounty of Victoria, except that the people of
Victoria did not run a candidate in opposition to the line
adopted by the Government. ln the county of Inverness,
it was also a one-sided affair. The people of Inverness,
and Victoria, add the majority of the people of the
ccunty of Cape Breton, were one on the question of routes.
With regard to the crossing ut Grand Narrows, my hon.
friend says it is quite impossible to operate a steam
ferry all the year round there. What are the facts ? Last
winter, I venture to say, was one of the severest we have
bad for the last 30 years, and yet there was not a day but
what a row boat could have crossed the Narrows at the place
where it is expected to operate this ferry. That is the con-
dition of navigation at Grand Narrows. The hon. gentle-
man is in error about the report made by Mr. Hyndman.
That report was made under a misunderstanding of state-
ments made to that gentleman when he was making the
examination of that route, which 1 pointed out to this House
by letter addressed to that engineer a year ago, With the
permission of the House, I will road the letter addressed to
Mr. Hyndman:

"DEAR SIR,-Tou will remember that when discussing the subject of
the Grand Narrows crossing with you beture leaving Cape Breton lait
lall, 1 learned from you that acting ou information received from Mr.
MeNeill. yan reported to the Departnent of Rail Wyithat the ie in the
Grand Narrows attained a thicknea of some 6 feet at certain perioda in
the winter. I subsequently cailed gr. McNeill'a attention to this, and he
told me that you couid not have possibly understood him, as no perma-
nent ice forming at or near the Grand Narrows scarcely ever exceeds
one foot in thicknes, and at the crossing pointa in the Narrows there is
seldom any ice at al ; noe, however, to impede regular crossing with
an open boat during any period in the wnter. The only reference
which Mr. McNeill or any other person could have made to ice formiug a
thicknees of 6 feet is, that in aome parts of the lake when the ice is
broken the force of strong winds wuuld cause auch ice to be piled up in
a crumbled form on the ehore to a height or thickness of 6 teet, but does
not apply to the immediate points at which the crossing is made I cau
only refr you for corroboration of these facts to the ferrymen of forty
year' experience on both aides of the Narrows. I might furthmr add
that the mails from Port Hastings for North Sydney have been crossed
over the Grand Narrows in aun open row boat during the lat two
winters every night (excepting Sunday), and although the winter of
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1885 was an exceptionally severe winter, the service had been acoom-
- plished without a single interruption by ice since first established. The
r same may be said with regard to the mail service performed across the

ferry for a period of oome fifteen or twenty years in day time, previous
to the establishing the present night service in connection with the mail
to and from North Sydney. And 1 trust you will be pleased to represent
this matter to the Department in conjunction with your former report,
if you have not done so already "

f Mr. FLYNN. That is your own letter.
f Mr. McDOUGALL. This is my letter, and these state-

ments i repeat on the floor of this louse. I would like to
ask the hon. member for Richmond if the statements he has
made ho made on his own authority, or from any know-

f ledge he personally formed of the character of the croisino
at the Grand Narrows? Haes he any authorty to give this
louse for his statement, further than that report made
under a misapprehension by an engineer who, for the first
time in his life, saw the Island of Cape Breton that fall ?
My hon. friend says that the Local Covernment always
adhered to the route from St. Peter's to Louisburg, and that
this is evidence why the question of the route by the Grand
Narrows was not before the ple until last year. i beg to
say to my hon. friend that the question of the route by the
Narrows was before the people since 1875, and I was the
first to bring it before the people. Subsequently to that, in
1817, I was appointed one of a committee by a mass meeting
hold in the sbire town of the county I have the honor to repre-
sent, to confer with both Local and Daminion Governmonts,
with the view of extending the road from the Strait of Canso
by way of Grand Narrows to Sydney. The reason why
the Local Government adhered to the building of the road
by the southern route to Louisburg was that, at the sane
time, they had granted a subsidy in aid of the construction
of the road te Louisburg. They granted a subsidy in aid
of a railway to Whycocomagh and Broad Cove on the
noithern side of the island. This is an evidence that the
Local Government could not have had the unanimous opi-
nion of the people of the island on the subject of the build.
ing of that road. They could never get the people to be
of one mind on that subject. Nor could they venture to unite
them, so they kept dangling before the eyes of the people,
both of the north and of the south, subsidies which were
insufficient to secure the construction of that road. I made
a proposition myself, to the Attorney General of 1877, to put
these subsidies together, and pointed out that by doing so
ho could get a road through the interior by way of the
Grand Narrows which would be better than either the
northern or the southern route; but I could not get the hon.
member to agree to that. He favored the southern route
himself, and, therefore, he could not adopt~the Grand Nar-
rows route, and would not agree to put the subsidy granted
for the northern with that granted for the southern route
in order to secure one trunk lino through the island as I
suggested. On that question, I may say, I was brought
belore the people in 1878 and was returned to Parliament,
and the Attorney General was defeated by the votes of the
very people at whose instance I made the suggestion which
ho refused to adopt or propose to the Government
of which ho was a member. My hon. friend quoted
from the report of the engineers the statement that the
oost of the Grand Narrows route would be no more than
that of the southern route, but they went even further than
that, Sir, and stated that there was a difference in the cost of
construction per mile in favor of the Narrows route which
would fully equip a ferry across the Grand Narrows. i
discovered that my hon. friend has quotel the report of the
ergineers in favor of a route by way of East Bay and Bena-
cadie, which is a circuitoas route and a most expansive
route.

Mr. FLYNN. I quoted in reference to the Grand
Narrows route.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Yes, but my hon. friend may not be
aware of the fact that that is an entirely different route from

794



COMMONS DEBATES.
that which the Government adopted. Lat year the engi-
neers reported on the route from Sydney, by way of north
aide of East Bay, and by Benacadie to Grand Narrows, but
subsequent to that, one of the first surveys, after the policy
of building the road as a Governmant work was
adopted to construct this road, was the survey from
Grand Narrows to North Sydney and Sydney, and it was
found that tbis route was much cheaper and much easier,
and for that reason the Government adopted it. My hùn.
friend says the report of the engineers cannot possibly be
correct with regard to the estimated cost of the construc.
tion of the railway, but ho believes in the report of the
engineers on a question of the ice in the Grand Narrows,
although that portion of the report is contradieted.
I cannot see how he can reconcile these two state-
ments. If he believes the engineers in one case, why dos
ho not believe them in the other case? He cannot possibly
have looked over the report of the engineers without soeing
my letter in reference to the report of Mr. Hyndman, but
my hon. friend passed over that letter, although ho
might bave referred to it and to the answer subsequently
made by the engineer. I look upon it as unfair to adopt
such a course in arguing this question before the House.
If the report of the engineers was correct in one case, why
is it not in the other ? My hon. friend laid great stress on
the fact that, because the Local Government in offering
subsidies towards the construction of the road in Cape
Breton, offered them in favor of the construction to Louis-
burg and by St. Peter's, therefore the present Government
should have adhered to that route. I venture to say that
one of the reasons why no person or body of people was
willing heretofore to undertake the construction of the road
in the Island of Cape Breton, was because the Government
insisted on building by the southern route to Louisburg. I
will give a reason for that. In the first place, the Govern.
ment did not provide for crossing the Strait of Canso in any
other way than by steam service; and we have the authority
of the hon. gentleman to-night for saying that it is not
possible to navigate the Strait of Canso without interrup-
tion during the winter. If that be the fact, how could
these people be expected to build a road through a section
of country where there is little or no trafflc to be expected ?
I mean by the southern side of the island. There is no
local traffic except a small traffic in fish, and most of those
who deal in fish have their own vessels, and would rather ship
their fish by their own vessels to Halifax, which is their or-
dinary market, than by rail. These are the reasons why, to
my mind, that road was not adopted by any company or
government which attempted to undertake the building of a
road in eastern Nova Scotia, and particularly by that com-
pany known as the Eastern Extension Company, which had
the option of building either to Louisburg or to St. Peter's
or to the Bras d'Or Lake, but they did not choose to carry it
out for that rean. Any company or any government
undertaking to build a road through the island would have
to build by the route which would ensure the best local
traffie, as foreign traffic could not ho expected
because of the difficulty of crossing the Strait of
Canso. I venture to say that there is no section of the
Province of Nova Scotia that holds out the inducements for
local traffic that the route which has been adopted by the
Government does. It runs by the side of the Bras d'Or
Lake for. more than half its length, and for that reason,
during the summer season, and during the open navigation
season, there are means of bringing traffle to that road from
different directions that could not be brought by a road built
through any other section of the island. More than that,
the road by the present route will terminate for the time
being in a harbor which is unrivalled, I m ght say, in the
world, with accese to Louisburg. The harbor of Sydney is
one of the finest harbors in the world. Besides that, it taps
the coal mines, it tape the railways leading to the coaI mines.

If it went to St. Peter's and direct to Louisburg, it would
not tap the mines of the country without incurring the oost
of acquiring a rond which is now built to Louisburg, but
which is not in operation. Bacause oftheexper.se ofkeeping
it in operation, the company found it cheaper to do without
the road than to keep it in operation after they had built it.
By the present road, tapping the principal mines of the
country, tappi ng the oldest mine in Nova Scotia, and tapping
the other mines of the country, and terminating in the town
of Sydney, I say the road could not have gone through any
other section of the Island of Cape Breton that could hold
out the same inducements as this route. In addition to that,
we find the road running parallel to about one-half of the
boundary of the county of Victoria, within five, and six and
seven miles of that county. That is a matter of importance,
because the sections of the county which are adjacent to
that road are agricultural districts which are unequalled in
eastern Nova Sootia. There is the Island of Boularderie, for
instance, which is 27 miles in length, adjacent to this line
of railway, and is a magnificent farming country. Then
there is the Middle River, and other settlements within
ton or twelve miles of this route. As to the section of the
country west of the Grand Narrows, my hon. friend bas told
the House that it was so barren and full of plaster that it
was quite unfit for anything. Now, Sir, I take issue with
the bon. gentleman on that question also. If my hon. friend
can find 100 acres of ]and from the Grand Narrows to the
Strait of Canso, on the line which has been adopted by the
Government, that is unfit for cultivation, I am willing to
resign my seat in this House. I know every inch of that
land; I have known it from infancy, and have gone over it
a great many times. I am satisfied my hon. friend is not
speaking from personal knowledge of this country, but from
information given to him by parties who had other objecta
in getting up an excitement about this railway route, than
the best interests of the country. That was my experience
in dealing with this question on the hustings during the
last elections. I found that there was no agitation in the
Island of Cape Breton, or in my own county, with regard
to the question of route, at least not such an agitation as
ho would have us believe. We had a delegation sent up
here from Cape Breton and Richmond counties in January
last, headed by the senator from my county, and by one of
the local members. Those gentlemen asserted that they came
bore to put the views of the people of Cape Breton before the
Government, and I desire that those views should be made
known to the public, in addition to the reports and to the
particulars for which my hon. friend has called. Now, after
those gentlemen had put their views before the Government
and went back, they declared that any man who would
advocate the building of that road by the Narrows, could
not get his election in my county. What was the result ?
I went before the electors, and notwithstanding the means
of opposition that they used against me, notwithstanding
the fact that the hon. senator had taken a stand against me
and brought out two candidates against me, the people who
favored the construction of the road by the Grand Narrows,
elected me as their representative, and if that is not an
erdorsement of the action of the Government in adopting
this route, I do not know what is. Not only did these
gentlemen fait to get their election, but they lost their
deposit ; and another gentleman who undertook to come
before the people on the question of routes, lost his
deposit also ; ho took about one vote to three that my hon.
friend and myself took. This is how that question was
dealt with in the county I have the honor to represent.
There were no two opinions on this question in the counties
of Inverness and Victoria. When I was here in January to
see the Government in reference to this question, and when
those delegates came up from Cape Breton, they tried to
lead the Government to believe they were making a mistake
by adopting.the Narrows route, that the people of Victoria
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of all shades of politics were dissatisfied, I communicated
with leaders of both parties in that county as to the feeling,
and they replied to me on that occasion that there were no
two opinions in the county, and that the people would pro-
test in the strongest manner if the Government adopted
any other route. Now, with these facts before him, I do not
think my hon. friend should have taken such strong grounds
as ho did on this question. I hope when the information
asked for by my hon. friend, and that asked for by myself,
is brought before the House, the country will have an oppor-
tunity of seeing what little reason these people have for
advocating another route than that adopted by the Govern-
ment. I have no fear as to the result, I have no fear as to
the general opinion of the public on this question, and the
satisfaction which will be given by the route adopted.

Mr. CAMERON. I have only a few words to add to
what has been said by my hon. friend the senior member
for the county of Cape Breton. This question has been
fully discused before the electors of the Island of Cape
Breton, and the verdict which has been given should have
satisfied my hon. friend the member for Richmond (Kr.
Flynn). It is true, as ho has alleged, that this question of
building a railway through the Island of Cape Breton has
been before the public for a long period, and it is equally
true that until the year 1875 the route proposed by those
who agitated in favor of a railway through the Island of Cape
Breton was from the Strait of Canso to Louisburg. But it
is true also that both the Local and Dominion Governments
failed, up to last year, to induce any company to undertake
the construction of a railway from the Strait of Canso to
Liouisburg. That fact also ought to lead my hon. friend to
conclude that there muet have been serions reasons why
neither a company nor a government up to that time could
be induced to undertake the construction of that lino. In
1882, the Local Government, and the Dominion Parliament
as well, incorporated a oompany called the Short Lino Rail-
way Company, not for the purpose of building a railway
from the Strait of Canso to Louisburg, but for the purpose
of building a line from the Strait of Canso to Cape North.
It is not true, therefore, to say that the construction of a lino
from the Strait of Canso to Sydney or Louisburg, vid the
Grand Narrows, was not agitated until 1885. The agitation
for the purpose of building that lino commenced as early as
1875, and as my hon. friend the senior member for Cape
Breton intimated, ho was the originator of that agitation.
I may say that at that time I, myself, contributed my mite
towards the agitation in favor of building a lino in that direc-
tion, feeling thon, as I do now, that no company or govern.
ment would undertake the construction of a road where no
local traffle could be obtained for it. In 1883, this Parlia-
ment subsidised the so-called Short Lino Railway for the
purpose of building a lino from the Strait of Canso, via
Grand Narrows, to Sydney, and not by St. Peter's, as inti-
mated by the hon. member for Richmond. The object of
that company was, as I bave already stated, to construct a
railway from the Strait of Canso to Cape North, but
as part of that great lino in wbich they had embarked
they proposed to extend a section from Whycocomagh
to Sydney. It was found, however, that the subsidy of
$3,200 per mile was not sufficient to enable that company
to undertake the construction of that lino. In 1884, in
addition to the subsidy of $3,200 per mile, this Parlia-
ment granted $30,000 for fifteen years to a lino from
Oxford to Sydney, and the Eastern Extension, with its equip-
ment, and, as the engineer of the company repeated ly
informed me, with the intention that the lino should be
constructed vid the Grand Narrows. This is evident from the
fact that the Short Lin. Railway Company had surveyed
the line in the direction of the Grand Narrows in 1883,
nearly as far as the Grand Narrows, as that was the only
direction in which they would build a line with any
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subsidy. When this question of route was before the
louse on a former occasion I stated ,ny views fully, believ-

ing that if any Government or any company would under-
take its construction, the road would be bailt in the direc-
tion where local traffic would be fartished to the line. On
11th February, 1885, the late member for Richmond, N.S,
(Mr. Paint) brought thisquestion before the Louse, believing
thon, as the present member for that county believes now,
that the lino would probably be built vid Grand Narrows, if
undertaken by the Sbort Lino Railway Company. But
feeling that neither this House nor the people were in a
position to judge as to the best rcute I spoke in the follow-
ing words :-

" My own ides was and is stili that the determination of the route
through the Island of lOpe Breton should be left exclusively at the
discretion of any company who would undertake to build the railway
through the Island. I apprehend that in past days the enforcement of
particular routes upon railway companies may have been the reason
why disappointment followed disappointment successively. It would
be unwise, it would be unfair, it would be against the interesta of the
Island of Cape Breton to tie the company down to any particular route,
and, therefore, I think it is premature even to mention the route now.
When the Government are in a position to subsidise a company suffi-
ciently to enable them to build that road, or when the Government
undertake the construction of the road themselves, it will be ample time
for the rember for Richmond, the member for Cape Bre'on county, the
member for Victoria, or the member for Inverness, to present the claims
of the respective localities, and to give reasons why any particular route
should be selected. On that phase of the subject I have determined not
to speak. My objeet in rising now is merely to make a statement in
behalf of the Short Line Railway Company, in reference to whicb the
honorable member has spoken. I am authorised by the engineer and
the general manager of the Great American and European Short Line
Railway Company to state that no correspondence has taken place, and
that no plans in regard to routes in Cape Breton had been talked of or
submitted to the Government ; that no location of the line had been
made or considered by the company, and that none would be made until
the different routes had been surveyed and reported upon ; that while
different routes recommended by members of Parliament and other
interested parties would be carefully surveyed and estimated, it was the
intention of the company to ask those members ot Parliament and others
interested to present such statements as each might desire to make in
favor of the route which he preferred ; and that such statements, together
with the engineer's report, would be submitted to the directors of the
company for approval before any route in 4Jape Breton would be adopted,
subject to the approvat of the Governor in Concil. My object in rising
on this occasion was simply to state this in behalf of the company and
to assure my hon. friend from Richmond (Mr. Paint) that it is in
the interest of a railway extension in Cape Breton to leave the selection
of the route exclusively to the discretion of the company undertaking
to build the railway subject to the approval of the Governor in Council.

This was my opinion at the time when it was supposed
that the construction of this road would be undertaken by
a company, and the surveys made up to 1885, from which the
hon. member for Richmond, N. S. (Mr. Flynn), has quoted,
had been made with a view to assisting that company to
determine on what route they would undertake the con-
struction of the road. But several surveys have been made
by the Government since that time, and the route to which
the hon. gentleman bas referred lias not been adopted by the
Government. It is true that the people of Richmond are
not satisfied with the location of the lino. It may be
equally true that a portion of the people of Inverness, or
Victoria or Cape Breton, may not be satisfied with the
selection made by the Government ; but it is equally true
that the responsibility for the adoption of that particular
li ne reste upon the shoulders of the Government, and if
tbey claim that the selection they made was one in the in-
terest of the people of the island, on them reste the respon-
sibility. If the hon. member for Richmond (Mr. Flynn)
had quoted from the report of the chief engineer of the
Department, he would have found that that officer had, to a
large extent, recommended the line via Grand Narrows,
even before the late surveys were made. lie will find in
the report from which ho has quoted, that the chief engin-
eer, referring to the leading facts in connection with these
routes, speaks as follows:-

" Port Hawkesbury to Louisburg :-The initial point of this survey is
Point Tupper, on the east side of the Straite of Canso and immediately
opposite to the present terminlu çf the Eastern Extension Railway, this
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point having been adopted as being the eaisit of access to steamers
during the winter. The total distance by the surveyed Une to Louisburg
is eighty-three miles, the St Peter's Canal being crossed at the twenty-
ninth mile, in close proximity to the present road b-idge. The general
eharacter of the country traversed is rough and broken, and it was
found necessary to use grAdes of 78 feet per mile to avoid very heavy
work. The highest elevation above ses level is 308 feet, which is at-
tained passing over the summit between the basin of Loch Lomond and
the Mira River."

The work on this route vid St. Peter's is a very difficult one
and a very expensive one, the cost being placed at $20,000 per
mile. The object of this Parliament was to reach Sydney. It
will be found by the reports of the chief engineer that the
shortest route from the Strait of Canso to Sydney has been
adopted, and also that the route which will secure for the
railway the greatest amount of traffl has been adopted.
In regard to the route vid St. Peter's, the reports says:

" The bridging on this route is not of an expensive character, the
largest structure being that over the Inhabitants River."

The estimated cost was $20,000 per mile. In regard to the
route which was then surveyed from Port Hawkesbury to
Sydney, vid Grand Narrows, the chief engineer says:

" This survey starts from Point Tupper, and, for a distance of four
miles, follows the surveyed line to Louisburg, then branches north-
wards, runs north of the Great Bras d'Or Lakes, crosses the Grand
Narrows at the 51st mile and resches Sydney Harbor at the 9gnd mile.
Mr. Donken, however, explains a portion of the surveyed line having
been run with a view of passing over the high ground between River
Inhabitants and River Deny's, afterwards found impracticable, a de-
flection to the Big Brook Valley was made This deflection, he says,
can be avoided by adopting a direct line, which presents no difficulty
and asaving be effected of anout fire miles. The line, generally, passes
through a good agricultural country, with indications of various
minerals."

This is in direct contradiction to what the hon. member for
Richmond (Mr. Flynn) bas quoted. The chief engineer
also gives this information:

"From the information obtained by the engineers in the field, it is
believed that no difficulty would be encountered in working a steam
ferry across the Narrows at all seasons of the year. A bridge at this
point would be a most costly work, whilst a ferry would probably
serve the purpose of the traffic of the road, if it can be worked without
interruption the year round. If a ferry be considered sufficient, the
coest per mile of this line would be about the same as that to Louisburg,
viz , $20,000."

So the chief engineer's report made on the previous sur-
veys, which were not made with a view to the Government
undertaking the building of the road, but with a view to
assisting a short line company to undertake iLs construction,
conclusively proves that the statistics which the bon. mem-
ber for Richmond (Mr. Flynn) has quoted are not correct.
But since that survey has been made the chief engineer
has recommended, for reasons best known to himself, a lino
direct from the Strait of Canso to the Narrows, by Big
Brook, which shortens the line by five miles to Sydney and
is much more easily constructed. The hon. gentleman will
find, when the papers come down, that the last report of the
chief engineer is conclusively in favor of the lino adopted
by the Government, and every person who is roasonable,
not only in Inverness, Victoria and Cape Breton, will agree
with the chief engineer that the best location was made,
but every sensible person in the county of Richmond
will also consider it satisfactory.

Mr. McKEEN. I have no intention of addressing the
House at any length, after the time which has been occu-
pied in discussing this question. It is a most unfortunate
fact that the noble Island of Cape Breton is so nearly
bisected as to make it almost two islands, and being two
islands, it is entirely impossible to locate a lino of railway
whieh will suit both the north and the south sides of the
island. Mach might be said in favor of both routes, and 1
feel a good deal of sympathy with the hon. member for
Richmond (Mr. Flynn), for unfortunately, hie county is
situated on the mouthern side of the ieland, and does not
derive that benefit from the proposed line of road that the
other side does. I think, fromw hat I have learned from

the engin eers who had charge of the surveys of these routes,
that the expense of building the road would be pretty
nearly the same. From what I gathered from the engineers,
during the agitation with regard to the location of this road,
last autumn, I concluded that there was not more than a
mile difference in the length of the lines. I learned also that
the gradients were about the same, and that the erpense
of construction, with the exception of building the bridge
across the Narrows, if that should ever be found necessary,
was almost the same. I must conclude, therefore, the hon,
member for Richmond (Mr. Flynn), is misinformed, when
he says that the expense of building the contral line is much
greater than if the southern lino were built. i simply take
the estimates given by the engineer in charge of the line, in
expressing that opinion. Personally, I may say I have no
great preference for either. Bither lino suite us, and,
therefore, I did not take any decided ground. I may say,
however, that I fail to see the necessity of taking up the
time of the House upon this question, when we know that
the matter bas already been decided by the Government,
that the line is under contract, that the work of construction
has been going on for the last four or five months, that
thousands of dollars have been spent in building the road
from Sydney to the Grand Narrows, an thatit is absurd to
suppose that the route could be changed on account of any
representations that could be made at this late hour. We
must remember that a strong delegation was sent up here
last winter, as strong a delegation as the advocates of the
southern route could select; they presented the case of the
southern route, ably, I have no doubt, b'it they failed
to move the Government. It is useless, therefore, to
think that any representations that can now be brought
forward would make them depart from their pre.
sent position. But what I more particularly wanted
to say was this: the road is now under construction, or
about to be put under construction, from the Strait of Canso
to Sydney, and that road will fail in its object if it is
not continned as far as the important barber of Louis-
burg. We know that is the only open port we have on the
Island of Cape Breton. Sydney is closed for some four
months in the year, but Louisburg is open-free to the
navigation of the world, we might say-for at least ton or
eleven months in the year. We know that the route from
Sydney to Louisburg intersects one of the richest mining
localities in the Dominion-mines which represent a
capital of some eighb or ten millions of dollard, and some
seven or eight collieries, which, during the winter, have no
outlet to the sea except by Louisburg. I feel satisfied that
when the Government take this matter into consideration
they will see the importance and the necessity of continuing
the present system of railway on to Louisburg, touching
the different collieries of our county. Without that exten-
sion the system will be incomplete, and must partially fail
in the accomplishment of the object sought to be achievod.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS AT TORONTO.

Mr. MCMoULLEN moved for :
Copies of all reports, letters, correspondence, &c., of the chief engin-

eer, and any sub-engineer or engineers to the chief engineer or the
Department of Public Works, relating to or connected with the harb r
improvements at Toronto, during the years A. D. 1885 and 1886; aiso
copies of all reports and correspmndence of the inspector or inspectors-
in-chief to the chief engineer, and aiso to the Department, relating to
the said hbrbor improvements, or the material used, also samples of any
bolts, spikes or other material forwarded to or seized by the Department
as not being in compliance with the specification underwhich the work
was let.

Hie said: My object in miving the present resolution is to
have the information to which it refers brought down. I
have heard that in the matter of pile-driving, in connection
with this work, the piles were not driven to the depth. re-
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quired by the conditions of the contract, and also that some
of the materials used, such as boite, were not in accordance
witb the contract. A large amount of money has been
expended in connection with this work, and I believe a far-
ther eum is going to be expended. I notice that this year
the vote is small, but last year Cook & Jones were paid
8134,199.43, and that they also drew, on another contract,
8288,495.35, which is a large sum to expend in connection
with this work. It appears in the spring of 1884-85, a
severe storm arose and a large portion of this work was
swept way. 1 believe that work was not constructed in
accordance with the provisions of the contract. I am in-
formed that the piles, instead of being properly driven to
the depth required by the contract, were driven only a
short distance, and that the tops were sawed off. I am
also informed that blind boits were used, and that one box
of these was seized by the engineer in charge, and
is now, either in his possession or in the posses-
sion of the Department of Public Works. 1 do not
miake this motion for the purpose of finding fault with the
Minister of Public Works, but simply to bring this point
before the House and the Government so as to protect the
country against such useless expenditure of public money. In
the construction of harbors, where a contract has been let,
it is necessary that the work should be solidly and substan,
stially cor structed, and if any ineffliciency is permitted by
the engineers in charge, the country w1ll certainly suffer
great loss. I do not know whether, in the final settiement,
any deduction was made by the G >vernment on account of
any imperfection in the work. But I believe that it was
constructed so badly that when stor ins came the whole thing
was swept away. I believe Mr. Perley was engineer at the
time, and that he has in his possession some of the blind
boite I have referred to. I would like to have a return brought
down giving ail the tacts connected with this matter. It
the're is no truth in the statement that I have given, and 1
have it on very good authority, the facts will show. Wc
expend hundreds of thousands of dollars for the construction
of harbors, and it is a serions matter if the work is so im-
perfectly doue that the whole structure has been washed
away, and the country is required to make restitution for
such a destruction of property.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN I have no objection to the
hon. gentleman bringing up this matter. lie put his case
in a very proper way before the Honse, and seo far as I am
concerned i do not complain at ail. There is somo truth
in the statements that have been male to the hon. gentle-
man about some deficiency in the work. That was traced
to the clerk of works who was there at the time the work
was performed, and was responsible for its execution ; but
this has been cured, to a very great extent, since the report
was made to the Department. There were storms, and a
portion of the stones, which were smail, were carried away.
As soon as that was reported to the Department, it ordered
large stones to be used, and I understand from the chief
engineer that since then the work has proved to be good
work, and will stand the storms of the lake. Deputations
from the City Council, and I believe from the Harbor
Board of Toronto, went this spring to examine the
work, which it had been represented had been carried
away; but they found to their satisfaction, and mine,
that it was not &o. Of course, as the hon. gentleman
knows, severe storms must have greater or less effect on
works of this kind, and, therefore, repairs are occasionally
required. The other day, when my attention was called to
the notice of the lon. gentleman's motion, I enquired of
the chief engineer of the Departrment what condition it
was in now, and he told me it was in good order. I may
say that the city of Toronto has promised, through depu-
tations at différent poriode, during the last five or six years
to place to the credit of the Department for that work,

Mr. MOMULLEN.

8100,000, wbich, with the sura we are now asking from
Parliament, is expected to complete the work in a satisfac-
tory manner. I would ask the hon gentleman to strike
out of the motion the words, l and of any sub.engineer or
engineers to the chief engineer or the Department of Pub-
lic Works." OtLherwise we could never obtain from a sub-
engineer or an inspector the whole truth, bécause he would
be afraid it might injure hie prospecta; but the whole
report is assumed by the chief engineer.

Mr. MoMULLET. I am quite willing to consent to the
suggestion of the hon. Minister of Public Works.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

CLEMENCY OF THE CROWN.

Mr, SPROULE moved:
That in view of this being the fiftieth year of the reign of Her Gracious

Majesty the Queen, and that it in to be observed as a "Jubile" or
generai rejoicing throughout Her Empire, it in expedient that a humble
Address be presented to Ris Excellency the Governor General, praying
that the clemency of the Crown be extended to those unfortunate crim-
inals now incarcerated in the various penitentiaries of the Dominion,
and that the said executive clemency be extended to those maie and
female convicts whose conduet has been meritorious during their im-
prisonment, and that it ba considered under the fillowing heads, viz.

tBt. Lite sentences to be commuted to a reasonable term of years.
2nd. 'rhat ail who have served ten years be set at liberty,
3rd. That all convicts with a record of good conduct since their incar-

ceration, be allowed a remission of ten days for every moath's imprison-
ment since ist January, 1887.

That the Minister of Justice be instructed to submit, through the
Warden of the Penitentiaries, a list of those deserving or entitled to
Executive clemeney, according to the foregoing requirements, in order
to make it a year of rejoicing to those poor unfertunates confined in
living tombs.

He saiu: My object in making this motion at present is to
have performed a merciful act towards a clase of fier
Majesty's subjects who are to-day deprived of their liberty,
many of whom have few friends to speak on their behalf,
either inside or outside of the House. The unfortunate
acts which have produced that chasm between them and
society, over which they will scarcely ever be able to make
a bridge, have been such as to alienate from themr the affec-
tions, generally, of humanity. I make this motion at this
particular time, because I think it is an opportune one, in
viewv of the tact that we are holding this year a jubilee or
general rejoicing, and in order to enable every element of
society to take part in that rejoicing, so that we may extend
the jubilee to those who, under ordinary circumstances,
could not be expected to participate in iL. I may be asked,
is there any precedent for this motion ? In answer, I would
say that only a short time ago, in that gréat country, India,
which is under the e gis of the British Crown, such a
motion bas been made, such a principle has been adopted,
such a principle has been acted upon, advised and
sanctioLed by no lese a person than the Viceroy of
India himself, Lord Drfferin, who is favorably known
in this country. If an auth)rity such as hé, ias seen fit, in
hie wisdom, to extend this great clemency to those poor
and unfortunate criminals, and that hé expects no unhappy
resulte will ensue, or, in the language of those who have
acted upon it, that it is not expected additional crime will
be the result, we may fairly hé justified in recommending
it in Canada. I make it on behalf of the clergymen
and others who have sent a very numerously signed
petition to the Governor General frorm both Kingston
and Toronto, praying for the release of these convicts,
and aiso on behalf of the hundreds of thousands who,
unfortunately, have friends and relations coniAnd in those
living dangeons, and who are, from day to day, petitioning
in the strongest possible language for the relief of these
unfortunate criminals. It may be said that we, as a
people, who profess the Q4ristian religion, are always
preaching clemeney and meroy. If this is a charaé-
teristic of Christianity, we are entitled to extend that
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clemency and mercy to even the most insignificant of
Her Majesty's subjects. But, it may be said, society is likely
to suffer by the release of those prisoners. In answer to
that, L would say that there are very strong grounds for
bel ieving the reverse. Many of those unfortunates who are
to-day paying the penalty of their crime, receive as much
punishment by their confinement for a few months as they
would have received if confined for fifty years. Besides it
is likely that many of them who have been sent there have
been sent there for the commission of acte, the result of
sudden temper, impatience and sudden fright, or for acte
committed when they had little or no control of themselves
at the time, through excited condition of temper, or liquor,
or other causes, and who, under such circumstances, have
received ample punishment in a very short time to make
them, in all future, good members of society, should the
mercy of the Crown be extended to them. Some hon. gen-
tlemen in this House have, in talking the matter over, said
the criminals who were released in India were only those
imprisoned on account of debt. I find, on looking through
the report, that such is not the case; I find that criminals of
ail classes were considered and libeated. It bas been said by
some that only a few were released. I find, on looking over
the report of the London Times, that there were no less than
23,307 discharged in India on the 16th February. While
that large number was discharged, and discharged by the
advice and with the consent of the Viceroy of that great
country, we might fairly consider the reasonableness of ex-
tending clemency to the few hundred who are confinod in
our penitentiaries. It is said that the Government find it a
difficult task to employ those parties in the penitentiaries,
on account of the feeling that exists that prison labor should
not be brought into competition with outside labor ; and
since the lock trade was closed in Kingston, it is a difficult
matter to give employment to those prisoners. If so,
it is most important that we should devise some other
means of reducing the number, and not only reducing the num-
ber, but exercising, at the sane time, a great act of clemency.
I only ask for this consideration for those prisoners who
have had a good record during their confinement. Many
are confined for trivial offences, who have no friends, or rel-
atives,or money to be used in their behalf, and, consequently,
they are allowed to spend the full length of their term, when
others who are, perhaps, confined for much more heinous
offences against society, are allowed to get out before their
term has expired. The Minister of J ustice said a few days
ago there ws a terrible difference in the length of sentences
given by judges in the Maritime Provinces and those in
Ontario. This shows that it is simply a matter of opinion
as to the length of time which each criminal should be con-
demned to remain in those cells in expiation of hie crime;
and when one is confined for fifteen years for an offence for
which another is let off for two years, it cannot be said that
we are doing any injustice in asking the Crown to extend
its clemency to ail on the same scale. And so I ask on be-
half of those unfortunate criminals and of their friends
throughout the country who are asking anxiously for
their release, that the clemency of the Crown may be
exercised in -their behalf. We find that petitions
are sent in day after day, and week after week, for
clemency in regard to these cases, but there are a
great number in whose behalf petitions are never sent in.
I have before me a letter from a reverend gentleman who
speaks of two cases now in the penitentiary. One man is
sent there for fifteen years for the theft of a very small
article. Another is sent for a term between fifteen and
twenty years for burning a building, although he was at a
time of life when he could hardly be expected to under-
stand the evil he was committing. No effort as been
made on behalf of these criminals, because they have no
friands to interpose, and no money to induce others to inter-
pose in their behalf; and in all probability they would be i
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allowed to spend their time, or to grow old while they were
confined in these dungeons, without an effort being made to
secure their release, and to give them another opportunity
to live as peaceful and grateful citizons under the reign of
Her Majesty. It is said by the Viceroy of India that if
anything is more than another characteristie of the Victo-
rian era, it is the onward march and progress of the moral
inflences that go to make up the well-being of a nation.
If that be so we may fairly claim some consideration at the
hands of liberal Canadians, as well as at the hands of people
in India. In reference to this question I need not take up the
time of the louse long, but I may say that in consultation
with some bon, gentlemen about it, it was expressed as a
wish that as many members of the House as could ho got
would speak on it, no matter how briefly, in order to give
expression of the people of this country through their
representatives of their feeling upon this subjeot. I believe
there is scarcely a menber of this House who has not had,
at one time or another, to present a petition on behalf of
these criminals; and, if hon. gentlemen do take an interest
in behalf of these criminale, as I believe they do, I hope
that each one of them will give expression to his opinion
on these resolutions. If the Governor General sees fit to
consider this matter on the lines laid down in these resolu.
tions, I do not think any injustice will be done, but that a
great act of clemency, a great act of mercy, will be dis-
played in behalf of a clase who have few to su pport their
claims or interest themselvcs in their favor. I move the
resolution, and trust it will receive every consideration at
the hands of this House and at the bande of the Minister of
Justice.

Mr. THOMPSON. It isimpossiblethat I cau do ample jus-
tice to the sentiments which actuate the hon. member who has
made the motion and many hon. members who are inclined,
I am sure, to support it. I say it is impossible that I can
do their sentiments justice, because, while appreciating
them very highly indeed, I am utterly unable to concur in
this motion being adopted. These sentiments which actuate
the hon. member who bas brought the motion forward are
those which, I find, in the experience which I have had in
office, actuate about three-fourths of the members of this
Hiouse, who are under the impression, apparently, thac the
unfortunate persons who are confined in the penitentiaries
of this Dominion are confined there either through mistake,
or some unforeseen misadventure i; hich it was impossible
for them to provide against. It i8 oftentimes my disa-
greeable duty to undeceive them, and I must confess that I
very seldom succeed in convincing them or shaking the
idèa they have that the persons whose cause they have
been advocating are the victims of mistake or cruelty.
I think, if I may express the sentiment without offence to
the gentlemen who are supporting this motion, that
the most unsuitable way we could devise of cele-
brating Her aI ajesty's Jubilee, or attempting to confer any
benefit upon the public, would ho let loose upon the
community a clase of people who have shown them-
selves able, by long experience, to inflict the greatest
injury upon the community; for, unfortunately, this is the
class of persons whom we generally have in our peniten-
tiar.es. I know, in regard to the hon. gentleman who bas
made this motion, I know from his asking me to show my
clemency in regard to this motion, as well as in regard to
particular cases which have come under my notice, that ho
shares the sentiments whioh are expressed in the resolution,
that theso persons are really unfortunates, tbat they are
to a certain extent the victims of the tribunal@ of this coun-
try. In considering the very many cases which are brought
to my notice in connection with petitions for clemency, 1 am
bound to regard them in a very different light. I
think, Mr. Speaker, that there is no country in the world
in which the criminal classes are treated with such large
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consideration as they are in Canada. The criminal proced- the prisoner bas committed the offence of murdor, and
ure in Canada, from the first moment of a man's arrest through any circumstances his sentence has been commuted
until the last moment of his detention in prison, is a to imprisonment for life, we are asked again to commute
procedure which devises means for bis escape. In the first that sentence to a shorter term. He may be a young man,
place le is brought for examination before a justice of the and a terrn of 10 or 15 years would be an entirely inadequate
peace, one of whose first duties is to warn the prisoner not commutation. And, for these reasons, every life sentence
by any chance to say anything which will tend to aid his is to be considered in relation to the age of the prisoner and
conviction. In the next place, before he can be put upon the gravity of his offence, and in relation also to the ques-
his trial, there must be a clear majority of the grand jury, tion whether, in receiving that life sentence, he has also
a tribunal devised in bis interest, the most ingenious tri- been a subject of executive clemency before, by the
b'nal that the wisdom of man bas ever devised to enable commutation of a sentence of death. So that in adopting
criminals to escape-it is only after obtairing the assent of the sweeping provisions that life sentences are to be
a body like the grand jury, that he can even be put upon commuted to a reasonable term of years, we are asked to
bis trial. And then, before he can be convicted, we must adopt a theory for which it is unnecessary to pass a resolu-
have the unanimous concurrence of the petit jury before tion, because in practice it is applied. Then, again, the second
which he is tried, a jury which is susceptible to all provision of the resolution is that all those who have served
the sentiments of compassion or sympathy, which run ten years be set at liberty. Now, that would dispense
through the classes of the community from which the clemency in a very unequal way to classes of criminals
criminal himself is drawn. And then, as I reminded many of whom are totally undeserving of clemenoy. I
the House the other evening, we have every kind of dare say that a majority of the members of this House, who
appeal made, not only for executive clemency, but for have been led by a sense of duty to approach me in con-
the clemency of the judge before whom the trial has nection with cases of this kind, have a very unfavor-
taken place. The conviction has been forced upon me by able impression of my disposition to accede to their
the experience I have had in connection with such matters, request. But I am in a position to furnish them, I am
that the judges before whom these trials take place-I can sorry to say, with instances of the unfortunate result
speak confidently, at least, as regards the administration of of executive clemency. A short time ago, not nore
criminal justice, in the larger Provinces-are actuated by than four or five months ago, I was induced by
motives of clemency and humanity ; and I must say that strong representations, not only from outside, but from the
in the majority of cases that have been brought before prison authorities themselves, to commute a very long sen-
me, in which executive clemency bas been asked for, if tence which had been imposed upon a prisoner for a very
I bad the power to do so, I would have increased the sentence shocking offence. I was induced, principally by represen-
instead of diminishing it. S') often are persons misled, and tations made by the prison authorities, joined in by
it may be that the hon. member who las brought this reso- the surgeon of the prison, that this prisoner had
lution forward has been misled by the same consideration symptons indicating that lis reason was giving way,
-so olten are persons misled by philanthropic motives, by and that, although, perhaps, the time had not come
kindly feelings, towards those whom they know are under- when he should be released, yet that it would tend to stay
going a punishment which must, for the time being, at any the progress of insanity if I should even indicate a time at
rate, whether it tends to the elevation of their lives or not, which clemency would be exercised. Moved by these rep-
be sufficient to excite the prisoner to penitence- resentations I thought it proper to recommend-he having
through motives of sympathy of that kind I am already served something like 12 yeara, if my memory
continually applied to by members of this louse, as serves me, of bis term.-that he be forthwith released. Ie
well as persons outside, who are altogether mistaken had not, I think, been two weeks released before he was
in their view, both of the hardship which the prison. brought before the courts again for another very grave
ers are enduring and of the circumstances which have led to offence, and I must say, the report brought to my own mind
their being immured in prison. I may refer to one ca-e the impression that I was, to sorne extent, an accessory to the
which came under my observation in connection with the second offence. It is rot quite two weeks, perhaps
urgent application of some three or four members of this not one, since, in connection with North-West matters, we
House within the last two or three weeks, a case in which, I had a shoeking case of a murder committed by a person
may say, those gentlemen were entirely convinced by outsidp who, within the last few months, was a subject of executive
information, that it was a case of extreme hardsbip and ex. clemency. His release was procured by representations
treme severity on the part of the judge who bad imposed not only that bis family were in the most extreme distress,
the sentence; and their application was backed by a strong but that he himself had been brought almost to death's door
petition, and by as urgent an application as they could make. by his confinement. He was released, and the result was
But an examination of the papers of but a few moments was that within a few weeks alter bis restoration to liberty he
sufficient to convince them that the prisoner, whatever the committed upon the plains of the North-West an atrocious
severity of the sentence may have been as regards that par- murder, in respect of which he is now a fugitive from
ticular offence, was then undergoing bis eighteenth penalty, justice. These are considerations which every one has to
and that seventeen times before then he had showed him- bear in mind. They are not altogether isolated cases, they
self utterly obdurate and insensible to any sentence the ma- are fair illustrations of the result of the executive clemency
gistrate could impose upon him. lu that connection I may unwisely exercised, or exercised with respect to representa-
refer tothe details of the resolution. It does not proceed upon tions that are not, perhaps, entirely accurate, and which,
any logical basis as regards the treatment of these prisoners. perhaps, were induced by an overzeal for wbat are called in
Life sentences are to be commuted to a r asonable term this resolution " unfortunate persons confined in living
of years. The practice in Great Britain, so far as I have been tombs," who elicit feelings of charity and sympathy.
able t6 ascertain it, is to consider a long terrn of years But there are considerations which the fouse has to bear in
as equivalent to a life sentence, and I am disposed mind before it adopta a sweeping remedy by discharging ahi
to follow that policy. But a great deal must depend on those persons, so.called hnfortunates, in respect of whom, if
the nature of the offence which the prisoner las committed. this House passes this Address, I would feel entirely absolved
For instance, if a grave offence, but far short of murder, from any responsibility after the protest which I make
las been committed by the prisoner, it may be reasonable against it. With respect to one feature of the resolution I
that 10, or, at the utmost, 15 years, would be sufficient com- have this to say: the hon. member asks that there shall be
mutation for a life imprisonment. On the other hand, if a remission of ten days for evory month's imprisonment
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since 1st January, 1887, in case, of course, of good conduct.
I would ask the attention of the louse to the provisions of
chapter 182 of the Revisedt Statutes, which is the Peniten-
tiary Act, section 55. The provisions of that Act are
most liberal with respect to the shortening of sentences ;
and that applies not only to the penitentiaries, but there are
regulations likewise in it which applies to the central prison
in Toronto, and a fair application of the same provisions is
sometimes made with respect to prisoners in gaols under
short sentences. These provisions are:

" The inspector may, for the purpose of encouraging convicts to good
behavior, diligence and industry, and of rewarding them for the sane,
make rules and regnlations, under which a correct record may be kept
of the daily conduct of every convict in any penitentiary, noting his in-
dustry, diligence and faithfulness in the performances of his work, and
the strictnes in which he observes the prison rules, with a view to per-
mit such convict, under the prison rules, to earn a remission of a portion
of the time for which he is sentenced to be confined, not exceeding five
days for every month during which he is exemplary in ind ustry, diligence
and faithfulness in his work, and does not violate any of the prison
rules."

Then there is the usual provision for escapes and miscon-
duct by which the prisoners forfeit whatever remission has
been granted them. So that the feature of allowing a
gradual remission, wbich is embodied in this resolution, is
already part of the Statutes; and if the hon. gentleman
who has made the motion can point to any country in
which more liberal provision is made on account of remis-
sion for good conduct, I shall be happy to consider it and
recommend its adoption by Parliament. But experience
of the past has shown not only that our provisions are most
liberal in regard to prisonerscondem'o ed for cri minal offences,
but that the treatment of thom by the courts, at all ovents
in far the grea!er part of the country, is most liberal and
humano, and'alter they are placed in custody their te, m of
impiisonment is diminished according as thoy bring frth
fruits meet for repentance. There can be nothing so i ll-judged,
in regard to the criminal classes, as indiscriminate releases
-the intimation to the criminal classes that in consequence
of this being the Jubilee year, or for any other reason,
all classes of them, no matter what distinction there
may be between their offonces, are to receive a liberal
release, and that they are to be set free upon a com-
munity which has certainly done nothing to deserve so severe
a punishment as that we would thereby inflict upon them I
repeat now what I said, in connection with this subject at
another stage, that i shall always deem it my duty to give
the very best consideration I possibly can to any individual
case brought before me in connection with the application
of executive clemency; but I think we should proceed by
considering individual cases, by considering every single
case upon its merits, ascertaining what the record of the
prisoner has been, what the probabilities are of his inflicting
injury upon the community if he shall be released ;
what the probabilities are as regards his past record, of
his being reformed, and what, in view of his conduct in
the penitentiary, is likely to be his future conduct, and
every circumstance of that kind. I think it is only by
considering all the circumstances after this manner,
that it is possible for us to treat, with any degree
of justice, as regards the criminal classes themselves,
and with any sense of fairness to the community at large,
from whom these criminals have been taken in order to
protect society, a question of this kind. I, therefore, move
that the further debate on this subject be adjourned.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this is rather an extra-
ordinary course for the Minister of Justice to adopt upon a
motion from which he so entirely dissents. It seems to me
that the great majority of members will entirely concur in
the views expressed by the hon. Minister. I could not, my-
self, well conceive any more unfortunate way of commemo-
rating the Jubilee of fier Majesty, than by proposing to set
free upon the peaceable and orderly portion ofthe community
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those who are at the present time deservedly confined in
the penitentiaries. I think that when clemency is sought
and remission of punishment is asked, the Government
should enquire into the morits of the cases and should
judge each case upon its merits, and I do not well conceive
how we could infliet greater injury on the community than
by an indiscriminate discharge from the penitentiaries of a
vast number of those who are confined there for serious
offences. Rowever popular it might be with that particular
class, the great majority of the community would not wish
a roturn very often of the Jubilee year, if accompanied by
an event of this sort. That being the case, it would have
been botter if the Minister of Justice had asked the hon.
gentleman to have withdrawn his motion, instead of pro-
posing an adj urnment of the debate.

Mr. SPRO U LE. In view of the expressions of the Min-
ister of Justice upon this subject, strengthened by the
indisposition of the flouse to give their views upon it, and
believing it to be against the wishes of the House, I would
prefer to withdraw it, rather than to have it disposed of
otherwise.

Motion withdrawn.

GEiGRAPHICAL NOMENCLATURE IN OFFICIAL
REPO RTS.

Mr. DAWSON moved for:
Return of aIl reports and correspondence in the possession of the

Governmen in relation to the substitution ofnew and uuknown naines
for places in this Dominion which have been from time immemorial
othet wisi de ig arted Aio ail instructions showing by whatparticula:
autih rity a new nompnclature bas been adopted in the reports uf the
Geul gical 8urvey for old and historic places baving French and
English names, commemorative of the early voyageurs and exploreri.

Hle said : I have on several previous occasions called the
attention of the Government to a practice, wbich is becom-
ing very comn.on, among persons who are sent ont to the
north and west of this country to make surveys and explora.
tions of one kind and another. I refer to the custom which
they have talion into of giving new names to all the
places to which they come. They think they have the
privilege of giving names to every island, every river and
every place they may happen to visit. Now, all these places
have historical names. The French, when they first
occupied tho country and travelled over the prairies to the
Ro, ky Mourntains and the Pacitie O -ean, gave names to the
places they visited. Many of these names, commemorative
of good and great mon, stili remain, but these people
who now obliterate these historical names and sweep
away, in some measure, the history of the country,
they sweep away the honored names of men who were
distinguished in their day, and that I think is an out-
rage on the history of the past. And what are the
names that are substituted for these old historie names?
I have jus, been lookiig over a map, representing some
of the surveys, and I will give the House some speci-
mone of the new nomenclature. I find on this map these
names: Yellow Girl Point, Yellow Girl Bay, Bottle Bay,
Massacre Island, Maud L tke, Hebe Falls, Annie Island,
Patsy Island, Allie Island, Sunset Channel, UOvil's fole,
Dovil's Bay, Witch Bay, Queer Island, Square Island, Bald
Island, Mouse Island, Bath Island, Feuix Island, Luella
Island, Whiskey Island. Now, Sir, is not that very vile?
]âere are maps got up at an enormous expense by people
sent out to explore the country and come back with
reliable information, and tbey remove the old historie
naines and put down such names as these, which, no
doubt, they think very amusing and very astounding.
The maps become things of record, and these pattry,
absurd and ridiculous names are porpetuated. There is one
place in the Lake of the Woods famous in the legends of
the old Canadian voyageurs. At une time a reassaore bap.
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pened at this place, and a missionary father and some of hie
followers were killed. Afterwards it was converted by mis-
sionaries and Indians into a gardon, and they called it by the
name of Garden Island, and that is the name it has retained
to the present day. But these gentlemen must sweep that
name away and give it a new name. I thought, therefore,
that it was well to call the attention of the Government to
the matter, and, on a former occasion, they promised not to
allow any new names to be put on the maps, without their
being submitted for consideration. I think the matter is of
more importance than it appears at first sight, and hence I
have brought forward this motion.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The information I have from
the director of the Geological Survey is that no names
have been changed, either in the reports or the maps
of the Geological Survey, and there are no reports or
correspondence on the subject. But the statements made by
the hon. gentleman, in which he gives specific instances, will
enable us to ascertain more fully whether the impressions of
the director are absolutely correct, and, therefore, there is no
reason why the motion should not pass. I need, therefore,
only promise, after the statements made by the hon. gen-
tleman, that the matter will be further examined, with a
view of bringing down the papers if there are any.

Mr. MITCHELL. In relation to the Geological Survey,
I may say that I was extremely anxious to get a copy of
the Geological Survey report of last year, and it appears to
be very difficult to obtain anything of the kind. I recoived
a letter from the director saying that, as I had received
three copies last year, I could not got another. Now, as
one of my constituents is anxious to get a copy, I thought
it was very strange that I could not obtain a copy of that
report, seeing that the public pay a good deal of money for
the purpose of getting them out. I would like the hon.
the Minister to explain how it is that an extra report
could not be had, when it is actually required by a member
representing the people.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I can only tell the hon. gentle-
man what I think he ought reasonably to have known him-
self, es an old member of Parliament and as an old Min-
ister, that the geological reports are not distributed like
other parliamentary papers. One copy goes to each mem-
ber. They are for sale at Dawson's at Montreal, where they
can be purchased by any member of this House, who desires
to get them for himself or any of his constituents.

Mr. MITCHELL. .1 can only say that if it is necessary
to purchase the documents, the public ought to know it. I
did not know we required to purchase extra copies. If one
of our constituents requires a report of that kind I think we
ought to be able to obtain it.

Motion agreed to.

INDIAN RESERVE AT WHITE FISH RIVER.

Mr. BARRON moved for:
Coples of ail papers, letters, documents, maps, &c., in any way rela-

ting o the action of the Dominion Government in setting apart an
Indin reserve, under the Robinson or other treaty, between White Fish
and Wanabtasch Rivers, several miles inland from the north shore of
Georgian Bay ; for copies of all correspondence bad between the Govern-
ment of the Dominion of Canada and the Province of Ontario on the
subject; and for copies of all correspondence and other documents and
papoui with the Government of Canada and any person or persons,
ngardnlg the sale of timber upon said reserve, if any such sale bas been
had.
He said: This is a most important motion, because it in.
volves more or less the principle of provincial rights. The
Government of hon. gentlemen opposite have not only
attacked the Province of Ontario in important matters, but
it appears to me and to those gentlemen who have placed
this motion in my hande, that they have shown a disposition

Mr. DAwsoN.

in small matters to attack the rights of the Province of
Ontario, and the vested rights of gentlemen interested in
the property of the Province of Ontario. It will be re-
membei ed that, in 1872, the Government of the Province of
Ontario had a sale of the timber limite on the north
shore of the Georgian Bay. At that time a large number
of timber berthe were sold, involving a very large sum of
money. Those timber limite have since changed bande, the
original vendees having sold to others at a great advance on
the sums originally paid. Notwithstanding that, it ap-
pears, from information given to me, that the Government
of hon. gentlemen opposite have taken upon themselves the
right to lay out an Indian reserve upon the lands on which
the timber limite have been sold. I believe they acted
under what is known as the Robinson Treaty, which was
made some 37 years ago. The clause on which they acted
is the 6th clause, which reads as follows :-

"Shawmakiskick. This band a tract of land now occupied by them,
and contained between two rivers, called White Fish River and Wanab-
tasche, seven miles inland."

Under that clause it appears that the Government, I
think, two or three years ago, laid ont this particular re-
serve, althougb never asked to do it for 37 years, and sold
the timber on the reserve to one of the hon. gentlemen
opposite. My information is that the hon. member for
Ottawa purchased the timber on the reserve from this Gov-
ernment, which timber had originally been sold by the On-
tario Government. Now, I am informed that the value of
that timber is between $250,000 and $300,000 to the gentle-
men who bought from the original vendees of the Ontario
Government. Of course the sum originally paid to the
Ontario Government was not very large. 14 was large
enough at that time, but we all know that timber limits
have become extremely valuable. This Government, in
taking away these timber limite, have to that extent inter-
fered with the vested rights of purchasers from the Ontario
Government. If any one will undertake to look at the
map covering this Indian reserve, he will plainly see that
the surveyors, whether under instruction from the Govern-
ment or not I do not know, went out of their way to
select this reserve where they did. The treaty speaks of au
area of land between two particular waters. I have had an
opportunity of seeing the map for a moment, and it was
quite possible for the surveyors to have selected the reserve
at other places than where they did select it. It bas been
selected-so I have been informed, and t have every reason
to rely upon the information-where the very best pine is
to be found in the original berths sold by the Ontario
Government. That Government, in 1872, sold berthe 70, 76,
69, 75, 84 and 83, and the surveyors have angled among
those berthe in such a way as to take the very best pine that
they contain. Hon. gentlemen opposite will see that this
muet cause a conflict between the purchasers from
the vendees of the Ontario Government and the
Dominion Government. One of the purchasers has already
made a demand on the Ontario Government to be recouped
for the timber, on the strength of this Government having
taken this reserve and sold the pine to one of their sup-
porters. I think this is a matter which involves very
important rights. If this Government are to resurrect old
treaties and lay out Indian reserves, and thereby take away
pine and other property which had been sold by the Ontario
Government and seil it to their friends, I think we have a
right to know it. I think we are also entitled to know who
are to recoup the gentlemen who have purchased from the
Ontario Government or from the vendees of that Govern-
ment. This matter is far more important than on its face
it seems to be, and I ouly regret that it was not placed in
some other member's hande who would do more justice to
it. I hope that the motion will pass, and that the return
will be brought down.
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Mr. PERLEY (Ottawa). I beg to ask who the hon. 8. What was the price per patient per dieux paid to the Montreal

gentleman means by the hon. member for Ottawa? Ge 1 r 8 Hospital for the care of uick seamen during the same yru-

Mr. BARRON. It was not My intention to mentWhat the aggregae amount that bas be charged dring the
Mir BABON I wa no myinenton o mnton alY said terni of years to the fund for the relief of Sick and Distreseed Marinera,

hon. member, but now that I am asked the question, my as for expenditure in connection witt this Quebec Hospital, by vinas of
information is this: that the hon. member, I think the mem- the Act 31 Victoria, chafter 64, section 12 (now 40 Victoria, chapter 76,
hbe for Ottawa nrchased the timber from this Government section 16)?-(Sir Donald Smith.)

on this particular reserve, the timber having been pre-
viously sold by the Ontario Government, as I stated.

Mr. BOWELL. Which member for Ottawa?

Mr. BARRON. Mr. Robillard.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Papers, correspondence, reports, Orders in Council, &c., relating to
claims made by revising barristers for pay or salary, and a returu
showing the actual amounts allowed to each revising barrister, &c ,
and all reports or Orders in Council showing the rate, ecale or amount
which the Government have determined to pay the several revising
barristers.-(Mr. Davies.)

Copies of all Orders in Couneil, and of all correspondence between the
Government of Canada and the Government of the Province of Ontario,
and between the Government of Canada and any person or persons,
respecting timber licenses and Crown titles to lands affected by claims
of îettlers, and by mining claims, within the so-called Disputed Ter-
ritory-(Mr. Dawson.)

Return showing the names of ail persons who applied for fishing
bounties for the year 1885, for the District of Grand Narrows and Washa-
buck, in the county of Victoria, Nova Scotia, showing toc the names of
those applicants who, for that year, were refused ; showing toc, if the
claim for fishing bounty of Michael McDougall was refused; and if so,
why; showing toc, if said McDougall was afterwards appointed fishery
Warden for the said district, and if he was, shewing who was his imme-
diate predecessor, and if the latter resigned or was dismissed, and if
dismissed aIl papers showing why.-(Mr. Barron )

Copies of ail claims presented to the Department of Railways for lands
expropriated for the construction of the St. Charles Branch Railway in
the county of Lévis ; aiso a statement showing the amount of each
claim, the names of those whose claims have been settled up to lut
A pril, 1887, and the amount awarded to them, and the names of those
whose claims are still pending.-(Kr. Guay.)

Copies of petitions presented from time to time, and supported by the
several Transatlantic steamship companies and other persons, praying
for the building of a breakwater at Point du Père.-(Mr. Fiset.)

*Copy of the contract with D. A. Duffy for the erection of the new
wing of the penitentiary at Dorchester; also any claims or applications
made for extras, and aiso any recommendations for allowance of such
claims or any of them, and alseo al correspondence between the con-
tractor and the Department of Public Works.-(Mr. Weldon, St John.)

Copies of ail surveys, reporte and correspondence in connection with
the survey of the Straits of Northumberland, with the view of building
a subway across the Straits. Also the names of engineers employed,
with detailed account of expenses incurred in said survey during the
year 1886.-(Rr. Perry.)

Return showing the nature of the agreement made between the
Government and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and other
parties (if any), respecting the town site of Regina and other town
sites in which the Governiment is part owner, the cost to the Govern-
ment of collecting their share of the payments made on lots sold in such
town sites up to the 30th June, 1886 ; also the amount realised up to
that date by the Government on the sale of such lots, and the number
of lots in town sites, together with the quantity of farm lands in the
North-West Territories to which the Canadian Pacific RailwayCompany
is entitled, but for which up to the present they have not received
patents from the Government.-(Mr. Davin.)

Return giving the following details of the expenditure connected with
the support Of the Marine and Immigrant Rospital in the city of Quebec,
during the term of years fron the date of Confederation to 30ot June,
1886, and showing :

1. What was the aggregate amount voted by Parliament or the
maintenance of this hospital during the said terni of years ? and

2. What was the amount actually expended ?
3. What was the number of persons, other than sick mariners, who

received hospital care there during the said terni ? and
4. What waa the aggregate number of days of hoapital treatient

accorded to them ?
5. What was the number of sick marinera who reoceived hospital care

during the same term ? and
6. What was tie number of days of hospital treatment accorded to

them ?
7. What was the average cost per patient per diem of both classes of

patients during iaid terni ?

Copies of ail correspondence and telegrams, since 31et December lant,
relating to the construction or repair of breakwaters or piers at Scott's
Bay, Horton Landing and Boot Island, in King's county, Nova Sootia;
and also of all instructions to an engineer of the Department of Public
Works, who visited said localities during the months of January and
February last, with his reports thereon.-(Ur. Borden.)

Copies of surveys of a proposed line of railway from Kinguport, on the
Basin of Minas, to connect with the Windsor and Annapolis Railway,
together with the instructions issued to the engineers, and the corres-
pondence and telegrams relating to the survey, or a Dominion subsidy
in aid of the construction of the railway, between any member of the
Government, or any officer of the Department of Railways, and anyother
persons.-(Mr. Borden.)

Copy of the report of Judge Taylor, made under the prôvisions of the
commission issued to him to enquire into the administration of justice
by the Hon. Jeremiah Travis, in the North-West.-(Xr. Mulock.)

Copies of all correspondence iad between the Department of the
Interior and one Peter Gray, of Moose Mountain, respecting one Edward
Brokovski, an employé of the Departmont at Moosomin, North-West
Territories, and of all letters and communications to the Department
from any and all other persons bearing upon the conduct and compe-
tency in office of the said Brokovski.-(Mr. Barron.)

Copies of all correspondence, telegrams, &c., between the Customs
Department and the collector of Customs for the port of Gas?é, respect-
ing the seizure and forfeiture of the schooner " Ste. Anne ' and eight
barrels of spirits confiscated for infraction of the revenue laws of the
Dominion, together with copies of accounts paid for wages and other
expenses of the said schooner, and an account of the proceeds of the sale
of the said spirits, made on the 6th July, 1885.-(Mr. Langelier, Mont-
morency )

Copies of aIl reports of engineers, or of commissions of engineers,
made to the Government respecting the disastrous fiaods which have
occurred on the south shore and on the north shore of the St. Lawrence,
at and in the vicinity of the city of Montreal, for somm years pat.

2nd. Copies of all correspondence, resolutions of municipal councils,
and other documents in relation to the said subject, now in the hands of
the Government.

3rd. A statement of all expenditure incurred by the Government for
surveys and experiments made in connection therewith, together with
the names of persons to whom payments were made and dates of such
payments.-(Mr. Rinfret.)

Copies of the Order in Council appointing Louis Boisvert, lighthouse
keeper at Grondines, in the place of E. Trottier; and copies of ail cor-
respondence recommending Charles N. Trottier for this position.-
(Mr. Rinfret.)

Copies of all Orders in Council, or other documenta, granting a power
to constrnct any bridge, dam, breakwater, or other obstructions in the
Rideau River, from its mouth to its source.-(Mr. Robillard.)

Copies of charges preferred and complaints made against Daniel
Wellbanks, now, or recently mail carrier between Pictou and Milford,
in Province of Ontario, the name or names of the person or persons
preferring such charges or making such complainte, the evidence pro-
duced in support of said charges, and Departmental or other order
terminating his contract.-(Ir. Platt.)

Copies o ail accounts, correspondence, documents, &c., of Hubert
Hébert, revising officer for the electoral district of Montmagny, in
respect to the preparation of the electoral lists, and in relation to
himself, and also his clerk, bailiff and other employées in connection
with the making of the said lists ; also copies of the accounts for the
printing of the same.-(Mr. Choquette.)

Copies of all contracts entered into between the Government and
John Harvey for the construction of slides and other improvements on
the Mattawa River ; also copies of aIl advertisements asking for tenders
for such work, copies of such tenders and all other papers, letters and
correspondence between the Government and Hrvey relating to sncb
contracts and works.-(Mr. Lister.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
morrow ?

What business to.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Bills 47, 39, 56 and thon
very likely Supply.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

1887.



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 7,

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 7th June, 1887.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaarYas.

RELIEF OF SUSAN ASH.

Mr. SMALL moved that Bill (No. 135) from the Senate,
for the relief of Susan Ash, be now read the first time.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. SPEAKS1R. Motion agreed to on a division.
Mr. SMALL moved that said Bill be read the second

time to-morrow.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Before that motion is car-
ried I wish to say to the hon. gentleman that I will not
ask a division at this stage of the Bill, but when the second
reading of the Bill comes on, I will ask for a division.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) Befoiethat motion is carried I wish
to ask if the evidence bas been yet distributed. There are
some very important law questions which, I think, will
give rise to some little discussion upon that Bill, and I for
one, as at present advised, will hardly feel myseif in a
position to do so, as that Bill now stands. I should hesi-
tate to give a vote without reading the evidence, and I do
not think I ought to be forced to do so, and I hope before
the hon. gentleman asks this Bill to be read the second
time, the evidence will be distributed to the members, so
that we may have an opportunity of understanding some
of the constitutional questions involved in that Bill.

Mr. SMALL. The evidence has been distributed. I had
it yesterday.

Mr. SPEAKE R. It is not a usual practice to have all
the evidence printed. Hon. members can find the evidence
in the proceedings of the Senate which are distributed
daily.

Motion agreed to on a division.

RELIEF OF MAR[E LOUISE NOEL.

Mr. SMALL moved that Bill (No. 108) from the Senate,
for the relief of Marie Louise Noel, be now read the first
time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. On a division.
Motion agreed to on a division.
Sir HIICTOR LANGEVIN. I make the same remark

to the hon. gentleman in respect of this Bil that I id in
the first instance.

REPORT OF THE PRINTING COMbITTE E.

Mr. BERGIN. I ought properly, I suppose, to-day, to
move the adoption of the report of the Joint Committee on
the Printing of both louses, but as this is a Goverument
day, and bon. gentlemen probably would like to look into
the report a littie more fully, I propose to do so to-morrow
and not to-day. The report was presented yesterday,

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before the introduction
of Bills I will give notice, or, if the House will allow me, I
will move now:

That when this House adjourns on Friday it stand adjourned until
Saturdayafternoon at three o'clock, and Government Orders shall have
precsdea.

t3ir HEcTo LANGEIN.

I move this motion now as we shall lose Thursday, it
being a fête d'obligation, and the louse wilI not ait.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. CHARLTON. May I be permitted to ask the First

Minister when he hopes to be able to prorogue the House ?

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. I ought to ask that
question of hon gentlemen oppgsite, as the House is gener-
ally in the hands of Her Majesty's Opposition. However,
I must say that on this head we have no cause to complain
of any attempt whatever to delay unduly the business of
Parliament; and with the assistance of the House,
if public, business will allow, I think we might pos-
sibly prorogue on Saturday, 18th June.

Sir RICEARD CART WRIGI1T. I mhould like to enquire
of the hon. gentleman, whether he is in a position to state
if the Government will call the attention of the House te
any other measires than those of which they have already
given notice. I should like to know it the bill of fare before
us includes everything to which he proposes te direct our
attention, or whether there are any other measures which
he proposes te submit.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps not literally the
only measures, but we will endeavor te add as few addi-
tional important measures as possible between now and the
18th.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Do the Government propose to
go on with all the measures on the paper relating to the
reconstruction of the Departments ?

Sir JOUIN A. MACDONA LD. Yes.

LICENSING OF WEIGHERS.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
136) to confer certain powers on Boards of Trade as te the
licensing of weighers.

Mr. JONES. Will the hon. gentleman explain the pro-
visions of the Bill ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. A very small change is proposed.
Some of the Boards of Trade have recommended to the
Department that the present state of the law with respect
to weighers was not satisfactory. The weighers in England
are sworn, the weighers iii this country are not sworn.
The law is iound te operate in favor of English buyers who
have the certificate of a sworn weigher. It is proposed to
have the weighers here sworn, and this Bill gives power to
Boards of Trade to license them.

Mr. JONES. Does that refer te Cistoms weighers, the
Government weighers ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. They will be weighers for the Board
of Trade. The Bil gives powor to Boards of Trade to make
such appointments.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PAYMEN T OF INTERESI? BY THE CROWN.

Mr. T HOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
137) respecting the paying of interest by the Crown. He
said: This Bill contains two provisions only: the first is
that the Crown may puy interest in all cases where it would
be payable as between subject and subject; and the sewond
is, that when interest is so paid it shal net exceed six per
cent.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Bill retrospective in its action,
or does it apply only te future engagerments ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The Bill makes no special Provisions
on that subject.
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Mr. MITCH ELL. But what is the effect?
Mr. THOMIPSON. It is prospective; it has no retro-

spective provision.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

REVISION 0F VOTERS' LISTS.

Mr. CHARLTON. Before the Orders of the Day are
called I desire to enquire of the Government, for my own
information chiefly, as to their intention with respect to
the Bll to amend the Electoral FrAnchise Act. The busi-
ness of making preparations for the revision of the rolls has
been suspended in many ridings, in my own riding among
others, and we would like to obtain a definite assurance
from the Government as to whether it is intended to have
the rolls revised this year or not. If the matter were
allowed to go along to the close of the Session, and at the
very last moment some provision should ho made for the
revision of the lista, it might p!ace those not informed as to
the Government's intentions in a bad position, and it would
be only fair to members of the flouse who have lists to
attend to, that they should know what are the intentions of
the Government. The Bill, I observe, is not printed, and
for that reason it might be inferred that it would not ho
proceeded with.

Mr. TROMPSON. I presume the question of the hon.
member really is, whether the Bill now on the paper is to
be proceeded with. It will be proceded with.

Mr. CHARLTON. It makes provision to allow the lista
to stand over to another year ?

Mr. TROMPSON. Yes.
Mr. LAURIER. I observe the Bill is not yet printed.
Mr. THOMPSON. I see it is not, but it will be printed

immediately.

THE HIGH COMMISSIONER IN LONDON.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I should like to call the attention
of the First Minister to the return with respect to the resig-
nation of the High Commissioner, and the office of the ligh
Commissioner in London. The High Commissionor informed
the flouse, since the Session opened, that he was to resume
the duties of the office immediately after the close of the
session.

Sir JOHN A. MACD3NALD. No, I think not.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I was going to call the hon.

gentleman's attention to the fact that there is no reference to
that matter in the papers brought down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What the hon. gentleman
said was, that he or some one else would take the position
of High Commissioner after the Session.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Certainly, I understood him to
speak in the direction I have indicated. Arc we to under-
stand that the Finance Minister has not been offered by the
Government, and he has not agreed to accept, the position
of High Commissioner ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We understand the mat-
ter perfectly. The question of whether the hon. gentleman's
services will be more useful as fligh Commissioner in Lon.
don, or by remaining here as a member of the Government,
we will consider after the Session is over, and not before.

THE FISH[ERIES REPORT.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. L). I with again to call the
attention of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to the non-
distribution of the report of the fisheries branch of his De.
partment. I called attention to this matter yesterday, and
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the hon. gentleman replied to me in rather a captious
spirit, because I said that the report had not been distri.
buted to hon. gentlemen on this aide of the flouse. The
reason I mentioned hon. gentlemen on this aide was because
I had no opportunity of consulting hon. gentlemen on the
other aide. I knew I had not received my own copy ;
I asked lon. members about me, and found that it had not
been distributed to them. I wish again to repeat, in the
hon. gentleman's own presence, that I hardly think it is
creditable to lis Department that, when we are within
measurable distance of prorogation, and when the Premier
has stated that we will probably prorogue on the 18th, we
are still without the report of that most important branch
of the Department, at a critical time like this, when it is so
important that the negotiations with regard to the fisheries
should be thoroughly understood by the country, and hon.
members of the flouse should bethoroughly informed upon
them. I repeat again that I think the flouse is entitled to
some explanation why a report, which to all appearance
should have been prepared at the beginning of the Session,
when this flouse met at so late a period, bas not been dis-
tributed now, when we are nearing the close of the Session,
and when it will be impossible for lon. gentlemen to give
it proper attention, owing to the pressure of butiness on
our time. I think the hon. genileman should give his
special attention to the matter and have the report distri-
buted to hon. membeis at once. It is now some five or six
days since he laid a copy on the Table of the House. What
the secret of the delay is I cannot understand, but certainly
the fact is not creditable to the Department.

Mr. FOSTER. I informed my hon. friend yesterday
what the secret of delay was. I said that the report bad
been in the printers' hands six or eiglit weeks, and that I
got one copy bound as soon as I could to lay on the Table
of the flouse. The others are not yet bound, but they are
being bound as rapidly as possible, and thy will be in the
hands of hon. members just as soon as there is a sufficient
number to distribute. One reason why the report las been
delayed later than it would have been, is, that the printers
were ordered to get out additional papers and documents,
and they had to lay aside their regular work for that pur-
pose. While it is important that the report should be
before the flouse, yet I think my hon. friend is scarcoly
warranted in considering the report of any great, r import-
ance this year than in former years, as what relates speci.
ally to the fisbery questiun has already been brought down.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not think the hon. gentte-
man's explanation is quite satisfactory. What would have
been our position if we had met in February or in the middle
of January, instead of the middle of April ? The hon.
gentleman should bear in mind that this report comes down
to July last, nearly twelve months ago-

Mr. FOSTER. It comes down to the end of the year.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, the hon. gentleman ias

had over five months to get out his report, so that I think
bis explanation is not one which can satisfy the House.
Certainly, if we had met at the usual time we would have
been in Session three months and would have left here
without receiving the hon. gentleman's report at all.

A LLOWANCE TO GODERROI LA VIOLETTE.

House resolved itself into committee to consider a certain
proposed resolution (p. 111) providing for the granting of
an allowance to Godefroi Laviolette, late warden of the
penitentiary of St. Vincent de Paul, in view of valuable ser-
vices rendered by him.-(Mr. Thompson.)

(In the Committee.)
Mr. LAURIER. las the hon. gentleman any explana-

tion to offer in support of this resolution ?
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Mr. THOMPSON. I will stato, as briofly as I can, to be very long in the enjoynent of the liberality whioh I ask

the committee, the reasons which induced the Government Parliament te extend W him.
to offer this resolution to the House. Mr. Laviolette, as the
committee, I suppose, is aware, was for some years warden Mr. LAURIER. I did not se. fit, Mr. Chairman, W eriti-
of the penitentiary at St. Vincent de Paul, It is a matter cise the motion that has been placed in your bande. 1
of publie notoriety that, about fifteen months ago, an emeute readily admit that Mr. Lavioiette ie entitled to some cer-
occurred in that institution of a very serions character, and pensatien for the loss of health and the suffering ho has
that the result of it was that, among other casualties, Mr. undergone in what ie, afLer ail, the service of ýbe country
Laviolette, while endeavoring actively, in the discharge of his Lt cannot be douied that, on the occasion W which the hon.
d uty, to suppress the revolt, sustained very serions injuries. gentleman las referred, Mr. Laviolette behaved in the most
[le conducted himself in the course of that day's proceed. admirable manner; not only so, bat le showed an arount
ings with very great heroism. It was not essential to the of courage-I right sayheroism-that iB fot often met with.
discharge of his duty that ho sbould have exposed himseolf As understand, Mr. Laviolette had the gâtes opeued, and
personally, but in the haste of the moment, and impelled by went hirseif W the yard in order W try persuasion with the
a courageous sense of duty, lie did expose himself to the convicts who had broken loose. It may ho that ho did not
fullest extent. He proceeded to one of the sheds where the show a great deal of jadgment in 80 doing, because it was
mon were congregated in a state of mutiny, and where very much like fighting demens. At the saie tire, I am
they had already obtained some arms. Ho found some of disposed not to deal critically with him, but W couside only
the keepers bound there, and ho endeavored to expostulate the courageous and heroic motives that impelled him. The
with the persons who were carry ing on the revoit. The conviets, instead of ehowing moderation, took hold of Mr.
result was that his effort to appease them entirely failed, Laviolette aud used him as a shieid te prevent the guards
and that they sought to make use of him as a shield te from firiug upon them; and even thon, I uuderstand, Mr.
protect them in the depredations which they then pro- Laviolette slowed bis courage by teliing the guards fot to
coeded to commit. They advanced in force to the wall and mmd himbut to do their duty. Under the circumstancosI am
instructed the warden, on pain of death, to give directions quite disposod te agree te the prineiple of the motion, and
to the keepers to open the gates, in order that they might net te criticise the action of tho Goverument in preposing it.
get their liberty. Ie not only emphatically refused to com- But I must say that in other respects the Government seen
ply with their demande, but instructed his officers te fire on te me highly censurable. I think the Goverument are ru-
the mutinous prisonere. They eventually obeyed his direc- pensible, net only for the money now expended te com.
tions; they did fire; one of the convicts was killed, and pensate a geod officer whe was disabled iu the performance
one or two others were wounded. In a fit of exasperation of hie duty, but 1 muet say they are te blare for that revoit
the warden was fired at from behind and sustainel three haviug taken place at ail. It has been a matter of notoriety
very serions wounds, one of which broke his jaw, another for some years that the St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary
pierced his wrist, and the third inflicted a serions wound in las been in a mest lamentable condition. Ever since Mr.
his thigh. He was not expected to recover from these Laviolette was appointed te office the peuitentiary las beon
wounds, but lie recovered to a certain extent. le was going from bad to wore, until tho end was that revoit.
given leave of absence, in order to ascertain whether Day after day thero were escapes fror the penitoutiary,
entire freedom from his duties would aid his restoration to and yar after year scandale occurred. 1 would net iay the
health; but it was found, after the lapse of nearly ton fauit ou Mr. Laviolotto; but the tact le, that during tue
months, during which the institution was in charge of the time ho was lu the peuiteutiary, he was in constant quar-
deputy warden, that, while the immediate results following rois with bis chef officers. The consequence was that the
from the wounds had been mitigated, there was no prospect inspecter reperted again aud again that the Govoront
of his health being restored. [n fact, he was not only sheuid tako some action, but they nover did. lu thie thcy
entirely unfit for duty, but unable to leave his room even so are highIy censurable, aud I eanet imagine what thoy eau
late as ton months after the revolt occurred. Considering urge in their dofonce. Lot us look at the book recently
that hie conduct was most courageous, and that these very laid befnre the House. On the 2nd of January, 1884, Mr.
serions injuries had come upon him while in the immediate Inspecter Meylan, atter noticing several derelietiona et
discharge of duty, well performed, I thought, inasmuch, as duty ou tue part of tue wardon, ooncluded hie report on the
his retirement from his post had become inevitable in conse- state et the penitentiary iu these werds:
quence of his health having been entirely shattered, that it "1 have te add that the warden does net take, in good spirit, either
was our duty to propose to Parliament that he should be any mention cf these abnses and defeots or the suggestion of their being

hborllydesit wth s rgars sueranuaion.Theefoe, revented or remedied- What is forced, upon me by the actual utate of
liberally dealt with as regardssile diharge of plain duty, attributed by him
I propose, that for the remainder of his life, instead of the te personal or national prejudice-. groundiess charge and wholly with-
superannuation allowance, which lie would otherwise have eut proaf
been entitled to, which would have been under 1,000, he "LI a word, the condition cf the whole administration cf this penh-tentiary, if examined int beneath the surface, would show that there is
shall continue to receive the salary ho would have received a great want cf common sense, sound judgment and ordiuary disoretiou
if ho had continued to discharge his duties. Of course, hon. and intelligence on the part of the chiefexecutive officer."
members are aware that his emoluments will not be the same When that was the conclusion te which the inspecter ef
as they would have been had he continued in office, because ponitentiaçies had cere, that there was, on the part et the
the perquisites, such as the use of hie dwelling, fuel, light, chiot officer ef tue penitentiary, want of judgrnnt, waut cf
and the keep of a horse and cow, would probably be worth common sonse, and even want et ordinary diecreLion, it
S1,000 more. There was one other allowance which I would seer te me that the beunden daty of the Geverumont
thought it would be reasonable to ask Parliament to grant, was at once W take some stop te romody sucli a statof
and that is this: If he had to rely on the annuity only, it thinge, aud W preveut what want cf cemmon sens., aud
would have taken, in all probability, the greater part of ono want et judgmentand want et ordinary disretion were sure
year's salary to provide for removal and another louse; te lad te at some time or other. Ifiud that this volume is
and I thought, as we had adopted the principle of continu- full cf raucor, whieh was going on between the wardeu and
ing the same salary that ho had before, it was only fair toith deputy warden, the warden accusing tue depaty cf
make a reasonable allowance to him for removal expenses. wanting iu hie duty, and the deputy reterting with a charge
I am, therefore, asking Parliament $1,000 for removal et want cf duty againet the wardeu. Thse fas were
expenses, sud I only regret that the indications are, from brought te the notice cf the Goverumont again and &gain,
what I know and have heard of his health, that he will not and yet ne action was taken. Time and fgain the =&te

Mfr. LAiuUtaa.

806



COMMONS DEBATES.
was also brought to the attention of the House; but on such
occasions, as on other occasions, we were not able to obtain
from the Government the information to which we were
entitled, and in that respect, also, the Government are highly
censurable, for having kept from the House information
which they had in their possession for several years, and
which has now corne before the House for the firet time.
Had that information been communicated toi the House at
the proper time, when it was first received, it is
probable that the House would have forced the Gov-
ernment to take action, and if that had been done
all these troubles would have been prevented. But,
at last, public opinion compelled the Government to
take some action, and they appointed, not one, but two or
three investigations. Strange to say, howeve,-and i do
not want to lay any blame on anybody ; I take the infor-
mation as I have it-strange to say, Mr. JLaviolette, the
warden, complained again and again of the inspector, that,
at all times, it was ho who was entrusted with the enquiry.
If the Government had so much confidence in the inspector,
that they entrusted to him every enquiry and investiga.
tion, it seems to me they should, at least, have abided by his
judgment and conclusions. I have just stated the conclusions
to which the chief inspector had come in 1884. I find an
other report of an investigation made by Mr. Baillairgé,
and concerring which ho made a report dated 31st March,
1885. That report expressed again his conclusion as to
the utter unfitness of Mr. Laviolette in the strongest
language it was possible to use. This is what he said :

" I beg, therefore, to state that, accordingto the opportunities which
I have had of forming an opinion of the warden, I am reluctsntly
forced to the conclusion that he is utterly unsuited fur the important
trust confided to his charge. His errors of judgment-seri>us in many
instances--have been too numerous to result from any other cause than
natural defect or dogged determination to ignore ail rule and authority.
He lacks that firmness and determination so essential in one exercising
the functions with which he is clothed by the law. In that self-respect
and dignity of character, which should withhold one in his position
from too free and easy intercourse, not only with subordinate officers,
but even with convicts, he has shown himself sadly deficient. His
sense of jnstice and veracity, as manifested in his treatment of the
deputy warden and chief keeper, appears to be greatly at fault.' The
exceptional treament, in one extreme or the other, which he has ac-
corded to the officers, and his easy credulity in believiug the tales of
convicts, and thereby in gratifying their whims and caprices, betray a
degree of unfairness and weakness quite at variance with that impar-
tialiiy and strength of mind which should be prominent traits in the
chief officer of a penal institution. It happens that the warden's de-
fects are known to, and freely discussed by the officers and convicts
alike. Hence, it may be truly said that 'his usefulnes' in his present
capacity 'is gone.' Oonsequently, I recommend that he be superan-
nuated or transferred to some other position under the Goverument
wherein his peculiar talents may render him more useful in the public
service."

That advice was given on the 31st March, 1885. Then the
inspector, who had just completed his third or fourth en-
quiry, came deliberately to the conclusion that the useful-
ness of Mir. Laviolette was gone. Still the Government
remained perfectly inactive in that matter. There is a
remark here made by the chief inspector, which is rather
pregnant, in consequence of the facts which afterwards
took place. He says that Mr. Laviolette was too free, not
only with the officers, but even with the convicts, and we
know-for this volume is full of examples of it-that the
administration of the penitentiary was divided into two
camps, the one headed by the warden, the other, by the
deputy warden. On one side were certain of the officers,
and on the other side were certain of the officers; even the
convicts took part in the quarrel, some on the one side and
others on the other. Could a more deplorable state of
things exist in a penitentiary, when even convicts took a
part in the wrangles that went on between the warden and
the deputy warden ? Is it, therefore, astonishing that at
last that state of things culminated in a revolt, in which
one of the convicts lost his life and several were
wounded, and in which the warden himself, rising at
last equal to the oecasion, was mont severely wounded.

On that occasion, at leset, the warden acted nobly, and in a
manner wbich entitles him to the consideration of the
House. For his previous conduct I do not want to censure
him at all. If ho was unfit it was not hie fault, but the fault
of the Government which appointed him to that position
and kept him there, and the Government cannot escape the
censure which this Parliament should inflict upon it for al.
lowing that state of things to go on, not for one, but for
four or tive years, withont remedy, although its attention
had been called to it again and again by its own officer.
Why should there have been so many investigations held,
when the conclusion arrived at was i nvariably the same, and
when each report, after being handed in to the office of the
Department of Justice, remained there a dead letter, without
any action being taken upon it? In myjudgment, Mr.Lavio-
lette should have the money granted to him by this resolu.
tion. Hàe has lost his bealtb, and I believe the hon. the
Minister spoke truly when ho said he would not live to en-
joy the little gratification about to be made to him; but, at
the same time, while in this matter Parliament is doing its
duty towards this officer, the Government cannot escape
condemnation for the course it has taken.

Mr. THOMPSON. I am sorry that, while the bon. gen-
tleman seems to entirely agree that this is a proper vote,
he should have thought it proper to make reflections,
which, not only have the effect of aspersing the action of
the Government, but are more severe in relation to the
character of the officer to whom we are about to extend a
liberal vote. The hon. gentleman, I hold, bas not quite
fully stafed the case when ho bpeaks of the Government as
being highly censurablo for having disrogarided reports
made, from time to time, with regard to complaints com.
ing from this institution. i admit that from an early
period in 188 1, there were occasionally complaints from
ite prison. Under my predecessor, those complaints were
always directly attended to, and fully investigated. The
inspector, it is true, was the only person who, in two or
three of these investigations, was sent to make the enquiry.
That is not to be wondered at. fHe is the officer charged
with the duty, ho is the person who bas had long experi-
ence in connection with the administration of prison
affaire, and a person in cvery way qualified to conduct these
investigations. Later on, it is true, the warden oecupied
an attitude of hostility with regard to him; and if I arn
bound to express, as the hon. member for Quebec
East (Kr. Laurier) seems determined that I should, an
opinion as to the propricty of Mr. Laviolette's conduct dur-
ing his term of office, I am compelled to admit that I think
ho was, to a large extent, censurable for his management of
that institution. I must say, howover, in justice to him,
as well as to the Government, that the fault which he com-
mitted in the management of the institution was one of a
very generous kind. The impression I have received, after
very long and careful examination of the prison officers,
myself, is that the laxity of discipline which occurred in
that institution was due altogether to his kindness of heart,
ai d his disposition not to take notice of complaints made
against the prisoners by inferior officers, or made by inferior
officers against each other. It was fonnd necessary, for
the complote restoration of discipline there, that every com-
plaint made by inferior officers against the prisoners, or
against each other, should be followed by prompt and severe
punishment. That was all that ijas found necessary
to restore discipline. It was only, in my judg-
ment, for the want of a disposition to be severe in
the punishment of trivial offences by the prisoners
that disorders were allowed to creep in at alil;
and the want of severity, the want in some instances of great
severity on the part of the warden is almost the only fault
that can be found with him in the administration of the
prison. At a subusquent poriod, the *ardon oocupied au
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attitude of hostility to the inspector himself, and, in answer country,having taken an interest in him becanse 1 had kmown
to the reports which the hon. gentleman has read, ho stated him as a belI.boy in the hotel in which I live, the Windsor
that the inspector had conceived a prejudice against him iotel, the Govornment took into consideration the broie
and had taken the opportunity of his visits to the institu- effort whicl ho made to sustain the authority in that prison,
tion to misrepresent him to the Government. I believe that and by closing that door to prevent these mon from getting
howas entirely mistaken, but the result was to call for fuller jute the interior of the prison, and the Minister informed
action on the part of the Goverument before displacing me that ho lad rednced the Iad's sentence from twenty
the warden. Considering that the only fault with which years te ton years. I personaliy tlanked the Minister and
he could be charged was a want of severity, I think the the Government for baving done 80.
Government would have been censurable if they had simply Resolution reportod and concurred in.
dismissed Mr. Laviolotte, especially after the action which M T
ho took in the revoit, for which the Government now pro- moved for bave to introduce Bil
pose to reward him. The Government thought it botter to (No. 138) to provide for the payment of a yearly aliowauce
make a faller investigation, and, in 1885, an investigation to Godefroi Laviolette, late warden of the Pouitfnîiary ef
was made, not only by the inspector, but by Mr. Baillairgé St. Vincont de Pui.
as well, an investigation which was made under oath, under Motion agreed to, and Billrend the first time.
which a great number of offlcers were examined, and that
investigation extended long into 1885. The report which I ÇOUNTERFRIT NOTES.
have was net made until Jane.d s ty i r

Mr. LAURIER. March, 1885. The investigation was Mr. TIlO MPSON moved second reading of Bil(No. 123)
made in 1884. respecting the defacing of counterfeit notes and the use of

imitation notes.
Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, it began in 1884. I do not

think that, under the circunstances, the Government eau
be censured either for not dismissing Mr. Laviolotte before,
or for keeping back information from -the flouse when
this very full investigation was ordered and was being con-
tinued. The report was only presented in 1885, and I
do not think there is good reason for believing that the
differences which occurred between the warden and his
principal officers, eaused the revoit wbich occurred la't
year. I believe thvt, to a great extent, the cause of' that
revoltrwas the laxity of discipline and the want of severity
which I have before mentioned, and it is worth the hon.
member's consideration, especially when he speaks abouk
publie opinion having compelled us at last to make an en-
quiry, that, while we are charged here with undue leniency
in dealing with the warden, and with undue consideration
for him, we have been constantly assailed for years past in
another place for having beeû unduly severe in dealing
with the warden, and in pressing upon him the recom-
mendations of our inspector. While the hou. member is
disposed to throw all the blame upon the Government that
can be heaped upon us in connection with this transaction,
I must say that there are other persons not altogether
unconnected with public life whom I hold responsible for
the disturbance which took place there, and whom we
know were not under the control or under the advice of the
Government.

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

(In the Committee.)
Mr. THOMPSON. I explained briefly to the House,

when I introduced the Bill, the object in view. At present,
we have no statutory provision enabling counterfeit notes
to be defaced, and the result is that, after being presented,
when they are detected as being spariou, they are retai ned
Io the person who presents them and go back into circu-
lation. The object of the Bill is to enable any person charged
with the receipt and disbursement of public money, or any
officer of a bank doing business in Canada, to obliterate such
notes wben they are presented to him, by stamping the
word "counterfeit " upon them in such a way that they
shall not be taken into circulation again. The second clause
is to prevent the annoyance of counterfeits in the nature of
notes which have a resemblance to bank notes, although
they are not really bank notes, and may deneive persons
who are not accustomed to handle money to any large
extent.

Sir RICE ARD CARTPWRIGHT. What is the reason of
the rather severe penalty infblieed for this putting a busi-
ness notice on or across a note ? I had seen it sometimes
done, but I hardly thought it had grown to such a nuisance
as to require an imprisonment of three months, as provided
in the second clause.

Mr. MITCIELL. I must take this opportunity of mak- Mr. TRHOMPSON. The reason of the severity is that
ing a few remarks te the Minister Of Justice in connection the offence is connected with the circulation of spurious
with ihis revoit. I do net intend te deal with the merits money, and the temptation is very great.
of the subject, but the point I intend te speak to is outside Sir RICHARD CARTW RIGHT. I am speaking of this
of what has been discussed in this House. I desire te pay portion of it. Anybody who:
a just tribute te the consideration which the GovernmeUt "9Writes, prints or otherwise impresses upon any each note, obliga-
of the day have shown in connection with that revoit te a tion or security any business or profesionl card, notice or advertise-
poor unfortunate fellow wbo had net a single friend in the ment, or any notice or advertisement of any matter or thing whatever,

is liable, on summary conviction before two justices of the peaes, to acountry, but who was committed to that penitentiary for penalty of $100 or three month' imprisonment, or both."
twenty years. le is net only unfortunate in his isolation, It seems rather a severe accumulation of penalty for a thingbut also in his color. He happens to bc a negro boy who, of that kind.for an offence which was an accident, in which he happened
aocidentally te shoot a man in a souffle with another per- Mr. T1HOMP3ON. The penalty applies te the whole
son, was comrnitted for twenty years. I had occasion te clause.
call the attention of the Minister of Justice te Ibis very Sir RICHARD CAR'WRIGHIT. Yes, but it applies te
severe sentence, and te the course which I thought ought both. I would net see se much objection te its applying to
te be taken after the revoit occurred. He was one, I be- the first portion as te the second portion. It seoems a severe
lieve, who had the courage te resist the conspirators, and penalty for a thing of that kind.
who closed the door which prevented them from getting
into the main building; and I am pleased te say that, hav. Mr. MILLS(Bothwoll). Thisseems to be amultiplication of
ing called the attention of the Minister to the fact, and to offences unnecessarily. Of course there are manyinstances of
the further fact that the boy was alone and friendless in this patent medicine advertisements being printed in the form of a
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bank note. Now, any one who would undertake to pass
such an advertisement as money, and seek to defraud any
one thereby, ought to be punished, of course, and it seems
to me that meets the whole cases. Why should this House
go on and legislate against engraving such an advertisement
if a patent medicine man chooses to have a bill of that sort
prepared, if he thinks he can sell is medicine thereby,
there is no harm done. It is only when there is an attempt
to pass it as money that there is wrong done. Perhaps the
hon. gentleman has had cases brought under his notice, but
so far as I know, there are very rarely any attempts of this
sort. We are legislating against what appears to me to be
an imaginary offence. We are simply interfering with the
liberty of people who engrave bills and advertisements as
may suit their fancy. Now, will the hon. gentleman make
it a criminal offence to import medicines that contain bills
engraved in the way here described, because, then, if he
does, then, of course, ho is carrying out bis law logically,
but if he does not, he is meroly interfering with the man in
this country who undertakes to engrave a bill of that sort,
and then he is undertaking to punish a man in Canada for
doing what may be done by an outsider with impunity.

Mr. TIHOMPSON. It is not an imaginary offence, it is
an offence whieh bas repeatedly occurred in many parts of
the Dominion. Frorr my own experience I bave known it
to cause considerable loss and inconvenience to poor people
who, pehaps, could not read, and who were not capable
of discriminating readily between good and bad monoy,
Reports coming from the Province of Ontario, lately,
have indicated this offence as calling for legislation.
The difficulty is in detecting and visiting with punish-
ment the person who commits the offence, and the
only way of dealing with the offence at all is to punish
everybody who is connected with it, not only the person
who huas put it in circulation-ho is very seldom caught-
but the person who engrave such notes, as we punish a per.
son who engraves a counterfeit note and the person who
makes use of it, to, by stamping it with lis advertisement
or business card. The person who makes use of it by
stamping it with bis business card or advertisement, is
really the person who puts it in circulation for his own
purposes. The only way to deal with an offence like that,
which is difficult of detec tion, and which is seldom detected,
after the billihas passed through several hands of unsuspect.
ing people, is to punish everybody who las anything to
do with the transaction. Lot everyone know that it is for-
bidden to have anythiing to do with such matters.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. There is force in what
the Minister of Justice says, but he did not quite meet the
point I took, which was this: The offence in the second
portion of this Act is not visited with the same penalty as
in the first part, which, as ihe truly says, might easily lead
to considerable fraud, though I was not aware that much
had occurred. The second part has reference simply to
persons writing or putting their business address, appar-
ently, across a note. That may become a nuisance in the way
of defacing our bills, but it is a different class of offence
altogether from the one mentioned, if I read bis measure
aright, in the first half. The first half refera to a person
printing circulars or advertisements so as to resemble a
Dominion note. No doubt a fraud may occur in that. The
habit is not infrequent, I take it, of a man stamping his
address and professional description on the back of a note.
Now, it is a sharp thing to say that such a man ihall be
liable to three montha' imprisonment. We might fine him
defacing a note in a moderate sum of money. The hon.
gentleman, no doubt, has ofton seen what I have alluded
to-on the back of a note a man would put " so and so,"
dealer in "so and so," but I had hardly thought it had
reached the point of being made a criminal offence.

193z

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think that this is a matter
calling for so severe a penalty, therefore, I have no objec.
tion to amend the clause by striking out the words begin-
ning "or who " down to the word "whatever " inclusive.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

NORTHI-WEST TERRITORIES ACT.

Mr. THOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.
127) to amend the North-West Territories Act.

Mr. MILLS. The proposed amendment in the first sec.
tion is unintelligible as it it stands, unless we have the
original Act before us. There was an understanding, to
which the First Minister gave his concurrence, that when
any verbal alteration was proposed the section should be
recited, and reprinted with the alteration. This is going
back to the old system, which was unsatisfactory.

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

(In the Committee.)

Mr. THOMPSON. I may explain what the nature of
the amendment is. Section 79 of the North-West Terri-
tories Act is the one which provides that a prisoner may be
detained in the custody of the North.West Mounted Police.
In the fourth lino the offonces for which a porson may be
so detained are recited, and the words are added "so
convicted." The word "so" is unmeaning, for there is
no allusion before those words to any conviction. We,
therofore, striko eut the word "Ils3" in the fourth line. In
the last lino of the Act the words struck out lead to
an ambiguity, because the Act does not deal with criminal
offences. The other change is in respect to a provision
which I mentioned to the louse when I introduced the Bill,
and it refers to appeal cases. When the Act was passed last
year bringing into force the Supreme Court of the North.
West Territories, no provision was made with respect to
pending cases, because there were none before the court in
Manitoba, although there were some which bad
been argued, and in respect of which judgment had
been reserved; and the Court of Appeal held that that Act
bad the effect of takiug away their jurisdiction to pronounce
judgment in those cases, although judgment had not been
pronounced.

Mr. DAVIN. I should like to ask the Minister of Justice
whether, after this Bill bas passed, a case appealed from
our own courts will have to be carried, first to Manitoba,
or whether it will be brought directly bore ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The appeal to Manitoba is taken
away.

Mr. DAVIN. That is as 1 understand it.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

DOMINION CONTROVZRrED ELECTIONS ACT.

Mr. THOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.
126) to amend "The Dominion Cont roverted Elections Act."

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

(In the Committee)
On section 1,
Mr. TIHOMPSON. I understand that the second sub-

section of section 9, of the Controverted Elections Act, has
given rise, in the Province of Ontario, to the belief that a
petition can only be presented in the Court of Appeal. It
is desirable, therefore, in order to remove that distinction,
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that the interpretatioi of the words "clerk of the court'
should be made so wide that a petition may be filed in any
of the divisions of the High Court of Justice. I propose
thereforo, to add the words "or in Ontario, in any division
of the igh Court of Justice."

On section 2,
Mr. THOMPSON. The object of this clause is likewise

to facilitate the disposal of the trial of the election petitions
which have been filed. As I explained on a former occa
sion, a number of these have been filed in one division of
the court, nearly always in the Court of Appeal, and it is
desirable to give facilities for distributing them. I wil
read to the House-as it is not a private letter-a letter I
have received on this subject from the Chief Justice of
Ontario. He says:

" I feel it my duty to bring under your notice the fact that under the
election law seventeen election petitions have already been filed in the
Court of Appeal. We are now within a littie over six weeks of
vacation-"

And this was written nearly a month ago-
i and we have about fifty-eight cases entered for argument, besides a
number that have been argued and stand for judgment. It is most un-
likely that of theaecases much more than one-ha itcan be disposed of by
the lot of July; and under such circumetancsýs it would ha most dis-
astrous to the interests of suitors if the appeal judges were to attempt to
dispose of this very heavy election business. I find, on enquiry, that
nevenhave been fied in te Queens Bench, four in the Common Pleas

and none in Chancery. 1 bring this condition of affairs under your
notice, while Parliament is in Session, so that the Executive Govern.
ment may consider whether it is advisable that any alteration should
be made in the law.

I may state that I have letters to the like effect from two
of the other judges.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am sure it would be satisfac.
tory to the public if the hon. gentleman would make pro-
vision that, in the trial of election petitions, two judges
should sit for trial, in the same manner as provincial elac.
tion petitions are tried in Ontario. Thore would be greater
uniformity of proceeding, and I am sure the public, and
those who are mpecially interested, those against whom
petitions are filed, would bc botter satisfied with the results
of the trial if that were the case I think this is a favorable
opportunity for the hon. gentleman to amend the law in
that particular. The number of the petitions is not great,
the judges will not be over-worked, and, under such a pro-
vision, there would b less disposition to call in question
the decision of the court. Sometimes a judge is not in the
best of health, but with two judges the trial would go on,
and the result would be less liable to be questioned than
under the present mode of procedure.

Mr. THOMPSON. The suggestion which the hon. gentle-
man bas made is of course entitled to our best donsideration,
but I ama not prepared to deal with it by way of an amend-
ment to this Bill. It would b an important change;
indeed, it would involve a consideration of all the provisions
of the Controverted Elections Act, and would involve, I may
eay, in many parts of the country at any rate, an entire
change in the arrangements which have been made for the
trial of these petitions. In some Provinces it would entail
very great delay, considering the large number of petitions
which are entered.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

SUPREME AND EXCHIEQUER COURTS ACTS.
Mr. THOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.

111) to amnend the Supreme and Exchequer Courts Acts, and
to niake better provibion for the trial of claims against the
Crown. Ile said: Whon i introduced this Bill I explained
the principal provisions which it contains. It has been
long felt that a better mode of procedure for the trial of
claims against the Crown and claims by the Crown was

Ma. THomPsoN.

needed in Canada. I need no botter evidence of that than
7 the fact that for three successive Sessions the matter has
, been brought before Parliament. The features of the Bill

are principally these : It is proposed to withdraw from the
judges of the Supreme Court of Canada the exchequer juris-
diction which they now pessess, both as to claims against
the Crown and claims by the Crown, and to vest that juris-
diction in a judge to b3 called the judge of the Exchequer
Court, and his court will bc the Exchequer Court. It is

- proposed that ho shall receive a salary of $6,000 a year.
f The reason for making so liberal a provision is that ho

will be a superior judge, and will have the adjudication of
l cases involving very large sums of money, and
[ cases involving both public and private interests

to a large extent. Bosides, his wo. k will be such
as to require all his time. It is proposed like.
wise to withdraw the powers of adjudication which the
Dominion arbitrators now exercise. I intend to suggest

f an amendment, which will be a matter of detail, and which
will enable the hoad of a Dopartment still to refer to one
of the Dominion arbitrators to report on, any claim which
may be made against any Dipartment without sending
them in the first instance to tho court. The Dominion
arbitrators are to be continued in office as official referees
of the Exchequer Court, in order that they may bc sent
to take evidence and report upon cases at distant points,
and to assist the judge in the progress of his business ; and
it will be convenicut, I think, that some claims which in-
volve small amount. instead of boing sent to the court for
adjudication, should b sont, as at present, to one of those
referees for report; because it frequently happons that
when claims are so roported upon their settlement is ar-
rived at without any expense to litigants or to the Crown.
At tho same time, the House will understand me as adher.
ing to the principle of withdrawing entirely from the
Dominion arbitrators the powers they now have to make
any adjudication on any claim. Ali that class
of claims which are now referred by the Mimister
to the Dominion arbitrators will bc hereafter
referred in the same way to the judge, and the judge will
deliberate and adjudicate upon tbose claims in precisely
the same way as upon petitions of right. It is proposed,
of course, to appoint a 1egistrar to the court at a salary of
$2,000 per annum ; and we take power to appoint such
other officers, including stenographers, as may become
necessary from time to time as tho business proceeds, it
being, of course, impossible at this stage to ascertain ex.
actly what staff of officers will be required. I think the
result of such a measure as this will be not only to im-
prove very considerably, indeed, the procedure in connec-
tion with claims against the Crown, but to ensure a far
more satisfactory disposition of them as regards the final
result than is possible now. The House is awat o that the
great body of claims laid against the Crown are claims
which are presented for adjudication to the Dominion arbi-
trators ; and without wishing to say a word in disparage.
ment of those gentlemen who have done thoir duLy with
great fidelity in the past, there is this inconvenience found
in connection with a body like that, thi it is composed of
four persons who have to travel to different parts of the
Dominion for the purpose of adjudicating upon cases, a plan
which is attended with very considerable expense. But
the more serions difficulty is that the board consista of lay.
men, and, as they have no technical knowledge of the raies
of evidence, or o procedure, the effect has been found to be,
that, in order to be strictly careful not to exclude evidence
which a perton skilled in the rules of evidence would very
often exutude, the arbitrators have been exceedingly liberal
in allowing the introduction of evidence, tending, in the
first place, to great expense to litigants in keeping counsel
and witnesses in attendance upon a tribunal which neces-
sarily takes at loast.four times the amount of time which
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would be necessary for the adjudication were it in the hands
of a judge, and, in the second place, greatly increasing the
expense in the cost of reporting and printing the evidence
and submitting it for adjudication upon appeal. I would
be in a position, if the House needed them, to give soMe
facts which would show the expense, both to the Crown and
suitors, of adjudicating cases in that way before the Domin.
ion arbitrators. The suitor very often finds that the
costs which the tariff of fees allows him to recover is not ai
all adequate to the expense he has had to incur. I think
the House will come to the conclusion that this is a far
more satisfactory tribunal, and one which, even taking
into account the allowances for its officers, is les expensive
than the present mode of procodure. For these reasons I
ask the louse to consent to the second reading of the Bill.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) The Bill to which the hon.
gentleman has called our attention is one of consider-
able importance in more than one respect. It proposes to
alter the mode in' which claims against the Governmont
are now prosecuted to a final conclusion. It also proposes
to incrcase the cost very largely. If I understand the
Bill aright, it transfers the existing jurisdiction, which the
Court of Exchequer now possesses, entirely to the new
court, and the judges of the Supreme Court will hereafter
have nothing to do with these cases. They will not be
a court of original jurisdiction at all, but simply a Court of
Appeal ; in other words, their original jurisdiction will
cease. So far as the point which the hon. gentleman last
made is concerned, I am disposed to agree with him that,
possibly, in many cases, the Dominion arbitrators do not
constitute a satisfactory tribunal, but it does seem to me
that the hon. gentleman, although he may have done some-
thing to improve that body, still retains it substantially as
before. We have not the official arbitrators, nomin-
ally, but we have them under the name of official
referees. By a provision of the Bill, the oxisting
arbitrators are to remain in their present positions
until superannuated, and after their death, superannuation
or removal, there will be substituted for them other
officials known as official referees. I am unable to under-
stand that the duties of official referees in the collection of
evidence will be much different from those of the official
arbitrators. They will, of course, not pronounce judgment
in the sense in which the official arbitrators do, but they
will report to the judge what their opinion is of the claim.
ln the making of that report, it will be necessary for them
to travel, just as the official arbitrators do at present, and to
take the same amount of evidence. The official arbitrators
not being lawyers, the change of name to that of official
reforeos will not invest then with new powers of discrimi-
nation, but they will take the same evidence as before and
make report to the judge, and, without the evidence, that
report will be valueless, because the judge would not know
on what basis to form his opinion. The Bill, as it now
stands, divests the Supreme Court of its original jurisdic-
tien, and transfers that jurisdiction to the new court, and
calls on the country to pay a very large expense
for: the institution of that new court. We are now
to have a judge costing $6,000 a year, a registrar at $2,000
a year, and ail the auxiliary costs which invariably follow
the constitution of an important tribunal of this kind. How
many thousande it may amount te in the course of a year,
I am not in a position to say, but I do think, in the first
place, that the hon. gentleman has not shown the House
there are sufficient public reasons to justify this large ex-
penditure, The present system may not work as smoothly
and as well as desirable, but the friction which exists and
the difficulties which may exist can be got over without
appointing an additional judge. The arbitration board, as
it is at present constituted, consisting entirely of laymen,
evidently does not meet the exigencies of the case, as the

811
Minister of Justice thinks it may be necessary to remodel
that board, and, in making new appointments, to put men
who are fitted for the position. The substance of the hon.

1 gentleman's statement is that the present arbitrators do
not understand their duties, that they take a vaat amount

1 of evidence totally unnecessary, and, in some cases, irrele-
- vant, which makes it more difficult, in appeal cases, and

more expensive to get at the real facts. That may be a diffi.
culty, but it is one which may be easily got over without
appointing a new court. I do not think it is desirable
the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court should be
withdrawn. I think we should retain the Exchequer
Court, as at present constituted, and if the Governmont
come to the conclusion that a new judge is necessary-and
that is a conclusion to which I am not prepared to commit
myself at present-it will be more in the interests of justice
that, instead of creating a new court, they would appoint a
new judge for the Supreme Court. That court at present
is composed of six judges, and in order to constitute a
quorum there must be five on the bench. Three out of five
torm a majority, so that we sometimes have the anomalous
condition of things when three judges overrule the decision
of five judges in the courts below. 1 do not say that can,
in all cases be avoided, but the fault can in some degree be
mitigated by the appointment of an additional judge, if we
are to have the large expense that will arise from the work-
ing of this measure. The Government a year or two
ago brought down a Bill which had for its object something
in the nature of what the hon. gentleman suggests in this
Bill. That Bill was on entirely different lines. It was
introduced by the Minister of Public Works to establish
what he called a Court of Claims. This court did not, in
any sense, infringe upon the existing jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court. The Government, however, for some reason
they have not explained, changed their mind. The Bill they
now bring down is fraught with serious consequences; it
imposes large additional costs on the taxpayers, and does net
seom to me to be absolutely required. I, therefore, think it
should be very carefully considered. I am opposed te its
principle entirely.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This Bill will make amaterial
change in the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. My hon.
friend has adverted to the Bill introduced by the hon. the
Minister of Public Works in 1885, to provide for a Court of
Claims. The distinctive feature of differenco between that
Bill and the present one is that, in the first, the Exchequer
Court was not interfered with ; it merely did away with the
official arbitrators. But, in this Bil, the official arbitrators
still remain under the name of official referees. This Bill
will largely increase the expenditure of the administration
of justice, because it is necessary, under it, that a judge
should be appointed at $6,000, a registrar at $2,00 a year,
office clerks and others, which the Governor in Council is
authorised to appoint, besides the travelling expenses of
the official referees and other officers. It seems to me, if
the Government would adopt the suggestion of my hon.
friend, that an additional judge of the Supreme Court
should be created and the Exchequer Court retain
its present position, a large amount of expenditure
might be sa-ed and more effective machinery be had.
Up to the present, as the Minister of Justice bas said, the
judges of the Supreme Court have conducted the business of
the Exchequer Court very satisfactorily to the country, and
it seems to me that the present mode has another advan-
tage. We know that in the different Provinces there are
various laws and varions procedures, that the laws of one
?rovince differ from those of another Province. If theso
judges are together, those who know the law relating to a
particular case would be chosen, and that is far better than
it would be in this case where the judge is simply a judge of
the common law. Then, the judges from the Lower Pro-
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vinces, who are more familiar with those laws and the
questions arising under them, can divide the duties among
them, and in that way the matter would b botter attended
to than under the proposed system, and business would be
lacilitated. Besides that, in this way you do away with the
necessity for having another registrar and other officers. If
additional assistance is required it can b supplied at a very
small expense, and ail the additional officers that might be
required for the Supreme Court, if the Exchequer Court was
continued as it is at present, would be much smaller in
number than would be required by the formation of a new
court. Of course, we can discuss the provisions of the Bill
when it is in committee, but it strikes me that the principle
of the Bill is wrong, involving as it does such great expense
to the country, which would be better served by maintain-
ing the present system and appointing an additional judge
to the Supreme Court.

Mr. THOMPSON. The effect of the suggestions which
have been proposed strikes me as being this : We propose
that one judge shall be charged with this business and paid
$6,000 a year. My hon. friends opposite propose that we
shall appoint another judge of the Supreme Court and so
increase the public burdens by $7,000 a .year. The incon-
venience does not end there, but, if we had another judge
of the Supreme Court and abolished the arbitrators-which
I presume is included in the suggestions of the hon. gentle-
man, for otherwise it would ba no improvement at all-
everyone who has a case before the court, no matter how
smail his claim may be, must come to Ottawa to have it
tried, unless we koep the official .referees, which my hon.
friends opposite object to as increasing the expense. I
think the criticism by which my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Davies) sought to answer my conten-
tion, that we were reducing the cost of litigation before the
court of arbitrators, was inot well founded. He contended
that we were doing nothing more than changing their names.
We are doing a great deal more than that. The present
board of arbitrators has the power, the right, and the duty
to adjudicate on the whole of the claims, to decide on the
questions of law which may be involved, to take evidence
on every point, and it has to sit as an entire body. We
propose to change entirely the character of their duties and
powers, and to place them under the control of the judge
as referoes. We propose that ho may send one of them to
any part of the country to investigate any question of fact
upon which he desires to obtain evidence, but the referee
will have no power to hear any evidence in regard to any
branch of the case, except that in which ho is called uponto
act as official reforce. Is thera any Superior Court that has
not now the power to appoint officiai arbitrators or assess-
ors, or referees, and has anyone hoard that that costs a greati
deal more to the suitor, or that it leads to the taking of a
large mass of evidence such as the official arbitrators take
now? In many cases whore the arbitrators are proceeding
in perfect good faith, and with every desire for economy,
the evidence they take is three times as much as is necess-
ary ; and it is in contemplation in some cases to dischargei
the whole matter and to commence to take the evid-1
once de novo because that is easier than to sift the
unsound evidence from the soid. Does anyone sup-
pose that, if an official referee were sent by the judge to
report on the value of the property, the value of the animal
lost, or the value of the damage sustained in a particular
case, he would, in answer to that, report an immense book
of evidence, taken as this evidence is taken upon every con-i
ceivable point, as these arbitrators necessarily must, becausei
they havetoadjudicate upon every partof the case? Thejudgei
would send them to investigate a simple matter of account,
a question of value, the situation of the property, or what-
ever it might bo, and they would report upon that subject1
to him, and ho would retain the adjudication of all claimsi

which came before him. We are changing the duties and
functions of these officers, and putting them in the same
position as other referees are in under the judicature
system. Those referees are net often employed, but, when
they are called in, it is familiar to everyone how expe-
ditiously and how easily the evidence they obtain is used in
a court of justice, and how little it is open to the objection
that it increases the expenses, as the empleyment of
arbitrators increases it now. The hon. gentleman says
that the remedy is to put competent men upon
the board of arbitrators. I hope it may not b
understood from what I said, as a fair inference, that the
present arbitrators are not competent. I think they are, as
far as mon of that class and with that remuneration can ho
spoken of as competent to discharge what are really judicial
duties; but, if we are to appoint men who are competent in
the sonse of being professional men, we shall have te pay
a very different amount instead of the present salaries
which are only 81,000 a year. I do not understand why,
if an individual has a claim against t'he Government or
against a Department, which the Minister sends now to the
board of arbitrators, a claim perhaps involving many
thousands of dollars, as these clainis sometimes do, ho should
not be entitled to as much skill on the part of the judge
who determines that case as if ho was a private suitor
appearing before one of the superior courts of the country.
If an individual has a suit against another we provide him
with a skilled judge at no additional expense to himself,
and our statutes provide that there shall be a certain num-
ber of years' experience. at the bar beforo a man is app6inted
a judge, and the judges are paid liberal salaries for the
skill which they are able to bring to the discharge of their
duties. But if a suit is brought against a Department
the suitor is sent before gentlemen who have no professional
skill or attainments, and that although their award is
conclusive to the same extent as the judgment of a court of
law. The only remedy he has is to appeal to the highest court
in the country, and the procedure in that court on appeal
involves very considerahle expense. I have no doubt, Sir,
whatever that the procedure established by this Bill, and
the tribunal established by this Bill, will accomplishall the
purposes which it is our desire to accomplish, that is, to
dispose of ail the exchequer business and the business which
is now donc before the board of arbitrators, without
incroasing by a single dollar the expense that is now
borne by the Treasury, and that we shall have diminiahed
by at least onc-half, the expense to the suitors and to
the Crown of conducting the business before these tri-
bunals. I might cali the attention of the House to
what the direct expense has been during the past year, for
instance, of the board of arbitrators. Now, 1 will not take
into account the salaries of the exchequer judges, the tra.
velling allowancos of the exchoquer judges, their stenogra-
phers, their registrars and their officers, when they hear
petitions of right in different parts of the country; and I
am not taking into account one dollar for the cost of
litigation, conducted in the expensive way in which
it now proceeds ; but taking the costs of the arbi-
trators alone, I find that for the two Departments of
Railways and Canals and Public Works, in the last fiscal
year, their travelling allowances amounted te $6,000, and
their salaries te $6,000 more. So in respect of that one
tribunal, we have a cost in one year of 812,000, for a pro-
cedure without any professional skill, and in the most
costly way that it is possible to have these trials conducted.
and $12,000, it strikes me, is ample to provide for the
improved system of procedure and the more skilled tribu-
nal which this Bill proposes to establish.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am unable to discover, although
I followed the Minister of Justice very closely in the obser-
vations lie has addressed to the House, how it is that ho
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expects to make that considerable saving by constituting an
additional court. The Minister stated that he proposes to
pay under this Bill to the Exchequer judge $1,000 less
than they would pay to a Superior Court judge if they
were to add another judge to the Supreme Court. The hon.
gentleman provides in this Bill for the appointment of a
registrar at a salary of 82,000. Well, if the hon, gentleman
were to add a judge to the Supreme Court, allowing the
original jurisdiction to romain where it is now, he would
avoid that expense.

Mr. THOMPSON. Unless we centralise all that busi-
ness in Ottawa, we must provide for the Exchequer judge
going about the country to hear cases, and we must surely
provide a new registrar for him, for the registrar of the
Supreme Court cannot do it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not agree with the view
expressed by the hon. gentleman, but that is a matter for
further consideration. Now, the hon. gentleman has referred
to the board of arbitrators. He told us that these were lay-
men, that they wore not conversant with the law of evi-
dence, that they took as evidence a great deal that was not
legal evidence, that in fact they increase the labor of the
judges four-fold, since they were obliged to review the
evidence in those cases. Now, the hon. gentleman does not
propose to get rid of that difficulty. He told us thore
would be a special reference only, that the particular
branch of the subject which was involved, would be refer-
red to them. Not only do these gentlemen travel outside
the subject altogether and deal with other subjects, but in
regard to the matter in hand, they are unable to distinguish
between what is and what is not evidence, and the
same difficulty would continue as when they were subordi-
nated to the Exchequer Court, as it did when they were
acting, as at present, as a board of arbitrators. Now, the
Government are, in this matter, proceeding upon wholly
different lines from what they proposed for the consideration
of the House before. They left thejurisdiction of the Exche-
quer Court, the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court,
in fact, just where it now is. But the hon. gentleman pro-
poses to divest the judges of the Supreme Court of their
original jnrisdiction as an Exchequer Court, and to confer
all this power upon a single judge. If the hon. gentleman
will look at the jurisdiction that is conferred upon this
judge of the Exchequer Court, he will see how utterly in-
adequate a single judge would be to discharge that duty,
supposing the c>untry had confidence in the party the Gov-
ernment might appoint. Why, Sir, the Government pro-
p ose not only to give to this judge a jurisdiction such as the
Exchequer Court now possesses, but they propose to give
to him concurrent jurisdiction with provincial courts on a
great variety of subjects. Thon again, I find by the 7th
section, that the hon. gentleman proposes to give to this
one judge the right of trying, in the first instance, all the
disputes that may arise between the Government of the
Dominion and any Province, or between one Province and
another. The hon. gentleman knows that under the
Supremo Court Act such power is conferred upon the judges
of that court in their capacity as an Exchequer Court. The
public have confidence in a court consisting of half a dozen
of the most eminent jurista, but the hon. gentleman pro-
poses to create an inferior court which is to consist of
one judge, and to this inferior court is to be given the
right to try, in the first instance, the most important cases
that cau possibly come before a judicial tribunal. Those
cases may involve questions of political consideration as
woll as questions of statutory construction and judicial in-
terpretation. Now, the hon, gentleman has also spoken of
the change in the board of arbitrators. Why, Sir, if the
hon. gentleman finds the board of arbitrators an inconven-
icnt or an inefficient body, if hi proposes to subordinate
them to a court and confer upon them functions somewhati

like those now discharged by an ordinary master in chan-
cery, or by an official referee, if he proposes to make them
assessors in cases where technical knowledge is required,
all that might be done by amending the law relating to the
constitution of the board of arbitrators, without creating a
new court at ail. The hon, gentleman can subordinate
them to the Court of Exchequer, he can make them a body
of assessors and he can bring about ail these reforms, and
get rid of all those inconveniences which he as pointed
out as existing under the law as it now stands, by subordin-
ating them to the existing Exchequer Court. The hon.
gentleman does not propose to do that. He proposes to
croate a new court, and confer upon that court a very large
measure of jurisdiction, while at the same time he intimated,
from the position which he assigas to the one judge of that
court, that it is to be an inferior tribunal.

Mr. CHOQUETrE. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I must
inform the House that I am in favor of the principle of this
Bill, because I think that this will enablo us to recover
from the Crown damages which we could not recover here.
tofore. I will give un instance which happened in the
county wbich I have the honor to represent. The Inter.
colonial crosses this county, and the same thing may be
said of ail the counties below Quebec. This railway is the
cause of groat damages every year. There are bridges
which cause the water to flow back on the properties of
the farmers, and it is clear that these damages are caused
by the railway. We have complained again and again; we
have asked for investigations, but we could never obtain
anything, perhaps because these demands were made by
me; however, I do not wish to say that it was for political
reasons, but tho fact is othere, and under these circumstances
we could never obtain justice. Well, if this Bill becomes law,
we will be able to claim the aaount of those damages; we
will be able to make out a case against the Government, and
we will be in a position to prove damages as we would in any
court of justice, and obtain justice against the Government.
Now, I am not prepared to approve every clause of this
Bill, but I believe that the principle of the Bill ought to be
adopted, in order to enable us to obtain damages which are
at times very large. I know that properties have been
damaged to a great extent, and farmers who are well
known to me hardly two weeks ago have asked me
to bring before the Government their own individual
cases in order to obtain for them a conponsation for
damages caused by the Intercolonial Railway. I believe
that with this Bill we will be able to establish these
damages and to prove our case as we would before any
other tribunal. Therefore, I say I approve the Government
for having introduced this Bill, but it seems to me that the
arbitrators should be dispensod with and that their office
should not ho continued by others under different names.
The moment we have a judge before whom our witnesses
may be oheard, I do not sce the necessity of the arbitrators,
besides the judge himseolf may, if he soes fit, refer the case
to arbitrators if needs be. Consequently if we wish to im.
prove the present state of things, the arbitrators should be
dispensed witb, hecause the arbitrators are men before
whom investigations only are made; now the jndge will
take the place of the arbitrators and the investigations will
be held before him, and will be much more regular than
they were before the arbitrators. The hon. Minister of
Justice stated a moment ago, that there were circumstances
when under the old law the arbitrators were judge in the
last instance. I am not prepared to contradict the hon.
Minister, but there is one case which came within my exper-
ience and which, to a certain extent, contradicts that. In the
county of Montmagny a horse was killed on the Interco-
lonial Railway. One of the arbitrators held an investiga-
tion; it was proved before him that the horse was worth
$200. But what was the result? The case dragged along
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for two or three years, and it was only sometime before the
election that the Government made up their mind
to pay, but they did not pay the full amount of
the damage which had been suffered according to
the statement of the arbitrator; they only paid $160. Here
are the facts such as they were reported to me, and, I be-
lieve, such as they happened. Well, if that is the case, the
statementmade by the hon. the Minister ofJustice is not,
in my opinion, conformable to what took place in the past,
because this proves that the decision of the arbitrators was
not final and that the Government or the Minister of Justice
could revise it and not grant to the complainant the amount
established before the arbitrators' court, but only the amount
which the Government or the Minister of Justice thought
just and reasonable to give. This shows that the arbitrators
were only a commission of enquiry, that they were not
judges and that their judgment was not final. To return to
the present Bill, I say that we should dispense with the
arbitrators and give jurisdiction to the judge, if he has not
juridiction already, by inserting a clause under which he may
appoint arbitrators. Therefore, I say, Mr. Speaker, that
with the exception of certain clauses, I am in favor of this
Bill, the effect of which will be to do away with the
deplorable state of things which exists to-day.

Mr. AMYOT. I am happy to congratulate the Govern-
ment upon the introduction of this Bill, which was noces-
sary in order that we might cbtain justice. I am not ready
to assont to every detail of the BIll, but I think that, as a
whole, it is very good, and will prove very useful to the
public. There is one clause, though, to which I will object
and upon which I will make a suggestion when it will
c>me before the committee. That clauso says:

" The practice and procedure in suits, actions and matters in the
Exchequer Court shall, so far as they are applicable and unleas it is
otherwise provided for by this Act, or by general rules made in pursu-
ance ot this Act, be regulated by the practice and procedure in similar
suits, actions and matters in Her fajesty's High Court of Justice in
England."

This is practically excluding all the lawyers in the Pro.
vince of Quebec from practising before that court. We
know nothing about the rules and practice in England, and
would have to begin again our studies, and we have no time
to do so. I hope the Minister will sec that as regards Que.
bec cases the rules and practice of Quebec will be applied,
which I think will be nothing but fair. As to the Bili itself,
I am in favor of its principle, and I hope it will be found
practicable. I am in favor also of retaining tho services of
the Dominion arbitrators, because they possose a great deal
of experience. I consider the country at large will be satis-
fled with the Bill, which should receive the support of this
House.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time on a
division.

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the House resolve itself
into Committe to consider certain proposeI resolutions
(p. 590) respecting the salaries of the judge and officers of
the Exchequer Court of Canada.

Motion agreed to, and resolutions considered in Committee
and reported.

CANNED GOODS.

Mr. BOWELL moved the second reading of Bill (No.
121) to amend the Act respecting Canned Goods.

Mr. BOWELL. This Bill is merely to change the law
as it stands at present so as to provide that the word
"soaked " shall be printed on the label at the top of the
can sufficiently large to be seen. The goods embrace fruit,
corn, vegetables and such articles.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

LIQUORS ON BOARD HER MAIESTY'S SHIPS IN
CANADIAN WATERS.

Mr. POSTER moved the second reading of Bill (No. 122)
respecting the conveyance of liquors on board Her Majesty's
ships in Canadian waters.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I understand that this Bill is
prepared at the instance of the Impei ial Government, and
is a transcript of the English Act.

Mr. POSTE R. It is almost a transcript of a clause in the
English Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time, considered
in Committee, reported, and read the third timo and passed.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND SUBSIDY.

Sir ChARLES TUPPER moved that the House resolve
itelf into Committee to consider a certain proposed resolu-
tion (p. 708) re3pecting the subsidy to the Province of
Prince Edward Island.

Motion agreed to, and House resolvod itseoif into Com.
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Will the Minister explain the
basis upon which this sum is arrived at ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say that the Order in
Council which I have laid on the the Table of the House,
gives, I think, the necessary explanation. The attention of
the Government was called to the fact that, in the arrange.
ments for the admission of Prince Edward Island into the
Union, they were not in a position to derive the same
amount of advantage from the expenditure on the Inter-
colonial Railway and the Canadian Pacific Railway as the
other portions of the Dominion, which were on the mainland,
and which were in immediate railway communication
with those reads. The question was raised that, as the
expenditures on both these railways was so greatly in excess
of what was estimated at the time the island was brought
into the Union, they ought to receive some corresponding
consideration on that account. Then there was the further
question that Parliament had adopted the policy of subsi-
dising lnes of railway in the other Provines-that in
Ontario and Quebec, Nova Seotia and New Brunswick, there
had been considerable expenditures in connection with the
construction of railways, and the island had not received
any corresponding advantage. No subsidies had been
granted for the construction of railways in Prince Ed ward
Island, and on those two grounds it was claimed that there
should be additional consideration given to the island. That
matter having been carefully considered, the Government
felt warranted in undertaking to propose to Parliament a
grant of $20,000 a year to meet the claims founded upon
these two causes. That is set forth in the Order in Council,
and the resolution is for the purpose of carrying it into
effect.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time; fHouse Mr. DAVIE3 (P. E. I.) I need sot say that I arnthor.
resolved itself into Com2nittee. oughly in sympathy with the spirit cf the hon. gentleman's

(In the Committec.) resolutios, but I only wish to ascertain how ho arrived at
the amount. Do I underistand that.tho oxpenditure so lar

Mr. WELDON (St. John). What description of goode as the Canadian Pacific Railway la concerned, wu net
are referred to ? taken into consideration lu making up the amount?

M(r.r(O.QuDT..
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Oh, yes, it was.
Mr. DAVIES (P. B. I.) Thon it was the expenditure on

the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and the excessive expendi.
ture on the Intercolonial beyond what was anticipated, and
the amount of subsidies paid under the new Bystem adopted
a few years ago of subsidising provincial roada?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I understand from the hon.

gentleman that a careful calculation was made, and that
this was the result-$20,000 a year ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That isthe result.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) A careful calculation based on

those three expenditures?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We, of course, desire to be

liberal.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Because my own impression is

that the hon. gentleman bas erred in the other direction.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.). I think I will be able to convince

the hon. gentlemen before I am through, and I am
sure that when I have convinced the Minister of
Customs, ho will bo one of the first te go for the increased
allowance. I would ask the hon. gentleman whether, in
this allowance, it is peifectly plain that the claims
which the island bas preferred against the Dominion Gov-
ernment are net included in this amount. Of course the
hon. gentleman is aware of the controversy, in which he
took part, batween the island and the Dominion, before the
Home Office; that there is a large pecuniary claim which
the island made against the Dominion Government. That
is not included in this.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is confined to the amounts
stated in the Order in Council.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) And those other claims remain
as they were before ? Do I understand that this is in any
sense or way treated as a settlement pro tanto or in whole,
of those claims, or do they remain as before? That is the
information to which I think we are entitled.

Sir CHARLES [UPPER. The Order in Council speaks
for itself. We have only undertaken to deal with the
grounds which are stated in the Order in Council.

It being six o'clock the committee rose, and the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee on the resolu.

tion.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is the first time

that we have been brought absolutely face to face with the
necessary consequence of the policy adopted by the Govern-
ment a few years ago in granting aid te local enterprises.
I am bound myself tQ admit that if you once, in a confader-
ation situated like ours, commenoa granting local aid te
local enterprises, I see no alternative.

Sir CHABLES TUPPER. You mean general aid to local
enterprises ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, I mean particular
aid te local enterprises. I mean snch as the hon. gentleman
has been giving Ï4 various ways, but especially in subsidies
to varions railways of importance only to particular local.
ities ; and the point to which I wish to call his attention
and that of the committee is this: Here for perhaps the
first ti me, under an Order in Council, we have virtually
recognised the result of granting aid to certain local enter-
prises. Here the Government feel compelied te come lown

and give half a million as compensation to Prince Edward
Island for the sums which have been granted in
varions directions in other Provinces. Now, I must
say that it appears to me that we cannot possibly
stop here, and that the consequences contained in
this grant will go a great deal further. I think
the Government will find themselves obliged at no
distant time to consider the question of the revision of the
financial position of the whole Dominion. Everything yen
grant to Prince Edward Island yon must of necessity grant
elsewhere, if a similar case or anything approaching it is
made out. I have no intention of opposing the grant te
Prince Edward Island on the principles I lay down. Very
likely the demand made by that Province is quite justifiable,
and that it may be that this vote is quite justifiable. I am
not going to gainsay that; but what I do call the attention
of the committee to is that most assuredly this particular
grant will not stop here, but what has been time and again
pointed out by myself and others as a consequence of the
policy of the Government is going to come to pass, and that
when we consider our present debt, we will have te take
into consideration an enormous mass of undefined liabilities
which are now virtually sanctioned by this Order in Council
in the present measure. I doubt very much whether,
under the circumstances, the Government will not be
called upon to consider the propriety and expediency of
making very large grants to various other Provinces. I
must say I think the Province of Ontario will have a very
large claim. If' you grant half a million to Prince Edward
Island and several millions to the Maritime Provinces, you
will have to grant very largo sums to all the other Pro.
vinces, and you will establish a case for an arbitration among
the Provinces in order that it may be sean that they shall
each receive their due share from the Dominion Treasury.
I was somewhat surprised, that being se, that the Ministor
of Finance introducad this proposal without a word, and as
a matter of course. I do not think it will be possible for
him to refuse to consider the claims of sections of Provinces
as well as Provinces. I believe ha will have to consider the
necessity of making large grants to the Province of Ontario
in order to compensate that Province for the grants ho has
been making in other parts of the Dominion.

Sir CHAIRLES TUPPER. I am glad that I am relieved
from the neceséity of defending this vote by the statement
the hon. gentleman has made that ha does not intend to
oppose it, and for the sufficient reason that ha seemis himself
impressed wah the propriety of making the grant. At ail
events, the ground on which this appropriation is made is
specifically stated, and if the ground of the appropriation
is not sound, the appropriation is not justifiable, and the hon.
gentleman would bo bound to oppose it; but the moment,
when that ground is stated clearly and explicitly, he says
ha is not in a position to question the propriety of the grant,
I think 1 am relieved from the necessity of any labored
argument in support of it. I think the very ground on
which we have placed the appropriation has so commended
itself to the hon. gentleman's judgment as to be our best vin-
dication for having made the appropriation, and I think ha
will find that it is based upon principles that will absolutely
prevent it being made applicable to any other Province, or
entail the expenditure of a shilling in any other province
whatever. it is true, I thought, that the five minutes
before six o'clock which remained when I rose to propose
this vote, would enable us to get through it before six
o'c]ock, becauso, I thought, having stated in the Order in
Council the grounds on which it was made, it would so corn-
mend itself to every person that very few minutes would
be sufficient to dispose of it.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am not quite satisfied with the
appropriation that has been made by the hon. gentleman in
favor of the Province from which I come, and I th ink 1
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shall be able to satisfy every reasonable man in the House
that an examination of the figures -

Sir CIIAR[LES TUPPER. I think I would be almost
tempted to ask the House to reject the appropriation if the
hon. gentleman is not satisfied with it.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It appears that this committee
is a kind of gagged committee-that 1 am not allowed at
all to show that the Province from which I come is entitled
fairly and honestly to a larger appropriation than the hon.
gentleman proposes. He lays down the proposition that if
I attempt to discuss it at ail ho will withdraw the vote.
Well, Sir, I will take the risk of such a threat. I propose
to lay before the committee a few figures which I think
will convince them, and the bon. gentleman too, that when
a further claim is made on behalf of Prince Edward
Island, it is one that ought teobe and willbeconceded. The
hon. gentleman stated that this grant was made to Prince
Edw'ard Island on three grounds; first, that there had been a
larger expenditure on the Intercolonial Railway than was
anticipated when the island entered the Union ; second, that
there had been a new policy inaugurated in 1882, of subsi.
dising local railways in the different Provinces of the
Dominion; and, third, that there bas been an unprecedent-
edly large expenditure on the Canadian Pacifie Railway-
an expenditure not anticipated at the time the contract was
entered into or at the time the island came into the Union.
Now, I think the principle is a reasonable one, that a Pro.
vince like Prince Edward Island, which in no way bas
benefited by the new policy inaugurated by the Government,
of subsidising local railways, and does not derive any benefit
whatever from the immense expenditure on the Canadian
Pacifi: Railway or the increased expenditure on the Inter-
colonial Railway, is entitled to some recognition at the
hands of the Government. But the only question I wish to
present to the Minister is whether ho bas sufficiently con-
sidered the figures and bas given the island as much as it is
entitled to. Now, an impression prevails largely amongst
members of this House that the island has been rather a
favored Province.

Some hon. MEMBERS. lIcar, hear.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) lon. gentlemen cheer that
statement, showing that it is concurred in by a large
number of members, and that impression is based upon
the belief that Prince Edward Island had its railway
built for it by the Dominion of Canada. That impression
has been removed from the minds of a great many who have
learned the facts, and I am sure will be removed from the
minds of those who are cheering the statement, when they
learn the Dominion never paid one dollar towards building
the road. We are paying money to build railroads in every
part of the Dominion. We have spent one million dollars
to build railways in Cape Breton, and I did notoffer strenu-
ous opposition to it, but, as a matter of fact, the $3,250,000,
which the Prince Edward Island Railway cost, was paid for
entirely by the people of the island thomselves. So far as
railway accommodation is concerned and railway subsidy,
Prince Edward Island bas never received one cent from the
Dominion except the small sum voted two years ago, at the
instance of the Minister of Railways, to carry out the terms
of Union, by building the short lino between Cape Traverse
and the main lino. Therefore, while all parts of the Do-
minion have been reaping, and will continue to reap in the
future, the benefits which will flow from the expenditure
of our money on railways, the island, from its peculiar
position, bas not benefited and will not bonefit by that
expenditure. When the hon. gentleman proposed his reso-
lution, I asked the grounds upon which ho based his calcu-
lations, and I had the curiosity to examine how much
money Canada bas become liable for since the new policy
of subsidising railways was inaugurated in 1882. I find we

Mr. DÂvias.

have become liable for subsidies to the extent of $23,000,000.
Hon. gentlemen will recollect that, before 1882, it was not
the policy of the Government to grant subsidies to local
linos at all. The policy was introduced in 1882, local lines
were declared to be for the benefit of Canada; and from
that time to the present, every Session has witnessed large
sums of money granted to different parts of the Provinces
of Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. I
find that the population of Prince Edward Island is one-
fortieth that of the Dominion, and if it shared to the same
extent as the other Provinces in these local subsidies alone,
it would be entitled to the $20,000 per year the hon. gentle-
men proposes to vote. Putting, therefore, this vote upon its
proper ground, we are not receivirg any sum whatever for
the expenditure upon the building of the Canadian
Pacific Railway. The amount which the Dominion of
Canada has expended in that work in cash-, outside of land, as
everybody knows, is over $70,000,000; the amount we have
expended on the Intercolonial Railway since Prince Edward
Island came into the Union, beyond what was thon calculated,
is about $10,000,000, and the amount the hon. gentleman pro-
poses to vote to the island simply represents its fair share of
the grants made towards subsidising local railways in the
other Provinces. The sum proposed in no sense represents
what we are entitled to for the expenditure which the Do-
minion has incurred upon the Canadian Pacific Railway and
the Intercolonial Railway. In fairness, I must say that when
the island came in, allowance was made for contemplated
expenditure on the Intercolonial Railway. It was assumed
there would be a large expenditure on the Intercolonial
Railway, and that there would be some few millions
expended on the Canadian Pacific Riilway. That was taken
into consideration, but there is an enormous sum, represent.
ing some $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 at the least which bas
been expended by the Dominion upon the construction of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway and the Intercolonial
Railway, which was not contemplatod at all at the time the
island entered Confederation. Of course, everyone knows
that that Province, from its insular position, does not
derive any benefit from the construction of those work4, at
all commensurate with the benefits other portions of the
Dominion derive. I think, therefore, the hon. gentleman
should have taken that fact into consideration, and the
amount granted the island should, in common justice, have
been at least nearly double what ho proposes. I do not see
how these figures can be got over. The fact of our bcing
one-fortieth of the Dominion entitles us, if our terms are to
be readjusted and we are to be placed on a fair basie, to a
sum that ought to represent a proportionate amount,
according to population, of the expenditure in the other
parts of the Dominion. My hon. friend speaks of this
opening a door for claims by the other Provinces. It may
ho se to some extent, but 1 find the other Provinces
have had granted to them, in subsidies, all of which of
course, have not been expended, since 1882, the sum
of 823,000,000, besides the $70,000,000 exponded on the
Canadian Pacifie IRailway, on no portion of which expend-
iture can we by any possibility derive the benefit which
other portions of the Dominion will. Under these circum-
stances, I wish it to be understood that the Goverument are
not conferring any special favor on that Province whatever.
They are not even giving us our fair honest rights, and I
trust, at no distant time, tbis matter will be put on a fair
basis, and we will get the balance we are fairly entitled to.
Hon. gentlemen know that if we had not expended $3,250,000
on the Prince Edward Island Railway, we would to-day ho
entitled to stand in the same position as Cape Breton, and
have a railway built for us. But we did not do that; we
built the railway ourselves. Therefore, while accepting the
resolutions of the Government, I do so with the protest
that it is not sufficient, and 1. hope at no distant diate the
unfairness will be remedied,
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Mr. WELSH. I say so, too. The hon. the Finance

Minister is beginning to treat us right, hoeis making a step
in the right direction, and we are getting some of the
crumbs that fall from the rich man's table; and if the rich
man does not give us some more crumbs, he will find
himself in the same place as did the other rich man-rather
warm. If the hon. the Finance Minister had only consulted
the members from Prince Edward Island, I have no doubt
ho could have settled the business in one job, but he does
not offer to consult the members from Prince Edward
Island as to what is required for the island. We are looked
upon, I suppose, as having no right to offer suggestions
here. I do not expect, of course, on this side of the House,
that we would get the patronage of the iland; we leave
that to some of the political hacks; but we do expect that
we would be consulted on everything concerning the
welfare and public interest of the island. Although there
are six of us on this side of the louse representing Prince
Edward Island, I do not suppose the Government will go so
far as to pass a Coercion Act against us. I maintain this is
only a drop, only a measure of justice. Some hon. members
on that side and some on this aide think Prince Edward
Island is a great nuisance. I would like to hear
them say so, and the Government say so. Lot
them cut the painter and send us adrift, and we will
give them a handsome subsidy of $200,000. We are all
loyal, and all we want is even.handed justice. Until we
get that, we will not be satisfied. The Finance Minister
knows well these outstanding claims against the Dominion
Government by the Local Government amounting to
$5,000,000; he has seen the delegation from Prince Edward
Island; he has argued the case before the Colonial Socre-
tary in London; he knows what our grievances and claims
are. He knows also that Earl Granville, I think it was,
wrote out recommending a generous treatment of Prince
Edward Island. Will the Finance Minister tell me that this
offer of $20,000 a year is a just consideration of that claim ?
I admit that he frankly tells us it is a claim outside
of that; it is a claim in connection with old expendi-
tare on the Intercolonial Railway. I believe that
is his argument, and I am very glad to hear that it is
only a settlement of one snall claim by itself; but I
would Iliçe very much to see the whole matter laid before
this House, and an equitable settlement of these difficulties
arrived at, so that the Federal Government and the Local
Government would be in unison. We may be extreme, per-
haps, in our demands-I am not going to enter into that
question- but I do hope that the Government will at an
early period take this matter into consideration and have it
settled, because the Finance Minister knows very well that
when we went into Confederation, our tariff was only Il
per cent., I think it was, and we went in on the Dominion
tariff of something like 15 per cent. We went in on that
basis, and they allowed 80 cents per head of subsidy to the
Local Government. Since that the taxation has increased
from 15 per cent. till now it is very nearly 30 per cent.

Mr. MITCHELL. Nearly 100 per cent.
Mr. WELSH. Yes, nearly 100 per cent. We stopped

the fertilisers, though. While it has gone up from 15 to 30
per cent., our subsidy has not increased in proportion. I
do not want to be unreasonable. I an very glad to see this
matter come down, and as my colleague says, if it were
double the amount, I should go for it with dopble the
pleaaure.

Resolution reported and concurred in.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 139), to provide for an additional subsidy to the
Province of Prince Edward Island.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.
103

817

DOMINION LANDS ACT.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved the second reading of Bill
(No. 113), to amend the Dominion Lands Act. Hoesaid :
This Act relates purely to matters of detail, and if the
House will consent to its being read the second time now,
so as to go into committee on the next Government day,
the details may be discussed more effectively thon than on
the second reading.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

SUPPLY-COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH
FRANCE.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the flouse rosolve
itself into Committee of Supply.

Mr. AMYOT. Mr. Speaker, before you loave the Chair I
desire to cail the attention of the Government on a very
important question.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. AMYOT. If the hon, gentlemen think wo have no

right to speak in French in this House, they are very much
mistaken, if, out of courtesy, we generally speak in English,
they should not, when we do speak in French, say " heur,
hear " or cry "question," as they did this afternoon whon
my hon, friend from Montmagny (Mr. Choquette) tried to
speak in French, I know that some papers laugh ut our
pronunciation, but I expect more courtesy from this House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Heur, heur.
Mr. AMYOT. (Translation.) On the 30th of March I had

the honor to call the attention of the Government on a
question of public interest: on the necessity of a treaty of
commerce with France, an exceedingly important question,
not only for the present, but also on account of the very
serions cirçumstances which it may involve in the future.
This question is not altogether new, for as far back as 1859
and 1860 certain financial arrangements were made between
England and France concerning Canada, And I find, in a
conference signed jointly by the French Ministers, the Brit-
ish Ambassador and by our representative at London, bear-
ing date the 15th of March, 1882, a statement in the follow-
tng terms:-

''In 1859-60 an informal arrangement gave to Canadian products cer-
tain advantages for importation in France, on condition that, as regarded
several French articles for importation in Canada, the Canadian duties
should be assimilated to similar articles of English manufacture, on the
further condition that the duties on wines, excepting, however, spark-
ling wines, be reduced to a shilling per gallon, that is to say, the rate
settled upon for the import duty on French wines in England.

" Canada had not been meutioned in the treaty between France and
England in 1860; nevertheless, it had the benefit, under the above mon-
tioned arrangement, of being treated as the most favored nation, until
1873.

IBut from that time, the French Government adopted anothor
system, and placing Canada under the general tariff, caused a material
damage to that country."

And further it is said, that these arrangements, commenced
in 1859 and 1860, had been highly beneficial to Canada and
to France:

'' The trade between France and Canada, which, until 1873, had taken
a great impulse, bas decreased since, under the old general tarif, and
there is no doubt that, under the new system, it wili decline entirely.
But it is for that reason that the Canadian Government would heartily
wish to find a remedy to suéh a disastrous cocdition."

This, as I have just said, was declared on the 15th of March,
1882, at the conference held in Paris. It was thon found
that during the firat period, when we had commercial rela-
tions between France and Canada, the trade had progressed,
but since ths arrangenent had ceased, trade had suxffered,
and there were indications of a still greater depression for
the future. In the firat place, I must say that the Govern.
ment of Canada have always concerned themselves with
this questipn, or at least have seemed to concern themselves
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about it. Sir Alexander Galt, our delegate at London, was
instructed by the Government to open official negotiations.
They were commenced in 1878; I will not repeat them bore,
for in 1885 I had the honor to explain them to the House.
They wilI be found in the Debates of 18c5, pages 866 and
following. In 1878, however, it was semi-official and not
official negotiations which were opened, and in provision of
what was going to harpen, France consented to take the
first step. I find in the official report, bearing date the
20th of March, 1882, of a conference between Sir Alexander
Galt and the French autborities, the following passage:-

" In the course of conversations which took place in 1878, with a
view to the improvement of that situation, it was pointed out that in
case that France would consent to re-esiablish the duty of 2 francs per
ton register on sea-going vessels, Canada would blot out from its tariff
the over-tax of 30 per cent. on wines.".

That is to say, Mr. Speaker, that on the one hand, in 1E78,
France consented to reduce from 40 francs to 2 francs per
ton, the duties on our ships, on the promise that Canada
had made to reduce tho duties on French wines. France
kept her word, but Canada has not done so. Our pledge
is still unredeemed. In 1882, as I had the honor to say,
the first official conforence took place. There were several
of thom ; they have all been detailed in the first speech
which I delivered on the 30th of March, 1885. Later on
the present Minister of Finance was appointed High Com-
missioner, and I said in the first speech I delivered on the
subject, among other things :

" Thinga were in this state, when Sir Charles Tupper was appuinted
iligh Commissioner to London. If the rumor is to be credited, and
the papers asked for will bhow whether it is to be credited or not, Sir
Charles Tupper as attempted new negotiations. On the 5th of Nov-
ember, 1883, if I am well informed, he submitted a memorandum in
which he proposed :

" 1. That France should grant to Canada the benefit of the tariffgrant-
ed to the most favored nation, and should abolish the over-tax on goods
in bond imported from Canada into France by way of England or any
of the seaports in Europe.

"2. That Canada asould grant to France the privilegs of the mout
favored notion and abolish the duty of 30 per cent. which is.now irn-
poEed on wines, while maintaining the Epecific duties now imposed.
k4uch would be the proposal made on the part of Canada. Lord Lyons,
Ambassador in France, has, i& seems, assented to it, and the Colonial
Office, on his recommendation, and at the request cf Sir Charles Tup-
per, has also, it seems, aspented to it. I am even told that France is
ready to sign a treaty to that iffect, but i do not know ho w far the
negotiations have gone."

I concluded, Mr- Speaker, by moving for the returns con-
cerning this question. We will now see what answer was
given to me thon by the hon. Minister of Public Works
(Sir He c.or Langevin). He said:

"I congratulate the hon. gentleman on the able speech he has made.
He is very favurable, as we al are, to opening commercial relations
with France. Of course, as the hon. member ias shown, negotiations
had been carried on between this country, through the Ambassador at
Paris and the High Commissioner in London, and France. These
negotiations lasted for several years. I hope, with the hon. gentleman,
that the time will come very soon when those negotiations will be re-
sumed, and that they will come to such a result as will be a benefit to
Canada as well as France. No doubt also the result can be obtained
wit bout too great sacrifice on our part; but if we have to make a
sacrifice, we must expect that .this country with which we will have
to deal will make a corresponding sacrifice. That is the only way in
which we can obtain a reciprocity between the two countries. I have
no objection to the papers being produced, and they will be brought
down as soon as possible."

On this point, Mr. Speaker, I must make two remarks.
In the first place, I must say that the returns promised in
1885 are not before the louse, and have not yet been
brought down. I have examined all the Sessional papers
and no trace of them can be found anywhere. I regret it
very much, and this shows that the Government have not
dealt with this question as they should have done. I am cer.
tain, however, that the hon. Ministers, with the intelligence
for which they are noted, and with the experience which
they possess, understand the importance of the question;
and to find that they have not, to this moment, found means
to bring down these 'documents, is a thing of whioh the
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House and the country have good reason to be surprised.
In the second place, I have reason to think that the infor-
mations which were given to me in 1885, with regard to
the High Commissioner, the present Minister of Finance,
were correct, ; and I must congratulate this hon. Minister
on the ability which he has displayed on that occasion in
obtaining the consent, or at least, the probability of the
consent of France. Now, Mr. Speaker, the papers for
which I have moved, not having been produced, I have
had to apply to France to get information, and to obtain
certain informations which are here, however, in the
Departments, and which, it seems, people are trying to
conceal from us. Snce the negotiations have been con-
tinued by the present Minister of Finance (Sir Charles
Tupper) the matter continued to be agitated in France.
We have there a representative, Hon. Mr. Fabre, who doos
his best to ensure the success of our negotiations with the
French Government. Hie publishes a newspaper, and has
given a number of lectures which were highly remarked
in France, which were copied by a large number of news-
papers, and which have very greatly added to the commer-
cial and financial fame of Canada, and made known its
numerous resources. In the second place, ho has been
busy with continuing semi-official relations with the French
Government, and, 1 believe, not without results, as will be
seen in the reports which he has made to the Canadian
Government. I believe he has made four since the last
four years. There is not one of them before the louse,
that 1 know of ; at least, 1 am not aware that there are any
printed. it seems that with regard to this question, ail the
means which we might have to receive informations are
intentionally refused to us. I notice that the Government,
on receiving each of Mr. Fabre's reports' always addressed
to him the most flattering letters 0f congratulation and of
thanke. The last report which he has made, and which is
very important, was weloomed as warmly as the others. It
is dated April the 20th, 1886. I will quote, among others,
the answer given by the GovernEent to Hon. Mr. Fabre,
with regard to his report of the 26th of February, 1885. I
wiIl read it in English, because the document which I
have in my possession is in that language:

" The undersigned has the honor to report to Council that there has
been referred to the Minister of Finance, translation of a report ot' Hon.
liector iab.e, agent of the Canadian Government in France, under date

ie 2uth February last, on the subject of commerciai relationship
with France. The subject is one of very great importance, aad owing
to the pressure of business at present cannot be given that attentiou
which it deserves. The undersigned therefore recommends that the
thauks of the Government should be conveyed to Mr. Fabre for his
valuable report, and that as soon as possible enquiries should be made
into the several subjects re'erred to in the report.

" Respectfully submitted,
"M. BO WELL,

" Acting Jlinister of Finance."

It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that the Government could
not help admitting the strength of this report and acknow-
ledging that it was iramed in the interest of Canada. The
last report of Mr. Fabre confirms his previoas reports. I
hope that it will soon be before the louse, and printed iu
the Sessional papers. Mr. Fabre has succeeded in securing
the services of a young Frenchman, who is exceedingly
intelligent, who came sevoial times to this country, who is
doing his best to establish a lino of transatlantie steamers
between France and Canada, and takes great interest in our
trade with France. Mr. Foursin-Escanae is the name of
that young Frenchman. He communicated with the then
Ministers of France, and bore is the final resuit at which ho
was enabled to arrive, at least as far as I could find by the
papers which I have been able to procure. The following
letter dated at Paris on the lit of April, 1886, speakâ for
itself.

I My Dzia Fouasx,-I have seen Mr. Fernand Faure, deput fer La
Gironde, to whom I spoke about the treaty of commerce with Qaaada.
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Mr. Faure has been in Canada; therefore he is fully disposed to help
va. I wonld adviue yen to present yourself at his hous in My name.
He willdue se ag&inat 10 o'clock at hie domicilet 26 Rue Cardinet,
où Thursday morning."

On the following day, that is, on Wednesday morning, 14th
April, 1886, the following letter was addressed to Mr.
Fouroin-Escande:_

il EM-I will have the regret to fot see yen thi mornng. I am obliged
te leave for the South st 8. 45. 1 will ot corne back in Parte before about
the 20th oflgay.

" I have seen Mr. de Freycinet and I have spoken to him about the pro-
ject which you pointed out to me. In his opinion, after having ex-
amined the question, it is impossible fir France to prepare a treaty of
commerce or an agreement as regards Customs with Canadi, without
referring the matter to England, and he hardly thinks it possible that
himself or the Minister of Commerce should pledge themselves to an
agreement of any value tending Io secure to Canada on the part of
France the treatment of themost favared nation.

"But it goes without saying that should the Canadian Government,
using their own antonomy as regards Customs, reduce the duties on our
wines and liquors, the F~rnch Government would, by thst fact, ho
pledged to reciprecate by a libetal meaure snuch as that of which we
ave spoken.
" I hope, Sir, thatyou will kindly believe that it will always be agree-

able to me to follow and to study aIl questions in the interest of relations
between France and Canada. And accept the assurance of my highest
esteem.

be in the firet place for our import and export trade. Allow
me to give yon a list of a few of the goods which we might
export to France with advantage. In the firet place we
have our lumber of alil sorts, our fish and game products,
our minerals, snch as iron, copper, zinc, platina, mercury,
bismuth, manganese, phosphates, gypmum, asbestos. The
trade in asbestos might become very profitable. Our friends
living in the~ eastern townships know what an immense
quantity of asbestos is to be found there. A manufacture
of asbestos is now in operation in Quebee. I may say, by
the way, that it is to be regretted that our great railway
companies, the Pacifie and the Grand Trunk, who have re-
ceived so many favors from the public, should import their
asbestos from foreign countries, and a very inferior quality
of asbestos at that, instead of using the Canadian asbestos,
which is ef a suporior quality. Besides, wo have here coal,
petroleum, marble, slate. We have our minufactured
goods of all kinds, divers kinds of leather, boots and shoes,
cheese. I believe I have already stated to this House that
the cheese manufactured in Canada was exported to the Eng-
lish markets, where the Canadian trade.mark was taken off
and the English trade-mark substituted to it, and that after

(Signed) "FERNAND FAURE." this change had taken place, that cheese was sold in France
So that, Mr. Speaker, on the 14th of April, 1886, the French as an English product. We have also sugar, eggs, poultry,
Minister declared that should Canadareduce the duties on and a number of other goods. There is stili our shipping,
French wines, with the exception of sparkling wines, as the vessels which we might bu'id and sell with advantage.
we had promised to do when France had consented to re. We have also the works of our writers which might be ex-
duce from 40 to 2 francs per ton her duties on our ships, ported to France, and which would find there a sufficient
France would immediately be pledged towards us, and demand to procure a source of income to their authors. We
pledged to what ? Pledged to give us the rights of the most have still a nuinber of other things which would be too
favored nations, that is to say, to give us the benefit of her numerous to mention and which we might very profitably
tariff with all the nations of Europe with the exception of export to France. Let us now examine the import trade.
three,which are,I think, Denmark,Holiand and Greece,which I find in the able report made to the Maritime and Inland
tariff gives her wealth, while it gives profit to the nations Navigation Syndicate of France by Mr. Agostini, who came
which are trading with ber. France would be disposed to here to visit the country with a large number of distin-
grant us these rights, the rights of the most favored nations. guished Frenchmen, last year, a list of the goods which we
The matter is, therefore, in our own hands, thanks to the might principally import with profit. The Government
exertions of the hon. Minister of Finance, thanks to the have had the good idea of having this report printed and
efforts of our friends in France, thanks to the efforts of of causing it to be distributed in this flouse, and I congratu-
Mr. Fabre, and I might add also, thanks to the efforts of late them of that fact. The more France an] Canada will
the hon. Secretary of State, who, when he went to France, know their mutual resources the better it will be for all
did bis utmost to promote our interest in that respect. I am concerned. Here is that list. I am merely summarisimg
really astonished, Mr. Speaker, when I see in the Cabinet it:
men whom I know to be friendly to commercial relations " Black and light colored merinos, cloth, crape, haberdashery, silk
with France, as well as with every nation in the world-I and velvets, gloves, fancy trimminga, furs, hats and caps, flowers and

.astonshed, I. ay, te find that the Gevernment remain feathers, umbrellas, canes and whips, hair, perfumery, furniture, musical
am ainstruments, clocks ani watches, jewellery, bronzes, morocco-leathers,
stagnant, dumb and inactive. I am surprised to see that this trunks and valises, optical instruments, looking glasses, combe and
question seems to be a dead question in the opinion of Minis- brushes, china and crystal, smoker's articles, books and stationery,
ters who pretend to be in favor of protection. What is protec- leathers, chemical products, hard and small wareslimentaryproducts."

tion, Mr. Speaker, if it is not intended to diminish as much This trade between France and England both in impor-
as possible the price of the goods to the consumer in the coun- tations and exportations, I do not hesitate to say it, and I
try, and to secure an abundant market, a ready market and believe I will be supported in this view by every business

a paying market for our own products ? Now, the more man, would before two years amount to hundreds of thou-
we shall extend our relations, the greater the number of sands of dollars, if we could have a treaty with France and

countries trading with us, the more chance we will have to be treated by her as the most favored nation. There are

cheapen the price of the goods to the consumer, and the aiso the light wines -these wines which would be so useful

more chance we will have of scuring a high price for our to the working class and which are a real food. But it will

goods. Such is the principle of protection of which we are be said: You will diminish the revenu6of the country. Mr.
boasting se much and so jastly. I have just shown that Fabre's reports show the contrary. At present, the revenue

since 1886, thanks to all the efforts which have been which we derive from the 30 per cent. ad valorem on the

made, our trade with France is entirely within our hands. wines does not amount to $30,000. If we should abolish this
It may be asked, what are the advantages which duty, 30 per cent ad valorem, leaving the specific duty as
may result from a treaty of commerce with France ? it is-the importation of French wines would considerably
It seems to me, when it is a question of securing a increase; it would increase ten-fold, a hundred-fold perbaps,
market of 40,000,000 souls among as intelligent a people as and what we would lose on the apparent amount ot 30 per
the people of France are, with cities such as Paris, Lyons, cent., we would gai it by the specific tax on the immense

Marseilles and others, in a country friendly to England, a quantity of wine which would be imported into the country.
country wherein a portion cf the population of England More than that, Mr. Speaker, I will now address myself to

spend a part of the year-it seems to me that, on a matter the advocates eof total abstinence, which lis an impossibility,
of this kind, it should be considered as almost uselesa to as has been shown by experiedce. Let me tell them: In-

discuss the expediency of maintaining commercial relations troduce light wines, the pure French wines into the country,
with such a country. The usefulness, Mr. Speaker, would and you will have taken a great step towards temperancO.
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The use of wine is not bad; the abuse only is pernicious. And party is declining, where trade is languishing; I would ask
it is known that it is impossible to make a frequent abuse him to look at this great seaport, where so many ships coutd
of light wines; those who have tried it once seldom repeat be seen at one time, and where are now only a few unoccupied
the experiment. Therefore, I say: Introduce light wines tow.boats. Quebec had been promised a ferry boat to con.
into the country and you will materially diminish drunk- nect the Intercolonial Railway with the Pacifie. Where is
enness, this plague of modern ages, especially in northern that ferry boat ? Elections were carried on the strength
climates. L believe, I have shown, in a previous speech, of that promise, and that was the last of it. The hope
that if we had a commercial treaty with France, we might was held out to it that a bridge would be built to put an end
compete with advantage with the United States on the to its isolation, and to connect the railways on the southern
French market. There is still another side to the question: shore of the river with those on the north shore. When
Supposing that complications would arise between England shall we have that bridge ? Ail these schemes have had
and other countries, and that on account of a war, or for one the same fate as the railway to Cap Rouge. The opinion
reason or another, our vessels would find it impossible to seems to prevail that political humbug will create the pros-
]and in England, would it not thon bo fortunate for us to perity of a country. I pray, for mercy's sake, the Minis-
have the French market in which we could soil our produce ? tors from the Province of Quebec to keep their eyes open.
With regard to such a small country as the Island of Cuba, It is a fine thing teobe in power. It is a fine thing to deal
or when it is proposed to establish relations with Spain, no with the affairs of the moment, but let us look a little in
pains are spared, no step, no effort is considered as useless. the future if we wish that hereafter the people may be
The British authorities, the Canadian authorities, the diplo- grateful to us, if we wish to do our duty like statesmen,
matie influences, everything is brought to bear. Whon like diplomatiste. I congratulate my English-speaking
France is to be dealt with, everything sinks down to a dead fellow-citizens on the energy which they constantly dis-
calm. Fine promises are made, but that is the last of it. play; they net like men. I like that, and I call upon my
Why ? I do not know. It is probable that the immense own countrymen who could do it to put their shoulder to
amount of business with which the hon. Ministers have had the wheel, and help their countrymen. They know what
to deal, have prevented them from dealing with this ques. they can do ; let them not sacrifice too much to the
tion; but I hope the country wili soon be able to congratulate transient needs of the moment; let them not be too much
them on a change of their policy on this subject. I wonder absorbed in the present, and let not the future of their
also, Mr. Speaker, what cbjections could be brought country escape their attention. Well, we ask it, in the
against this treaty of commerce with France. Not one has name of the prosperity of the country, in the name of the
ever been stated. We see ail the advantages which may future of our nation, we ask them to do their utmost, and
arise from a treaty with a country of 40,000,000 inhabitants. strive to obtain a commercial treaty with France. Why
We see the French banks exporting French money and should it be refused to us? Why should we not take ad-
putting it within the reach of every borrower. Take, for vantage of the chances which are offered to us? I have
instance, the Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien which was in- said it: The Governmont have taken so little notice of
troduced here. In one year only that financial institution these great interests that they have not even brought
has caused the rate of interest to fall in the country down the papers promised two years ago. France-thanks
places from 8, 9 and 10 per cent., which it was then, to 6, to the ability of the hon. Minister of Finance, thanks to the
and even to 5 per cent. We know what abundance of work of Mr. Fabre, and of our numerous friends, thanks to
money can do. Competition necessarily brings afall in stocks, the generosity of the Mother Country-France said : I am
and the consumer reaps the benefits. I will now, Mr. ready; I will consent to treat yon as I treat the nost
Speaker, address myself to the French Ministers, to those who favored nation. The obstacle muet come from here. From
most specially represent the Province of Qaebec in the Con- whom, and why ? I do not know, but I simply state the
federation, and I ask them to forget for a moment the pro. fact, and I deplore it. Woll, I catiupon our Ministers
sent needs, and to think a little of the future of their from the Province of Quebec, and I ask them, for the sake
countrymen. I do not pretend to say that a commercial of their honor, for the sake of their reputation, for the
treaty with France would benofit the French Canadians welfare of their countrymen, for the prosperity of their
exclusively. No; our English fellow-citizens are intelligent, countrymen in the present and in the future, to be so kind
and they would soon find out the advantages they would as to extend the circle of our relations, and to see that the
have in having commercial relations with France, but I say wishes of the Province of Quebec, and the wishes of
it is easier for the French population to benefit from trade Canada at large, be satisfied. They eau do it. The matter
with France than from, trade with other countries, on ac- is in their own hands, and it is their imperative duty to
count of the similarity of language. I repeat it. The future act at once. I hope, this time, at least before long, we will
ought teobe considered more than it is; it should be noticed have the pleasure to add to the list of the nations with whom
that in our country all the wealth goes one way and all the we are dealing, oue of the countries the most friendly to
poverty goes the other way. We are in an age of declension England : France, that old country, which we love so well.
and of egotism for a part of the country and of the popu
lation. Let us see what takes place in the North-West. To Mr. CHLAPLEAU. The Government aceept in good part
what extent are we represented, we, French Canadians, in most of the remarks whieh the hon. gentleman who has
that country ? What are the advantages which are offored just taken hie seat, has made to the House, but I think some
to us there ? What has been done to induce those of our portion of his observations ie not correct. In a preceding
countrymen who were too far from those regions to go and Session, my hon. friend called the attention of the Govern-
settie there? What has been done to induce them to take ment to the importance of developing trade with a large na-
up land'? What has been done to direct there a movement tion like France, and to the importance of obtaining a com-
of repatriation ? Nothing, Mr. Speaker. One day we will mercial convention or treaty with that important country.
find that the whole North-West has been monopolised, and So far my hon. friend is right. After we have created a
we will have to act the part of servants for half a century National Policy, after we have developed manufactures in
before we eau become proprietors there. Such is the result our country to a very great extent, it is but naturil, it is
of remaining more spectators while others are toiling on. but just, and it is necessary for the Government to look out.
Mr. Speaker, if the hon. Minister who more especially repre- side of our own limite, to find markets for the products of
eonts the district of Quebec was at his seat, I would Ôall Our industry. So far my bon. friend is right. A commer-
upon him to look at the city ôf Quebec, which is struggling cial treaty botWen a nation of thirty-six millions is nees-
in the embrace of agony, that city whore the value of pro. arily a very desirable thing for a yitng oountr7 like Oanada,
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containing only four millions and a balf et population. The
hon. gentleman has said that there is every dioposition in
France to favor such commercial relations. It is true, my
hon. friend says, aiso, that there bas been of late years, and es-
peciallyduring the lasttwoyears, acertain immigration from
France to this country-only a small immigration, I must
say, because the French people are not given to immigra.
tion; but within the last two years, there has been a certain
amount of immigration to this country, and of a very good
quality, bringing some capital. My bon. friend bas also
stated correctly that if the exports from France to Canada,
and the exports from Canada to France, have been small,
there is no reason to believe that the amount might not
easily be increased. I admit that there are a number of
articles which could, witb advantage to both nations, be in-
terchanged in trade. My hon. friend bas said, and I agree
with him, that our agent in France, the lon. Mr. Fabre
bas been working assiduously to spread throughout Fraco
and the continent the good name of Canada. My hon.
friend bas also poken in the highest termas of the zeal and
energy of the High Commissioner, the present Minister
of Finance; and ho bas stated truly when that bon. gentle.
man went to France, after the unsuccessful efforts of bis
predecessors in trying to secure reciprocal trade relations
between Canada and France, the High Commissioner bad
been not only well received, but had met with great encour-
agement in the pursuit of bis object. But, Mr. Speaker, my
hon. friend is not just to the Government; ho is cortainly
misinformed or unjust, whon ho says that this Government
bas been so indifferont to this question as to have neglected
to bring boforo the fouse the papers which had been
promised, and not even to have bad printed the very inter.
esting report of Mr. Fabre, the Canadian agent in France,
These reports have been laid before the flouse; if they
have rot been printed it is, perhaps, owing to those gentle-
men who take an interest in this question, having negiocted
to ask the Printing Committeo to print those reports. I
regret that they have not been printed, because they woro
of very great interest, not only to the House but to the
country. My bon. frierd is unjust in saying that the Gov.
ernment bas been indifferent to the question of trade between
France and Canada. On three successive occasions this Gov.
ernment bas sent to France commissioners empowered to
negotiate, if possible, a commercial convention with France.
On two different çccasions that commissioner proceeded to
Paris, but, nrtfortunately, French governmonts have succeed-
ed each other so rapidly in France-although I do not want
to blame those in that country who wore favorable to a con-
ventior-but I may Fay that owingr, perhaps, to the inter-
ruption in the policy of the French governmeit uin rgard
to foreign questions, or in regard to this qestion of trade
with a small county like ours-we must use that expression
in comparing the two countries-perhaps, I repeat, it is
owing to the interruption in the policy of various French
governments that these negotiations have not succeeded.
I know that our Government bas always been fully alive
to the importance of that question. My hon. friend men-
tioned that this Government was pledged to France either
to reduce the duties on wine or abolish them altogether, on
condition that France reduced or abolished the duty of 40
francs per ton on Canadian ships entering her ports. It is
true these duties have been abolished in Franco, but he
forgot to say that when they abolished the duties, they
reduced them on Oanad an budit vessels from 40 to 2 francs,
which is the duty of ships built in England. At the same
time the French Government gave such a bounty to thoir
own shipbuilders that the abolition of the duty was
scarcely of any advantage to Caradian shipbuilders. I must
Bay that I regret that the papers which were promised in
1855, have not been laid before the House. It was probably
due to an oversight of the then Finance Minister, but
I 4o not think that aeny harm ha been doue. I

am sure that High Commissioner will see that negotia-
tiens, if they can be once more reopened, willibe
prosecuted te a successful result, if that be possible.
My hon. friend has presented a very gloomy picture of
decadence, of disintegration, of decline of trade and indnastry
in the Province of Quelbec, and he bas drawn a very gloomy
picture of wbat the future of the North-West would be
when we took the North-West in relation te the Province
Of Quebec, or te the majority of the people of that Province.
Lot me say here, for the information of my bon. friend as
well as for the information of the House, and also for the
Province of Quebec, since the hon.gon!leman has spoken of
the Province of Quebec, is it not more the fault of tho' e who
have refused te go or who have not chosen te go and place
thoir energies there, who have refused or neglocted to go
and settle that great North-West of ours ? Is it net more
th fault of those who have net thought proper te invert
their money in the North-West ? They may have botn
deterred by the firat efforts made by foreign capitalists. We
know very well tbt not all the English, set ch and Ameri-
can capital that has beon sent has been successful, and
perhaps the comparatively poor Province of Quebec,
where capital is net se large, and that portion in
whose name my hon. friend was speaking, bas not dared
te invest capital in the North-West and te undertake there
enterprises wbich would have brought net only capital but
French Canadian settlers into that country. After the two
expeditions that took place te the North-West, one in 187o
and the other in 1885, we all thought a large proportion of
the volunteers goirg from the Province of Quebec would
have solected lands in the North-West and settied there.
With the proveibial genius of French Canadians as settiers,
with their great energy, their perseverance, thoir frugality,
we all expected a large emigration would go frem Quebee
to the North.West. My hon. friend perhaps knows that
there have been net only obstacles, but impediments and
even prohibitions te procuring immigration from the Pro-
vince of Quebec te the North-West. Those wbo have
placed their veto in opposition te the colonisation of the
North-West from the Province of Quebec know botter,
probably, than I do, or my hon. friend does, the reason why
they did it. Perhaps my bon. frieni knows, and if he does
not I can tell him, that it was stated in a good many parts
of Quebec that it would not be correct to depopulate
dioceses in that Province even for the North-West. Whether
that policy was good or net I am net bere te judge; but
thefactis, thatif French Canadian immigration to the North-
West bas net been se large as we might bave presumed
and supposed it would have been, the causo will be fOund
ehkowhere than in the action of the Governmot with
ret.pect te the North-West. I have followed the hon.
gentleman over this ground which is apart from the
main question, which is one of trade relations between
France and Canada. Let me tell this House and my hon.
friend that the great objection bas been this : you cannot
bave trade relations and consequently develop those trade
relation, unlesis you have means of communication between
thoe two cour-tries. My hon. friend should, therefore, give
credit te the Government, because since 1881 a subsidy, I
do not cal it a very large subsidy but a generous subsidy,
bas been inserted in the Estimates for the encouragement
of a lino of steamers between France and Canada. Why,
do the importations from France appear te be small ? If
the direct importations are small, it is due to the fact that
there are no means of communication. Why have we
no means of communication ? Bocause the line of stear-
ors asked by the French people has net been established,
and this bas net been through the fault of the Goverri-
ment. Two or three unsuccessful attempts have been
made, and I am glad te say, as my hon. frieind knows. that
this Government bas been quite ready teoencourage the
enterprise; and so far have they gone in that direction that
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when a gentleman came this year with a view to establish a
line of steamers, they assured him not only of the subsidy,
bat they even granted him additional facilities, all of which
goes to show that the Government are disposed to act in
the direction suggested by my hon. friend. It is a pleasure
to me to state here, that although the negotiations with the
firm of Rossié,e, one of the largest firms of Havre, with the
Government have been completed not more than seven or
eight weeks, a steamer has already lef t Havre to corne to
this country, and, if she has not already arrived, she will
arrive in a few days. If trade can be developed by this line
of steamers, what will be the corisequences ? One of the
great difficnities in regard to establishing commercial rela-
tions was that we did not know what importations from
France we required, ani what would be acceptable ex-
ports from Canada. In order to promote the successful
carrying on of the line of steamers, those inter.
ested will naturally seek to obtain advantages in the
fiscal policy of France for Canadian products, and I
am sure if there is the least desire on the part of the French
Government to go half way, this Government will not be
reluctant to go the other half. I am perfectly sure also
that if the establi>hment of that line of steamers is success-
ful great progress will have been made in the direction of
more intimate trade relations between the two countries.
I can say to my bon. friend that I have asked the Minister
of Finance to give the necessary orders so that the papers
asked for may be laid on the Table of the House to-morrow,
and steps can then be taken to have them printed for the
use of members. I think I have answered the different
points put forward by my hon. friend. I am porfectly
sure the Government are desirous of securing the same
object as ho is seeking to attain, that the Government are
desirous of extending the trade relations of this country
with other countries, and that it is but a natural desire for
this Government to seek to have opened a market in a large
country for the manufactures of this Dominion. I am sure
the Government have no objection to furnish the papers
asked by the hon. gentleman, and I am confident that I am
not mistaken in my statement in saying that the Govern-
ment will always be ready to do all in their power to secure
those advantages.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In view of the fact
that the Minister of Finance bas occupied the poition of
High Commissioner, anl therefore is supposed to be speci-
ally conversant with the important question raised by my
hon. friend who spoke first, I think the hon. Minister ought
to give the House some little information on the points
raised. There can be no doubt whatever that our trade with
France, a country which is connected with a large por-
tion of Canada by so many tics, might naturally have been
expected to develop, and no doubt one of the objects for
which the High Commissioner was supposed to be made
High Commissioner was to promote such trade as that with
France. Now, unfortunately during the last few years our
trade with France has declined instead of having made an
advance. It has been declining both as regards the imports
and exports. Some years ago it was larger by many
hundreds of thousands of dollars than it is to-day. I had
supposed from the statements made by the hon. gentleman's
predecessor on many occasions in this House that some-
thing substantial might have resulted if not with Spain at
ail events with France; and notwithstanding ail that bas
been said by the Secretary of State, there does not appear
to have been any exertions made, to say the
least of it, or any such exertions made as were of the
slightest avail. No doubt the hon, gentleman was
anxious to accomplish this object; but on looking over
our trade returns, it appears that both our importa and
exports with France were greater fourteen years ago than
they are to-day. I see that at various periods at intervals

.Mr. C APLEAu.

they have attained in the case of export $8300,000 or
$400,000 more than to day, and in regard to importa about
the same amount; and it certainly appoars to me that we
have been unfortunate in our efforts to develop trade
relations with France, when I find that the trade in both
directions is diminishing and not increasing. I think the
hon. gentleman did well to call the attention of the House
to the fact, but I think, Sir, that the results whioh have
been displayed do not afford any very great encouragement
in hoping that the policy of the Government will be very
successful in developing trade with France. I cannot but
feel that in a country where a million of people are of
French origin this is a trade which does afford ceonsiderable
chance for expansion, but I am sorry the Government have
not taken any great amount of interest in endeavoring to
develop it.

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. I do not feel it nocessary to
occupy the time of the House, after the very full state.
ment made by my hon. colleague the Secretary of State. I
quite agree, however, in the statement just made, that we
are indebted to the hon. gentleman who introduced this
subject to the Rouse, for drawing the attention of the
House to it. The Government have not been insensible to
the importance of extending our trade with France. I took
an opportunity recently to point out to the House how
anxious we were to extend our trade in every direction. I
may say, however, that circumstances arose which tend to
the conclusion that it was desirable to terminate if possible
the making of arrangements with Spain, before again re-
suming definitely the negotiations with France, and for
another reason, and that was that we were of opinion
that the establishment of a line of steamers between
France and Canada would greatly promote and facilitate
our efforts in the direction of extending our trade with
France. The House knows that it has not been for any
lack of effort on the part of this Government that that
line of steamers has not been put in operatioa before. Such
a subsidy as the House was led to believe would be sufficient
for that purpose was cheerfully voted by the House, and
efforts have been made, from time to time, to secure the
establishment of a line of steam communication. Even
quite recently the Government were very glad to avail
themselves of the opportunity of entering into arrange-
ments with a very strong firm of gentlemen in France, who
were prepared at once, in case the Government accepted
their proposals, to put this line of steamers upon the route;
and, as my hon. colleague the Scretary of State bas stated,
the first steamer has already sailed, and I have every reason
to believe that we shall have now a very efficient line of
steam communication established between France and this
country4 I feel sure that that will greatly facilitate our
efforts to extend our commercial arrangements, and im-
prove the fiscal arrangements which exist between France
and this country. I do not think that at this moment it is
necessary to say more than that the subject has not been
lost sight of, that it will continue to engage the careful
attention of the Government, and that I am able to say from
personal communication that I believe the Government of
France will be found well disposed, at the proper moment,
to take up the subject with a view of sooing how trade can
be promoted between France and Canada.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I cannot see how it is that the
Government on the Treasury benches should express such
extraordinary anxiety to increase the trade with France, or
with any other country, when, according to the rule they
have laid down for ten years past, the perfection of wisdom
is te build up home industry and maire this country self-
sustaining. 'The hon. gentleman and his leader told us that
this country was ruined by its foreign trade and its depend-
ance upon foreign countries as a market for the products of
the people. We were tol4 th&t we were to have a home
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market for everything that our agriculturists had to sel,
for everything that this country could produce. In fact
every farm was to be converted into a kind of kitchen
gardon, by whieh the income of the agricultural population
was to be inereased four' or five fold. Thon there wore mil-
lions of capital abroad awaiting investment in this country.
We were, instead of sending everything thousands of miles
away, to have a market at home; the articles which we wore
receiving in exchange for our own products were to be
produced in this country; every village was to be con-
verted into a town, every town into a city, and every ham-
let into a village. Thore were to be manufacturing estab-
lishments in the sight of every farmer in this country
from the Atlantic to the Pacifie. That being the case,
what do hon. gentlemen want with foreign trade? If they
are anxious for foreign trade, why do they erect such high
barriers to serve as impediments to that trade ? Since we
bave met this Sossion, we have had the taxes on a great
many articles more than doubled, and yet the hon. gentle-
man in the face of his tarif, in the face of his policy, in
the face of the declarations made to the people of this
country, year after year for the past ton years, still pro-
fesses now to be in favor of extending the foreign com-
merce of this country.

Mr. RINFRET. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I only
learned this evening that this debate would take place on
our commercial intercourse with France, therefore I am
not prepared to address the House on this question. How-
ever, I feel it my duty not to allow a few of the statements
of theb hon. Secretary of State to pass unchallengod. I
have not been surpriecd to hear the hon. Secretary of State
acknowledge the importance of our commercial relations
with France. It is not the first time the Government
pronoance in favor of the adoption of a commercial treaty
with the Mother Country, but, unfortunately, they never
carry out their admissions, -and they limit themelves
to making vain promises. The hon. Seuretary of State has
ascribed to a hostile feeling, on tho part of the French
Government, the total absence of any commercial relations
with France. That may be a cause, but I believe that the
true cause exists in the fiscal policy of the Government. For
nine years back the National Policy has been established,
and it is painful to find that we have not yet succeeded in
securing one foreigrn market, by mears of commercial
treaties, for the exportation of our produce. As far as I am
concerned, I am not surprised of that, because I havenever
bolieved in the sincerity of the Government with regard
to the establishment of commercial relations with foreign
cou ntries. Indeed, Sir, the policy of the Government has
been to this day a policy of c-)mmercial restriction. The
Gorernment have never done anything to extend our com-
mercial relations. The National Policy which was to
result in giving us a national market for the sale of our pro
duce, has had no such effect at all, and I am'sorry to state that
we have succedded still less in securing a foreign market
for the exportation of our manufactured goods. When the
hon. mem bar for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
made bis speech in answer to the Budget speeeh of the in-
ieter of Finance, ho p:,rfectly proved that the exportation
of our mtiuactured goods, not oily had not increased, but
had even docreased to a large extent lor a few years back.
I am eorry to find ihat all that ias been doue until now by
the hmn. M.nister ot Finance as High Commissioner for
Canada bas had no result whatever. The question of our
commercial relations with France, Spain and the United
States, has often been raised, but until now nothing bas been
dune, although oach year the Goverument as admitted the
great imporLtnce of these relations. The hon. Seocretary of
State has bien pleased to recall to our minds the name of
Mr. Fabre and ho las spoken of that gentleman's efforts
in the direction of rech immigra in anada. He

said that Mr. Fabre is a very good officer, and that the only
reason why the French do not immigrate to Canada is that
the French are not a population of emigrants. There may
be some trath in that. But if there is one thing which has
been clearly proved at different times in this flouse, it is
that Mr. Fabre's efforts as emigration agent in France have
always been absolutely ineffective. It has repeatedly been
proved that this man has only been app inted to that office
in order to reward him for his political services and for his
treason. It will be rememberd that this man had been
appointed a Senator by the liberal party, and it was
evidently on account of promises of that kind that
Mr. Fabre changed his political colors. His appointment
was made in order to reward his services in favor of the
Conservative party, and not to reward bis services to his
country. The hon. Secretary of State bas also referred to
the exportation of our vessels to France. This is still another
of the promises which had been made by the Conservative
party in 1878. It had been promised that shipbuilding
would flourish at Quebec under the new policy adopted by
the Government. In 1878, it is truc that shipbuilding at
Quebec had decreased, but to-day thie industry does not
exist at all. Thore is not one dock-yari left in St. Roch or
St. Sauveur, who were the great shipbuilding places in
the country. And if we examine the statements of trade
and navigation we find that, not only in Queboc, but also in
the Maritime Provinces, there is a large decrcase in the
shipbuilding industry. And why ? Evidontly because the
Government make no effort whatever to insure the exporta-
tion of our ships in foreign counti ies. Therefore, Mr.
Speaker, I believe that the true cause of the want ofsuccess
with which we have met until now in the exportation of
our produce abroad, lies in the indifference of the Govern-
ment towards the adoption of commercial treaties; and if
the bon. Secrotary of State had chosen to speak frankly, he
woul have admitted that the cause of the evil lies in the
policy of the Government itself, which policy is to restrict
our trade, instead of extending it by all possible means.

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committre.)

Intercolonial Railway-Rolling Stock. . ... 318,000

Mr. JONES. Will the hon. Ministor of Finance tell us
for what purpose this is to be expended ?

Sir ClARLi S TUPPER. It is to provide for three
sleeping O -' for tho English mail paseânger service at
$15,000 each, $15,000; 10 locon>tivue at S,000 each,
$90,000; 200 20-ton coal cars at $550 each,$8 L10,000; 1Oi)
box cars at $O00 each, 060,000; to provide for fi-ting up 300
freight cars with the Westinghouse brake, SL3,000; total,
$318,000. These are ncessary for the increased tlirough,
coal, and other traffic, and with the view of groater safety
in conducting the trafflu.

Mr. JONES. Will the coal cars bu sufficient to accom-
modate the increased traffic from Pictou?

Sir CHAfARLES TIUPPER. Yes.
Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman will remember that on

a previous occasion I drew his attention to a complaint
made by the Pictou colliers of not having suifloient rolting
stock to enable them to get their coal to market, which
caused them to lose a large portion of the business done at
.Halifax. I understand that ias been remedied.

Sir CHAR ùES TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. JONES. Does the hon. gentleman propose to retain
the same rate of freight for coal from PLiotLo to Ralifax that
has been charged heretofore.?
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think so.
Mr. JONES. On what principle does the railway charge

18 cents for about 90 miles from Pictou to Halifax, while at
the same time it carries coal for $2 from Springhill to
Montreal at a loss?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The question of the short and
long haul.

Mr. JONES. But the hon. gentleman will observe by his
own report that there is an actual loss on carrying coal that
diFtance. Does ho think it fair te the colliers at Cape
Breton, as well as to the taxpayers elsewhere, to carry coal
at that rate and to maintain the high rate for carrying it
from Pictou to Halifax, whereby the people in Halifax who
consume coal have to pay a correspondingly higher price
for it. I am glad to see that the Government propose to
have Pullman cars put on the trains for the accommodation
of passengers from Rimouski. Last year that was a matter
very mucti complained of. Perhaps in this connection I
might ask the hon. Minister of Raiiways whether it is not
possible to travel at a higber rate of speed over the Inter-
colonial Rilway than ut present prevails. It takes 40
hours to travel from Halifax to Montreal, which in either
hot or cold weather is very wearisome. It appears to
me that the speed might, with very littie additional
expenso, be inecreased to such an extent that the rua from
Halifax t iMontreal, and vice versd, would be made in some-
thiug like 30 hours. Many people from New Brunswick
prefor to go to Montreal by way of Boston, to taking the
long route from St. John and Halifax to Montreal over the
Intercolonial. I think this is a very important matterx
just ut this time. The roads in the United States now
travel at a very high rate of speed, and I cannot imagine
what can prevent the Government railway, with all the
facilities at its disposal, with a good track and very fow
stoppages, from travelling at a faster rate than something
over 20 miles an hour.

Mr. POPE. I can only state to the hon. gentlemen that
it is our desire to make as fast time as we can; but we
have been prevented from doing so for several reasons.
For instance, we have to make a great many stops, and
there is pressure brought upon us ait the time to make
more stops. Lt is our desire to mako as fast time as pos-
sible, contistent with giving reasonable accommodation to
the people living along the line.

Mr. JONES. I would ask the hon. gentleman if there is
any railway on the continent of the same length on which
so few stoppages are made as on the Intercolonial Railway
between Halifax and Montreal. I doubt it very much.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman must know that on
almost every railway there are special fast trains which
make very few stoppages. The Grand Trunk, between
this city and Montreal, makes no stops at all. We are un-
able to do the same thing on the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. WELDON. One greatobjection to passengers going
to St. John by the Intercolonial Railway, is the detention
at Moncton for three or four hours, waiting for the train
from Halifax. There was some talk of having the Halifax
train run through, and another train to follow, meeting the
train from Quebec and then gcing on.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman must seo bat on a road
situated as the Intercolonial Railway is, with not a very
heavy passenger business, we cannot put on trains enongh
to avoid making these stops. Passengers on the Grand
Trunk are delayed two hours ut Richmond.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRLGHT. I would like to ask if
the Minister of Finance is able to inform us what is the
total amount that has been charged to .capital acouant for
rolling stock since 1b78?

Mr, JoNEs,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have a statement of the
entire amount charged from 1873 -74 down to the present
time. The amount expended for additional new rolling
stock in 1873-74 was $3i0,991.45, in t875 -6 81,960.45. In
1877-88, it was $125,245.52; in 1878-79, nothing; in 1879-80,
nothing; in 1810-81, nothing; in 1881-82, 8205,005.20; in
in 1882-83, $628,244.39 ; in 1883-84, 8586,286.84; in 1884-85,
$287,213.97; in 1885-86, $221,025.63. Total 82,129,013.45.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRGHT. Can the hon. gentle-
man tell me where I can find in the reports any full state-
ment of the amount of rolling stock belonging to the
Intercolonial Railway in 1818?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will lay a statement of that
on the Table to-morrow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentle-
man also lay on the T.able a statement of the present
amount of rolling stock ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, I will bring that down
to-morrow.

Mr. WELDON. Is it the intention of the Government
to extend the station of St. John by taking more ground ?

Mr. POPE. We have been making some enquiry, and
had an estimate made of the cost of some property which
we thought was very high.

Mr. ELLIS What is the position of the Carleton Branch.
When the (overnment engineer was in St. John, some
months ago, ho met a committee of the citizens, composed
of members of the Board of Trade and others, and one of the
requests the committee made was that the Governinent
should run a train over the branch. Is the branch in such
a condition that a train can be run over it ?

Mr. POPE. I have not seen anything of that requisition,
neither have I considered the question. I will see if we
have any correspondence on that subject.

Mr. ELLIS. Is the branch still in the possession of the
Government ?

Mr. POPE. At present the New Brunswick Railway is
running it.

Mr. JO NES. I notice an increase in the working expenses
of the road from $73,273 to $94,756, an increase of $16,482
over the previous year. Will the hon. gentleman say how
t'Lat increase was caused ?

Mr. POPE. That includes all the working expenses. lIn
the first place we have expended in a new station over
$100,000, we have also had a great deal more through
freight and more freight going to Montreal.

Mr. JONES. At a loss ?
Mr. POPE. I explained before that freight did net pay

exaetly, but it added to the working expenses.

Mr. WEbÀDON. The value of the stores at Moncton is
$719,000. That seems to be a large amount where stores
can be procured in so short a time.

Mr POPE. The hon. gentleman must refer to new rails.

Mr. WELDON-
Ordinary stores, including fuel.........................$293,765 24
Iron and steel rails and fastenings..........,... 152,335 97
Second-hand material, serviceable.............58,796 09
Old material for sale......................... 214,762 67

$719,660 88

Mr. MILLS. If there is not that amoant on hand -

Mr. POPE. The bon. gentleman is speaking of some-
thing else. We have not sold our old rails fer the reason that
they are low and are liely to rise.
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Mr. JONES. Yon eau put the duty and make them as

high as you like. About the stores question, I moved in
the Committee of Public Accounts for a detailed statement
of every account, and it was brought down all right, and to
that extent was satisfactory. But there is just this about
it, that there is no chèck outside of the Department such as
applies to other Departments. That is to say, in some ot
these Departments there is an inspector who goes over
these accounts and certifies to their correctness. I do not
mean to say that they are not correct, but it appears to me
it would be more satisfactory for the head of the Depart-
ment to have these accounts certified every year by some
properly authorised person outside the Department. In
that way, when these accounts are brought down, their
value would be more fairly arrived at.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can give the hon. gentleman
a statement of the rolling stock which I think will meet
the.case. I will give him the statement of the rolling stock
purchased on capital account up to the 30th June, 1886. On
30th June, 1876 there were 100 locomotives. There were
since added, at the cost of capital, 64, making 164 now.
There was uone official car in Juno, 1886. None has been
added since.

Mr. JONES. la that the Brydges car or the Government
car ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is the Brydges car, or one
that has taken the place of it. There was one paymaster's
car thon, and one bas been added. Of first-class passenger
cars, there were forty-six in 1876, and twenty-three have
been added. making sixty-nine now. Thore were no second
class cars; seventy-six have been added. There were no
first-class sleeping cars in 1876 ; there are now ton.
There were no baggage express cars thon; there are
forty-six baggage express cars now. Thore were no
box cars thon; there are 1,457 box cars now. Thore
were no cattle cars thon, there are 72 cattle cars now.
There were 1,028 platform cars thon ; 414 have been
added, making 1,442 now. There were four conduc-
tors' vans thon, 79 have been added, making 83 conduc-
tors' vans now. There were 900 five-ton hopper coal cars
thon; there are 595 now. That is a decrease, because they
have been converted into other descriptions of cars. There
were no fifteen-ton coal cars thon; there are 125 now.
There were no twuenty ton coal cars thon; there are 1,092
now. There were no ten-ton coal cars thon; there are 18
now. That accounts for the decrease, because there has
been a change fron the five-ton hopper cars to the fifteen-
ton and ten-ton cars, the five-ton cars not being found
suitable. There were 9)0 five-ten hopper cars; now there
are 595 five-ton hopper cars, 18 ten-ton flats, and 123 fifteen-
ton gondolas, which are of equal capacity to the original
900 five-ton hoppers. I think that is the statement the hon.
gentleman wanted.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Perhaps the hon. gentleman
will tell us how it is that the consumption of fuel coste
nearly twice as much on the main lino cf the Intercolonial
Railway per mile to run a locomotive as it does on the
Prince Edward Island Railway. One would naturally think
that on the main lino, where coal eau be obtained with
greater facility than in Prince Edward Island, it would cost
les, but the reports of the hon. gentleman show that it costs
very much more. There i$ something there that requires
explanation.

have understood that a great deal of it is not in good run-
ning order.

Sir CRARLES TUPPER. That is always the case.
Mr. JONES. But I understand there is a very large pro-

portion. I would also ask if, when the Intercolonial Rail-
way cars arrive at Point Lévis, they are discharged and
loaded into the Grand Trunk.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No. They were, but not now.
Mr. JONES. I asked the question because I was informed

that such was the case. At times, as the hon. gentleman is
aware, there has been a great scarcity of cars in Halifax,
and all along the lino, and I have been informed on several
occasions, on very good authority, by people connected with
the lino, that it arose largeiy from the fact that the refine-
ries in Montreal in the winter season had these cars loaded
and made storehouses of them, and only discharged thema
as they used the sugar, and so kept a large number of the
Intercolonial Railway cars in Montreal. That was the ex-
cuse which was given very frequently by people connected
with the railway in Halkatx, when steamers arrived thora,
and they had not enough cars to take the freight.

Mr. POPE. I do not exactly understand the hon. gentle-
man. Do I understand him to say that the cars are detained
at Lévis ?

Mr. JONES. No, at Montreal. Can the Minister give
any explanation of that ?

Mr. POPE, They have been delayed there at times, and
we have been always trou bled by not getting our cars back.
At one time, we insisted on getting the transshipment made
at the junction, because we could not get the cars back, but
we found that that was very troublesome to shippers. We
had some complaint last year about it, but, as a raie, they
did much botter last year than before.

Mr. JONES. But the Minister will see that they have it
in their own power. They need not make any arrangement
with the refiners in Montreal. When a car arrives at our
end of the line, they have to discharge it in a certain time,
or to pay-and very proporly so-a certain amount of ex-
pense for it, whereas in Montreal it bas been the habit-not
an exceptional case-every winter when the sugars are
landed at Hialifax for the 1nterc.lonial R4ilroad cari, as I am
informed on good authority, to be used as warehouses for
the refineries in Montreal. The result is that other parties
having business to do with the Intercolonial Railway along
the lino are prevented from getting cars.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman will see that we have
no charge of these cars in Montreai when they are handed
over to the Grand Trunk. We cannet control them on the
Grand Trunk, and that is why at one time we refused to
allow them to go to Montreal and made them transship at
the junction. I am aware that there has been some delay,
but exactly the same complaint is made in Halifax, that the
cars are occupied as storehouses.

Mr. JONES. I have no doubt that, on certain occasions,
merchants may want their cars detained, but I know that, as
a rule, the cars are not detained in Halifax, and that they are
not allowed to be detained. It appears to me there should
be some arrangements made whereby the authorities of Lhe
Intercolonial Railway can have control of their own cars.

Mr. POPE. They cannot.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). 1 find that the expense of Mr. MILLS. Ples on the wheel.
fuel per mile is $6.20 on the Intercolonial Railway, while on
the Prince Edward Island Railway it is $3.80. Mx. JONES. Ras tIis been representel tete Grand

Mr. JONES. I would ask whether the rolling stock to runk? Are hey parties te it?
which the hon. gentleman referred is all in good order ? I Mm. POPE. 0f course hey are hauling car cars.

104

1887. 825



826 COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 7,

Mr. JONES. When the Grand Trunk cars come to ial- Mr. WELDON (St. John). Are these repaired in the
ifax, why do you compel the merchants to take thcir goods machine shop at Moncton ? Have you not reduced the num-
from the Grand Trunk cars? ber of men working there considerably ?

Mr. POPE. Because they are in our keeping. Mr. POPE. No.
Mfr. WELDON (St. John). Were not a good many hands

Mr. JONES. But you are doing just the reverse of what turned off lasL year?
the Grand Trunk people are doing in Montreal with your
cars. I only say that to point out to the hon. gentleman
that they have the remedy in their own hands, and the the year w. have a larger force than at other times. We
Government, I assume, dealing with a large corporation have a larger force juet now than we have had for a long
like the Grand Trunk, naturally should exercise sufficient time.
control over them to insist that the cars were properly Mr. MILLS. Before the 22nd February?
discharged. I know that has been a difficulty for years
with the Intercolonial Railway, and I hope the hon. gentle- ar M&Ie, t aeh e to wokig exense
man now will take the matter up and make a more vigor-
ous effort than lie appears to have doue up to this tine, to fMr. POPE. Yos.
bring about a remedy. Mr. McMULLEN. We are now near the close of a

1fr. POPE. I have made every effort that 1 ceuld, both working year of the Intercoonial Railway, whieh expires

in Montreal and at Halifax. 1 can say that at Halifax, as o r the 3th of ti month. Now, the Minister of Finance

wel as at Montreal, the cars have been charged, but we admits that there e a larger proportion of the rolling stock

have had very hard work in many cases to colleet anything. out cf order at the present moment than thera las been in
provie.s years. What estimation does ho make f the

Sir CHARLES TUJPPER. The answor to the statement expense necessary te put that stock in good working order,
made by the hon. member for Bothwell, I think, ie that on to be charged to working exponees, for the carrent year?
the Intercolonial iRailway the locomotives and trains are Hua ho made an estimate of what it willt take ?
four or five tim s as heavy, and cf course the cnsumption Mr. POPE. No.
bf coal par mile for haulage would Mnecessarily be mWce
larger than on the Prince Edward Island Railway, where Sir CHA LES TUPPER. Snrely the on. gentleman

ima l locomotives and sall trains are used. does nt suppose that anybody should attempt to keep the
acconts t a railway in that way-t charge to one vear

hvr. MoMULLEN. The Minister of Finance dropped a what will be the etimated expense of another year. Wby,
remark that I would like te underistand. Ip giving the Sir, Parliament would loose al meane of ascertaining the
number of cars that are now on the Intercolonial Railway, financial condition cf the road if the Miniter was allowed,
replying te a question whother those cars were in good intead cf making up the actual account, te make estimated
running condition, the hon, gentleman said a number of accounts, and the stoue would have ne means cf gettteg
ther wore pretty wll worn eut, and the Minister of Fi- any accurate information. It wmtld be a mr.t dangerous
nance acqiesced in that statement. eystem te adopt. The system, f course, is te charge the

Sir CHABLES TUPPER. NE, I did nta w actual outlay each year te the year in which it oecurred.
Ml McmiULLEN. I would like te know whether those I cannot be done in any other way, and that is the mode in

car. hc r onothv encagdt okn which public accounts require te b. kept.

carns-o chae arre outrhave beenthharged tew sorking Mr. No MIULLEN. 1 quite understand the Minister cf
capotalnso- ae i i nt Finance. o can aily se. that from year to year a very

large amont cf rolling stock may b. kopt in quite an
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman mieun- unworkable condition, ad bo left over scmply because it

derstoed me. The on. meomber for Halifax said l under- finnt desirable to swell the acount f r wrking expenses.
stoed that many of those cars were in a very imperfet con- t is left over from year te year, and may possibly accumu-
dition and muc , eut of repair. I said: That is alwaye the late te a large wxtent. Now, if tho principle is followed

e, that you cannot have a great lino ef railway like the eut, whicr the Minister of Finance lbas stated, we may find
Intercolonial Railway without having always a large nThe- the course ,f a fow years a very large number cf the
ber cf cars eut cf ropair. But I did net eay that they were cars and rolling stock cf the Intwrcolonial Railway lu a very

Mrt k.pt in goed repair, and that the rolling stock was net unwrkable condition. Yeu have got ach year to charge
kept in good repair; said that necessarily ye must alway te that year a certain percentage for wrking expenses n
have a large amount of rolling stock that requires te b. cmnneatiyn with wear and toar. I knew it is don. ou other
repaired. linos. I have had some experience li connection with

dMr. MoMUL EN. Could the Minister f iRalways give ralways, and am satisled that i is the custom te esti-

no an idea about what proportion cf the rolling stock l now mate lhe probable cot cf working expenses and repaire

odt of repair, and ot iu condition te b h used ? during the yoar.
ar CHRLES TUPPER. That ls always eetimated

1fr. POPE. I can te l the hon gentleman that there je but you do mot put it in the accounts.
a larger proportion now e ut cf repair than I ever knew before
at ti time cf tho year. The proportion is larger lu angines Mfr. MOMULLEN. In making up the accounts yen have
than in cars, and the reascu is that the past wintor was ano gt to estimate what amount it l neceary t charge te

excoptionally sovere eue, and w. had t put on a heavy working expenses, and te put the rolling sok into the saine

angine force to keep the road open, which trained the condition thw it was when yen commenced.

englunes te the ntmoiat. They were injured a great deal, and Sir RICHiARD CARTW.RIGHT. I eaw a etatement
the mot cf them muet be repaired. lu many cases we had made the othr day in ome uewpaper, as te which I
t put on Live m Cn te ehovel enow eut cf this rcad, one above certainly will n t pledge mysoef, but as te whc I ehould
the otier on the snow bank, and when there wsoch an like te have some information from the Mihister cf Rail-
enormeus quantity of sncw, we had te force the ngine ail ways or the Miniter of Finance. It wae te tie effet that
they culd stand, and there are many more than usual eut on the occasion cf the recent adjumeut ef the loue,

of reper. te Minister gave fre. pas te gentlemen who have dis
Mfr. Poin.
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Played a discriminating support of the Government, but not
to other members of tis House. Is that the cas?

Mr. POPE. I heard the same thing myself. The fact is
that I gave a freS pass to all who came for it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I stated on the floor of the
House that every gentleman on that aide who applied
would receive exactly the same as members on this side.

Mr. JONES. Doubtlesse; but did the hon. gentleman
expect the members of the House to go to the Government
and ask for railway passes over the road ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. JONES. After they had their travelling fees, that
would take them down and back eight or ton times ? My
travelling fees would take me down and back from four to
ten times. I, for one, should have felt that I was putting
myself in a false position if I had approached the Govern-
ment to give me a railway pass under those circumstances.
I think the system of railway passes is abused very much,
and we heard a good deal about it in olden times. A few
years ago under the Mackenzie Administration, Mr.
Brydges had a car in which he travelled over the Interco-
lonial Railway, and the organs of the present Government
never ceased attacking the Administration of that day for
allowing Mr. Brydges the ueof a caf. I do not mean to
say that they were right, but the present Administration
have their cars going backwards and forwards for members
of the Government, and friends of the Government, and
officers connected with the road, and I do not find fault with
it. Our course, however, with respect to that matter, has
been in very marked contrast wifh that pursued by the
organs of hon, gentlemen. opposite when we were in power.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not agree with the hon'
gentleman at all. I say the House found it convenient, at
the request of a very large majority of the members, to
adjourn the public business for a week, and that enabled
hon. gentlemen who lived in Ontario and Quebec, the great
proportion of members of this House, at very little incon-
venience to themselves, to be able to visit their families;
and it was under those circumstances, an effort was made
on the part of the Minister of Railways to give the same
advantage to hon. members, without regard to their politi-
cal complexions, as was possessed by the greater portion of
members of this Honse from Ontario and Quebec.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not think the hon. gen-

tleman will find any sympathy among the hon. gentlemen
opposite in attacking the Government for giving what I
feel was only just consideration to members for the Mari-
time Provinces, who were, so far as we could do it, placed
in the same position as hon. gentlemen who live in the
larger Provinces. But I may tell the hon. gentleman if ho
wishes to censure any person in regard to this matter, lie
had botter deal with his hon. friend the member for
Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies), who claimed on the floor
of this Hlouse the sahe consideration for hon. gentlemen
opposite as was given bon. members on this side of the
House, and very rightly and properly so; and ho claimed
that every hon. gentleman should be treated alike.
No other disposition was manifested in regard to this
matter, and the most public means were taken for placing
every hon. gentleman on exactly the same position in regard
to this matter.

Mr. FRREMAN. It would be very interesting to myself
and I am sure to many hon. members, if we could ascertain
distinctly of what hon. gentlemen opposite are complaining.
I listened to the question that was asked in the House the
other day, respecting pasSes on the Intercolonial Railway,
and the reply of the Minister was that all members woufd

be treated alike. I certainly thought that would be satis.
factory. - However, hon. gentlemen opposite, it appears, are
not satisfied with it. The hon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones), says he would not ask for a pass on the Intercolon-
ial Railway, and it strikes me that he might feel it deroga-
tory to his honor and ability to do so. No one could find
fault with that ; if he thought proper not to ask for a pals,
lot him pay for his ticket; but I do not see any reason in
that why hon. members should not accept a pase if they
could get one. AIL the members may not be so wealthy as
the hon. gentleman, and if they chose to accept a pas, and
if the Govern ment were willing to grant it, fault should not
b. found with them. We would like to have in clearly dis-
tinct terms, as to what hon. gentlémen opposite are attack-
ing the Governmeut for, what the Government Las done
of which they complain, and lot us hear it and in
clear, plain common sense language? Let us have
this instead of this beating about the bush, for I utterly fail
to see what the Mackenzie Government bas to do with
passes given a few weeks ago. If the Mackenzie Govern-
ment did not give passes, well and good; we have no fault
to find with them on that account. If there is any fault to
be found with the Government, lot us hear it in clear and
distinct terme, so that we can understand the complaint, for
the subject of the Intercolonial Railway has occupied much
of the time of this House, and I have not been able to see
what the trouble is about. I have not heard that there was
any attack made on the Government or that they had acted
improperly in regard to this railway. It has been said that
charges have been placed under improper accounts, and
what should have been charged to running expenses has
been charged to capital. I do not know that that is a very
grave offence; but lot hon. gentlemen opposite make out of
it what they can. The Intercolonial Railway belongs to
the people, and if it is run in the interest of the people,
they do not suffer by it. The people of Nova Scotia have a
large interest in that road, and if hon. members for the
Upper Provinces feel dissatisfied and think we have too
much advantage in allowances made on rates, I think any
suoh complaint is a very unreasonable one. It would be
well if we could understand distinctly what the trouble is
in respect of the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. JONES. In answcr to the Minister of Finance I
would just say this, that the complaint I made was, that
when the Government made up their mind to give passes
to members from the Maritime Provinces or elsewhere,
they should have announced it or sent circulars or sent
the passes to members. It was only when it was discov-
ered subsequently, after many members Lad procured
their tickets and after the question was raised in the House
by the hon. member for Queen's, P. E. I. (Kr. Davies), that
the Government then stated that all who applied for passes
should have them. But I for one, when I made up my
mind to go to Nova Scotia, never for one moment thought
it would be becoming to go to the Government and ask
them to give me a paso, and it was not until I had pur-
chased my ticket I heard that other hon. gentlemen sup.
porting the Government had had passes given to them.So
I say, that if all the members are to ho treated alike,
passes should have been sent to them, so that they might
ail have been placed in the same position. That is the
only ground I take.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The course adopted by the
Minister of Railways in 1881, when the House adjourned
from Christmas to 11th January, was that passes were sent
with the compliments of the Minister, to every member from
the Lower Provinces.

Mr. POPE. When was that ?
Mr. WELDON (St. John). In 1881 when we met in De-

cember and adjourned for a fortnight till 1lth January. In
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that case the passes were sent by the Minister of Railways
to the different members from the Lower Provinces. There
are many more special cars travelling over the Intercolonial
now than then; but when Mr.Brydges was taken ail through
Nova Scotia in his car, it was said that he was going round
like an eastern potentate, and this was made one of the
great causes of complaint against the Mackenzie Government
at that date.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the Minister of Railways
ought not to treat this matter as a mere matter of patron-
age belonging to the Administrtion or to his Department.
If it is right and proper to issue passes along the Inter.
colonial, the fact ought to be known; and they ought to be
issued to ail members in that section of the Province with-
out reference to their party proclivities. But that is not
what the hon. gentleman did. lon. gentlemen sup.
porting the party sitting on this side of the House, and
living along the line of the Intercolonial Railway, knew
nothing of the intention of the Government to issue passes
in that way. Now, I think that the bon. gentleman has not
justified the course of the Administration at ail, in stating
that my hon. friend from Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies) was
to blame, if anybody was to blame. That hon. gentleman
complained here on account of the manner in which the
hon. gentleman proceeded. The Government treated the
railway as though it were the private property of the
Administration, as though it were a portion of their special
possessions, as if they had a right to deal with it as a matter
of party patronage. If the Government choose to charge
full fare or half fare, or if they choose to issue tickets to
hon. gentlemen who desire to return home during the vaca-
tion, so long as it was known that these tickets were issued
without application on the part of the members, then there
would have been nothing to complain of, except the question
of public policy. But, as it is, i think the hon. gentleman's
course is highly censurable.

Mr. POPE. It was quite impossible that we should
know who were going. Was I to send a messenger to
everybody with a ticket? More than that, I may say to
the hon. gentleman that I was of» opinion that a half fare
ticket was quite enough to grant to hon. gentl.. men on both
sides of the flouse, because the pressure came from both
sides of the House for free passes. Upon consideration I
said to Mr. Schreiber that he should give free passes to all
members who would come to him, and I believe that every-
one who came to him got free passes. I can understand
that the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), with that
extreme modesty which he displays on all occasions, would
not take a pass, but they were not all like him; a great
many of them would take passes and say: "Thank you,
sir."

Mr. DAVIES (Queen's, P.E.I.) 1 understand that the
hon. gentleman intimated that I was to blame.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER No, no; the hon. gentleman
is quite misinformed, for I said niothing of the kind. I said
that if the hon. member for Balifax (Mr. Jones) had to
blame any person, he had botter seule the matter with his
friends on that side ,f the flouse, who had claimed that it
was quite right that passes should be given alike to both
sides.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I wait to put myself right in
the matter, not because I had any personal interest in it for
1 was not going home myself. But I understood from some1
of my friends on this side that they had to purchase tickets1
to go home and return during the recess, while some otheri
members from the same Province, but of different politics,1
had passes presented to them by the Minister of Railways.
I submitted that that was a gross injustice. I take the
ground which bas been taken by my hon. friend to the loft1
(Mir. Mille) that the railway is no more the private property j

Mr. WZLDON (St. John).

of the Minister of Railways than it is mine; that he las
no more right to give passes over it than I had, except to
somebody travelling for railway purposes. I ara opposed
to the whole system of passes, but I thought that if some
members living in a far off part of the Dominion were to
get passes during the recess, thon the same rule should
apply to all. I say that if the rle was once laid down
that they were to get passes, the Minister should
either have informed them by a clerk or sent the passes
with lis compliments. 1t is not a very nice thing
that a man should have to go down to the Department
with bis hat in his hand and ask as a favor what
should have been his right, and I for one would rather have
done without a pass than to have done that. I repeat that
I only spoke on behalf of those on this side who told me
they had not been treated like members on the other side.

Mr. MoDOUGALL (Cape Breton). I am one of those
who applied to the Minister of Railways and who got a pass.
I may state that I met the senior member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones), and in conversation with him he mentioned the fact
that members supporting the Government had had special
favors in getting passes which enabled thom to go home I
told the bon. gentleman in reply that I believed that they
had no more favors than would be extended to members on
that side if they asked for them. I assured him that if ho
had asked the Minister of Railways he would have got a
pass, just the same as members supporting the Government
got them, and as I got mine. I may say that I did ask for
mine and that I went to the Department.

Sir RICIIARI) CARTWRIIGHT. I think that this dis-
cussion shows that it is not a desirable relation for members
of this House to be put in by members of the Government,
whom they are opposing and criticising, possibly every
night, to have to go to the Minister of Railways and ask
him for a matter, which he vidently considers, to some ex-
tent, as a matter of favor. I think it is not in accordance
with the dignity of the House that that relation should be
established. I think my hon. friends bore are quite right
in saying that if it be considered proper-and I am not
going to stand on a small matter of that kind ; I do not
suppose the granting of a pass is going to influence any of
my friends behind me-but I do not think either the Min-
ister of Railways or the Minister of Finance will deny the
proposition, that for membois on this side to go and ask for
such favors from the hon. gentleman is not a right relation
to exist between members of this House and members of
the Goverument, on either side, but especially members of
the Opposition. i think the proper way would have been for
the Minister to have sent a cricular indiscriminately, and
thon hon. members could have taken the passes or not, as
they liked.

Mr. POPE. I may say that I did not ask anyone to come
to me to get a paso, nor did anyone come. It happened at
the time that I was unwell, and they went Vo the chief
engineer who gives these passes.

Mr. JONES. After you told him.

Mr. POPE. Yes, I did tell him to give passes to mom-
bers who came; they did not have to come to me, and so
far as my friends on this side are concerned, they were
granted passes, because I did not suppose for a moment that
they could be bought, and I don't think that hon. gentle-
men opposite need be afraid of thoir friends in that respect.
1 do not believe they are to be bought by granting them a
railway pass; I never believed it. But why are my hon.
friends so modeet about these passes ? Have they not the
same right to come to me, as they have about thousands of
other thinge-beoause they want something ? What is
there about this matter of granting a pass which makes it
differ so mach from other thinge that they ask me aboute
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As I said before, it was very late before I thought it was
necessary to issue free passes; I thought half-fares would
ho sufficient, and consequently I had no time then to do
more than waa done by the Minister of Finance-that is, to
announce to the House that anybody could have these
passes by asking for them.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There is a very broad distinction
between the cases which the hon. gentleman put@. When
a member of Parliament asks him, at his Department
about a public matter, or asks him in the House, he is only
doing part of his duty as a member, but the hon. gentleman
knows that, unless members on this side were informed, by
circular, that it was the intention to grant passes, none of
them would choose to go down to his Department to ask
for them. He seems to think, also, that while it would be
undignified to ask him, it would be dignified to ask his
clerk.

Mr. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton). I may say that I
was informed, on the way home, by some friends of the
Government, that the hon. member for Lunenburg (Mr.
Eisenhauer), who is not a supporter of the Government,
had a pass.

Servie' tie plates............................ $12,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are these Servis'
tie plates.

Sir CHLARLES TUPPER. They are patent arrange-
ments intended to promote the lie of the sleeper. Tbis
patent having been tried for a considerable time, under the
observation of the engineering department at Moncton, it
was decided to try it on a larger scale for the purpose of
ascertaining its value more fully.

Mr. JONES. Where are they manufactured?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. At New Glasgow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the difference
between the cost of these plates and those in ordinary use ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, There are none in ordinary
use. This is a patented invention to be put between the
sleeper and the rail.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. There was a tie plate
in use before ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, that is a chair.

Mr. JONES. L it an American or an English patent?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. An American patent.

Cape Breton Railway..................$800,000

Mr. GUAY. I am surprised to see that the Government
has not thought proper to place an amount in the estimates
this year for settling the land claims and damages resulting
from the construction of the St. Charles Railway Branch.
I am informed that there are a great many of the land claims
and damages which are not yet settled, although that branch
has been built for several years, and many interested parties
have been making great exertions to have their claims and
damages settled. During the last electoral campaign
sweeter promises than usual were made that all these claims
would be settled before the end of the election ; but from
letters that I have reeived since, and from what I saw dur-
ing the eleetion, I oome to the conclusion thatif any of those
claims were 8ettled, they were those of the political friends
of my opponent. I hope the hon. Minister of Railways will
take the matter into his serions consideration, and give
equal justice to al interested parties.

Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency). I wish to make a
1 few remarks in corroboration of the statement made by my

hon. friend the member for Lévis. I have been charged, as
a lawyer, with a number o the claims of certain farmers
living near St. Joseph of Lévis, whose lands were expropri-
ated by the Government four or five years ago, and who
have not yet been paid one cent for them. I have repeat-
edly sought to get their cases investigated, but I never
could succeed. Yet, at the same time that I was refused, I
saw that some claims which were put in after those of my
clients were investigated. I found that when those people
had engaged Tory lawyers to defend their eases, their cases
were immediately taken up. One of my clients found out that
it was because 1 was a Liberal lawyer that I could not get
the arbitrators at Quebec to take up his case, and he got so
much disgusted that he retained another lawyer, Mr.
Isidore Belleau, and his case was immediately settled.
There are a good many farmers in St. Joseph of Lévis who
have been deprived of their lands for five years, and who
have not yet been paid for them. I hope that the Govein-
ment will see that their claims be settled before long.

Sir CHARLES TUPPEàR. I may mention that the
greater number of these claims have been paid; but a num.
ber of persons relused to accept the amount offered to
them, and it was necessary to refer their cases to the
official arbitrators, but I am quite sure the hon. gentleman
is mitaken in supposing that the official arbitrators of the
Government would be in the slightest degree influenced by
the political proclivities of any advocate who might be
engaged. I am sure the hon. gentleman does not accuse
the Governtment of anything of that kind. I am sure no
Government would be influenced by any consideration of
that kind, and I cannot believe an official arbitrator

,would be.
Mr. GUAY. I am informed that there were over

$1,000,000 of land claims settled during the electoral cam-
paign, and the other day I saw that the Government had to
issue special warrants for about $1,000,000 to settle a large
number of these claims.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is aware
that that was explained on the floor of the House. The
amount was awarded by the judgment of the court.

Mr. GUAY. There were a few land claims settled, but
it is extraordinary that they were only those of my political
opponents.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the charge these hon.
gentlemen make is of such a character that it should be
officially investigated. It seems to me so highly improper,
that this House w:>uld bo altogether wanting in its duty il
it permitted the Session to close without making some
enquiry in the matter. It would be an extraordinary con.
dition of things if at this time of day we found that an hon.
gentleman could not proceed with the settlement of a case
because the Government arbitrator would not entertain a
proposition on account of his political opinions. I say that
would be a condition of things that would be utterly intol-
erable.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). How would it be if a case were
carried into a court and the professional man who had it in
charge would not be heard by the judge ? The hon. gentle-
man's statement that the arbitrator, acting on behalf of the
Government, with the view df settling these elaims, many
of which are four or five years' standing, could not get a
hearing because he had employed my hon. friend as his
counsel. I say that is a matter that requires the imme-
ediate attention of the Government, and if any arbitra-
tor or official of the Goverument has acted in that way, the
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Government owe it to themselves to immediately dismiBs
him from his present position.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. LANGELIER (Queboc). The settlement of these
land claims bas been a regular scandal. I mention one case
that has come under my notice. A gentleman who was
unfortunate enough to be against the Government, had a
claim which was such a clear case that there could be no
doubt about it. He obtained judgment, but the case was
taken to the Supreme Court, where the judges were unani-
mous in deciding that the Government had not a leg to
stand on. Why was the case taken to the Supreme Court ?
Because the hon. member for Quebec West (Mr. McGreevy),
insisted that the case should be taken to the Supreme
Court in order to rain that man, and to prevent
him getting the 812,000 to which ho was entitled.
This is only one case out of a great many, showing how
the St. Charles Branch land claims have been treated.
Whether rightly or wrongly, the general impression in
Quebec is that it is perfectly impossible for any man to get
justice unless he applies to Tory lawyers. I have seen
some of my own clients-my clients for a great many years
-who have been advised to go to a Tory lawyer with their
claim. These lawyers have made a great deal of money
with these Intercolonial Railway claims, because the general
impression was, whether rightly or wrongly, I do not say
there was any justification for it, that those who had land
claims should go to a Tory lawyer in order to obtain justice
r-om the Government.

Mr. THOMPSON. I am glad to hear the hon.gentleman
say that the case he has cited, that of Mr. Murphy, is an
example of all the cases. Of the statements in connection
with that case not one half have any foundation. Mr.
Murphy's claim was appealed to the Supreme Court of
Canada on my advice. I believed, and still believe, that
there was good ground for making that appeal. The
appeal was not entered at the instance of the hon. member
for Quebec West (Mr. McGreevy); he was never consulted
about it ; ho never spoke to us about it; ho nover used the
slightest influence to induce us to make it. The hon. gen-
tleman says that the judges of the Supreme Court were
unanimous in saying that our case hud not a log to stand on.
They said nothing of the kind. Under the same circum.
stances, I would advise an appeal again, for Mr. Murphy
obtained more than he was entitled to.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Mr. Murphy obtained
before the arbitrators a certain award. The Exchequer
Court confirmed that award, then the Government appealed
to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court unanimously
affirmed there was not one leg for the Government case to
stand on.

Mr. THOMPSON. That is not so.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The rosuit was the same'
There was not one judge who was not of opinion that the
original judgment should have been held good.

Mr. THOMPSON. That at times happons, and it is no
proof at all of the impropriety of the appeal. I regret to
say, in many cases, itl is neot sufficient proof to satisfy any-
body acquainted with the facts that the plaintiff ought to
succeed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGET. That is rather a reflec-
tion on the Supreme Court.

Mr. THOMPSON. I am quite prepared to take the
responsibility, and stand by al that I have said on the sub-
ject.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

Sault'Ste. Marie Cans1....... ..... 1,O00,000

Mr. DAWSON. I would like to give a little information
in regard to this canal, and to draw attention to the great
importance of this national work which is now to be under-
taken. I think it might be of some interest to the House to
go back a little to the time at which it was first proposed to
build a canal at Sault Ste. Marie, and contrast the condition
of affairs at that time with their condition now. As early
as 1852, the Government made a survey of the canal
at Sault Ste. Marie, and I have bere the report of the
engineer containing the statement of the traffle of those
days, and his estimate of the probable cost of a then pro.
posed canal. This engineer, in setting out the position of
matters at that day, gave this statement :

" I have not been able to obtain the return of trade except for the
year 1851, which is as follows :-

Upwarde.

Iron, steel and castings, including three steam
engines, 370,000 lb..........................

Number of cattie and horses, 370 Ib...........
Hay ....... ......... ..... ...... .....
Bricks, 76... ............ ..............
Lumber, 4189............,...........................
8hingles, 18M..... 1 ....................
Merchandise, provisions, &c., 52,847 bris. bulk.

Total............................

Downwards.

185
123
323
171
700,
18

2,641

4,160

Tons
do
do
do
do
do
do

do

Copper (native)............................ 1586 Tons
Iron "blooms ".,....... ..... ............ 383 do
Fish, 3,590 barrels......... ...... 513 do 2,482 do

Tons both ways... ....................... 6,642

At the same time he says:
" The fleet on Lake Superior consiste of one steamboat, three pro-

pellers and five E chooners, with an aggregate tonnage of 1,500 tons.

That was in the year 1852t He expresses himself in this
way in respect to the location of the canal :

" The canal has been laid ont upon a straight line, the shortest that
can be drawn between the navigable portions of the bays above and
below the island, thus passing nearly through the middle of the large
island on the Canada Bide. Its length through the island is 50 chains,
but from end to end of piers it is 95 chains. It was found neceusary to
produce the piers at the upper entrance, right across the first bay, and
the point of shoal above it in order to avoid the awkwardness of an
abrupt turn had the pier ended in the first bay, as well as to obviate
the exposure of vessels making that entrance to the influence of the
current at the head of the rapids. The upper terminus is now in a deep
bay, and in still water where the American vessels wintering above the
shoal usually lie up."

This is very important information, because it shows that
the proper place for the canal was on the Canadian side, and
that at a place above the rapids on the Canadian side,Amer-
ican vessels used to come and lie up for the winter. This
shows the superiority of the Canadian side-a basin above
and a basin below, and the whole length of the canal about
a mile. The estimate of the cost that the engineer made of
a canal which should have a depth of 10 feet and width of
140, was $500,000 or thereabouts, but that was a canal
which would not be at all adapted to the wants of the
present day. Having shown what the traffie was at that
time, perhaps I may be allowed to show what it is now;
and I have a statement here which, I think, under prosent
circumstances, will be found to be exceedingly interesting.
In 1852, when the statement I have just read was made,
there was no canal on the American side of Sault Ste. Marie.
It was in contemplation to build one, but no step had been
taken towards its construction at that time. I have stated
the tonnage up and down, both ways, over a little portage
railway on the American side at 6,000 tous and the ship.
ping on Lake Superior at 1,500 tons. I ask the attention
of the House, in contrast Wt that, t this statement of the
trame last year at Sault Ste. Marie:
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COMPARATIVU STATMXfNT of the amount and value of the commerce through Saint Mary's Falls Canal, Michigan, for the calender yearu1885 and 1886

Items.

Vessels.................Number.
Lockages................ do .
Tonnage..............Registered.

do............ 'rreight.
Pasengers...............Number.
Ooal.....................Net Tons.
Flour........... ...... Barrels.
Grain................Bushels..
Manuf'dIron.. ....... Net Tons.
Pi Iron.................. do .

t.........................Barrels.
Copper............ Net Tona.
Iron Ore................. do
Lumber..................Ft., B. M.
Bilver Ore.......... ..... Net Tons.
Building Stone......... do
Unclas'd freight... do

Quantity.

1885. 1886.

5,380
2,863

3,035,937
3,256,628

36,147
894,991

1,440,093
15,697,194

60,842
136,355
31,927

1,235,122
127,984,000

3,669
8,189

184,963

7,424
3,593

4,219,397
4,527,759

27,088
1,009,999
1,759,365

19,706,858
115,208
158,677
38,627

2,087,809
138,688,000

2,009
9,449

230,726

Total........................... .............. ..... ,1... ........ ......

Increase.

Amount. Per
cent.

2,044 38
730 25

1,183,46C 39
1,271,131 39

........ ..... . .. ...........3115,000 13
319,274 22

4,009,664 26
54,366 89
22,322 16

6,700 21
852,681 69

10,704,000 8
.............. i.... ...... ..

1,240 15
46,763 25

...............,1..... ., ,.....

Decrease.

Amount. Ie

......... ....

.............
........ .....
......... ....

9,.... 5..
.............
........ .....

........ ....
.............

........ ....

Price
pr

3 50
5 00
0 98{50 00

17 00
1 00

200 00
3 50

18 00
153 79

10 00
60 00

TotaliValuation.

1885.

$ . e... .

3,132,46850
7,200,465 0OU
15,383,350 12
2,576,750 0U

158,219 00
136,355 00

6,385,400 00
4,392,927 00
2,303,712 00

564,255 51
81,890 00

11,097,780 00

53,413,472 13

1886.

$ ots.

3,584,996 50
8,796,825 O0

19,312,720 84
5,366,950 00

133,773 00
158,677 00

7,725,400 00
7,307,381 50
2,496,384 00

308,964 Il
94,490 00

13,843,560 00

69,080,071 95

Canal was open to navigation 211 days in 1885, and 224 days in 188

To give'eome idea of what this immense traffic i@, I may
state what the traffic of three continents, Europe, Asia and
Africa, passing through the Suez Canal has been. In 1881
the tonnage inithe Suez Canal was 5,794,401 tons, while
that in the Sault Ste. Marie Canal last year was 4,527,000
tons, as I have just stated. In other words, the traffic be-
tween these two great inland seas is already up to somewhat
more than half the traffic ot the Suez Canal, which in 1885
was 8,985,411 tons. I think these facts are somewhat inter.
esting in view of our being about to undertake the building
of a canal,'but there are some other things which I think
are equally interesting. The Americans have already two
canals on their side and are now proposing to build a third
as will be.seenby'what'a local paper says:

" colonel 0. M. Poe, of the United States engineer corps, bas urged up-
on Congre«s, at various time., during the put few years, the necessity of
hastening the improvements in te St. Mary's alls anal. In ene of
bis lat arguments before the Uommerce Gommittee, he stated that at
the present rate of increase in lake shippin it would be necessary to
commence the construction of a third canal at Sault Ste. Marie long
before the new one now under construction could be completed, in order
to keep pace with the increase and meet the demanda of lake shipping.

Now, they are not only building a new canal on the Ameri-
can aide, but are cutting a canal three miles long behind the
ship canals in order to avail themselves of the water power.
There is a company formed to open a canal or aqueduct
three miles long in order to avail themselves of that power.
I think the views which are expressed in regard to that
will be interesting in another point of view, because the
water power there is likely very soon to be availed of by
the Americans, who are now carrying on the manufacture
of flour at Minneapolis to a very large extent; and the
people who are coming there are. capitalists from the vici-
rnmty of Minneapolis. They are coming to Sault Ste. Marie-
and are prepared to build this water power canal on the
American aide, which is a work entirely apart from the
other canal, with locks which is about to be built. Here is
their view:-

«When the Canadian Paise wu completed a few months ago it not
only opened an immense and fruitful country for occupation, but it alse
made a government highway for English commerce from the Atlantic
to the PacideOcea. The rond has been built in a thorough manner,
and the projer sure of good returns in the not distant future, have
prepared a perecthanel ofcommere.. Tis road has a branch to the
denit, and ihes t to reseie the outpourings of the vaut American wheal
fields of the north, which vill b. landed there by the Detroit, Mackinac

and Marquette and the Minneapolis and Sault Ste. Marie roads, and such
other roada as may be built.

" It is net the purpose of Sault Ste. Marie to lot this grain pas across
ber bordera, either in the original form or even as fiour from the Min-
neapolis mills. On the contrary, she herself proposes te convert it into
flour. Let us see what advantage she bas to set up against that great
milling centre, Minneapolis. In the first place, the Minneapolis mille,
although their water power is of the finest when the river i full, i
liable te be without water for month at a time. Ail the large mille
have to resort to steam power during part of the year, and consequently
do business at an increased cost. More than that, the rapid destruction
of timber at the headwaters of the Mississippi i oconstantly making the
flow of the river more uncertain. So much for the disadvantages of
the Minnesota rival.

" Sault Ste. Marie, on the other hand, has in Lake Superlor a body
of water as large as New England except Maine; and the water level
does not vary more than uone foot during the year. The falls of Saint
Mary give al ithe head needed and to utilise this water power aIl that
remains is to build a canal around the rapids."

And that canal they are now engaged in building. The
-ame might be said with equal truth of the Canadian side
of the falis. As I have pointed out, the traffic now amounts
to seventy millions of dollars a year-that is, the value of the
articles passing through the United States canal-and I be-
lieve that, if this canal is carried ont on our side, it will be the
means of building up a city in a very short time at Sault
Ste. Marie, and of drawing traffic to our great Canadian
Pacifie Railway. I may say, moreover, that it is a noces-
sity in other respects. It will b. remembered that, on a
former occasion, the Sault Ste. Marie Canal wa uhut against
us; that, during the military expedition of 1870, when it
was necessary to send troops to the North.West, when we
got to Sault Ste. Marie it was found that the Americans
bad shut their canal in order to cut off all intercourse
between this section of the country and Lake Superior.
However, the Goverunent made a portage road by which
they reached the lake, and engaged steamers on Lake
Superior and on Lake Huron. Then, when the Americans
found that there was another means of our getting through
without using the canal, they politely informed us that the
canal was perfectly open to us, but that was not until they
saw we could get on without it. I thought that, as this
matter was up, and as this canal is aitogether within the
district which I have the honor to represent, 1 would draw
the attention of the House to these facts.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I do not rise for the purpose of
offering any objection to this vote. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman who a taken his seat as to the importance
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of this canal. I believe it is a work that is necessary in the
interest of the navigation of our inland waters. But I would
like to draw the attention of my hon. friend the Minister of
Railways, to what I consider a work of equal importance,
one which I think it is necessary the Goverument should
construct if they wish to derive all the advantages which
are to be obtained by the construction of this work itself-
I refer to the improved navigation of the Ottawa and French
Rivers. I drew the attention of the flouse to this matter
in 1885, by submitting a resolution declaring the advisabil-
ity of entering on that work at an early date. The matter
was fully discussed on that occasion, and I do not now pro-
pose to enter into its merits. You will remember aliso
that during last Session I brought this matter before the
Bouse, and upon that occasion the Minister of Railways
stated:

"With respect to my hon. friend from Renfrew (Mr. White) I am
sure ho will wait."

That is in reference to the construction of the Ottawa Canal.
"I will be very glad to listen to him, to see everything he can show

us, and to do everything we can do. But I will ask him to have patience.
I will ask him to wait a littie, until we have made some progress in
these great works which we have on hand, although we have completed
that work for which we have expended so much money."

Referring, I presume, to the Canadian Pacific Railway.

" 1 am sure that ho will not be disappointed in the interest which we
shall take in his work, as well as those that have gone before."

Well, Mr. Chairman, I would like my hon friend the Minis-
ter of Railways to give sorne practical illustration of his
interest in the work to which I refer. I had hoped that in
the Estimates which are submitted a vote would have been
asked for the purpose of doing something towards the con-
struction of that great work. I still venture to express the
hope-if the Minister of Railways is ip the House I hope
ho will state his views in regard to the matter-I still ven.
ture to express the hope that a vote will be placed in the
Supplementary Estimates which will give practical effect to
the promises the Minister of Railways made during last
Session.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the estimated
cost cf this ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There bas not been a close
estimate made recently. But I expect this amaount is
larger than will be requiied to complete the work.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT.
dimension as the American canal?

Is it to be of the same

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Lachine Canal..........,........................ ......... $98,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Would the hon. mem-
ber state in what position this work is?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This sum of 898,000 will
complete the works that bave been commenced, including
the deepening of St. Gabriel Basin, $58,000; atone side
wall, section 6, $7,000; race and weir at Lachine, $13,000;
together with other items, making the total amount.

Cornwall Canal .............. ............ ..... 73,000
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is required to complete.

The amount available for 1886-87 is8 70,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does that complete

what you propose to spend on it ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That completes ail in relation

to which expenditure is at present undertaken; but tocarry
out the whole socheme a large addition will be required.

Mr. WmnT (Renfrew).

Williamsburg Canal-For the construction of au
entrance and locks at head of Rapide Plat
Canal.......................................... $60,000

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This amount, with $100,000
for the improvement of the Galops Canal, includes the two
votes under the heads of the Williamsburg Canal. The
amount of $100,000 is towards the construction of looks.

St. Lawrence River and Canal,.............,............$40,000.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is required to improve
the canal through the Galops Rapids by certain works of
submarine blasting and dredging. These works were com-
menced in 1880,and consist of an excavation in the channel of
the rapids of such depth as to afford a passage at low water
to vessels of 14 feet draught. An additionnal sum of
$30,000 is required to complete.

Towards completing the present works at the Murray
canal......... ........................... $.116,000

Mr. MALLORY. I noticed the member for Prince
Edward county (Mr. Platt) asked a few days ago when the
contract had expired for the construction Of the Murray Ca-
nal, and the Minister of Railways and Canals replied that
the date was arranged for in the original contract of lst July
1885, and that no written extension of time had been
given to the contractors for the completion of that work. I
would like to enquire whether any verbal arrangement bas
been entered into with the contractors as to the time at
which this canal should be completed ?

Sir CIIARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman will
allow me, I will make a note of that, as the Minister of Rail-
ways is not very well and could not be here. I will give
the hon. gentleman the information.

Mr. MALLORY. I would like to know, also, if there is
any forfeit in case of a failure on the part of the contrac.
tors.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. You wish to know whether
there is a provision for an extension of time ?

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, wbether there is an agreement,
whether written or verbal, as to the extension of time.
The date of the completion of the contract had expired on
1st July, 1835, and, as it appears, the contractors have been
going on with the work from that time until this, at the
mercy, as I may express it, of the Government of the day.
I understand, from the most reliable authority, that some
members of the Government, and some of their influential
supporters, have seen fit to negotiate with these parties;
and we remember the statement made by the Minister of
Finance a few evenings ago, that it was quite legitimate
for those who were in the employ of the Government-he
did not state that exactly-to become active electioneering
agents for the Government during any political contest that
might be taking place in their locality or anywhere else,
I know as a matter of fact-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman muast
allow me to correct him. I made no reference to anything
of the kind. We were speaking of civil servants of the
Crown exclusively. I said nothing about contractors or
persons who have contraots with the Government.

Mr. MALLORY. I corrected myself. I did not mention
contractors but those in the employ of the Government;
and if the principle ià true and just in the one case, surely
it cannot be unjust in the other. If it is just for Civil Ser-
vice employés-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is another thing alto.
gether.
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Mr. MALLORY-to become active election agents-I

say if the principle is a correct one, the legitimate conclu-
sion to be drawn is that a contractor or any other employé,
other than civil servants, should be allowed to do the e ame
thing, and they are allowed to do the same thing. As a
matter of fact pressure has been brought to bear on those
contractors to make them active election agents in the
interests of the party in power. Two, three, or four Min-
isters of the Crown went into the ridings, particularly
into the riding where those men have a contractand by some
mysterious influences, I know not what, those gentlemen
were induced to take the stamp and do all they possibly
could for the party in power. Not only that, but they ex-
pended a large sum of money-where it came from I am
not prepared to state. Not only thatbut some employés of the
Government, not of the contractors. the assistant engineer
and others in the employ of the Governmient, used thu po.i-
tions they occupied under the Governmont in order to assist
them very materially. I may state, that Dot only did the
contractors for this canal spend days and weeks in active
work against the candidates of the Liberal party and
favored the candidates of the Government, but employés
of the Government did the same work. I have this to say
to the House: That days and weeks before the 22nd Feb-
ruary, employés of the Government employed dozens
of men, from thirty to forty, and, I am informed,
as high as fifty, for no other purpose than to cut holes
in the ice, to give them remunerative employment in
order to induce them to vote for the Government
candidate. I am informed by the mon themselves that
they received from $.30 to $1.. O per day, for simply
cutting holes in the ice, ostensibly for the purpose of
taking soundings; but so many were employed that sound.
ings could not be taken until many of the holes had frozen
Over, and they had to be cut open again. For days and weeks
mon were so employed on the Murray Canal and in the
harbor of Brighton, and for several days previous to the
22nd February from twenty to thirty men wero ostensibly
searching for the sunken pier at Presqu'Ile, whereas any
school boy in Brighton could have told them where the
pier was. But these men were drawing $1.30 a day for the
work. It is in line with that conduet of the employés
and contractors of the Governmenf on these particular
works that these mon were employed for dayi and weeks
before the 22nd in the way I have mentioned, and I am in-
formed many of them did not receive a single day's employ.
ment after the 22nd February. Those matters have come un.
der myown notice; whatIspeak is from personal knowledgo;
I know these transactions to have occurred. As I have stated
before, if the principle is a sound one, as laid down by the
Minister of Finance, that Civil Service employés are
allowed and are expected to be active agents in support of
the Government during political contests, we should know
it. If it is true that civil servants are allowed to do this,
contractors also should be allowed to act as they have
done in this particular case. The particular complaint
I make is that these men, owing their financial exist-
ence to the Government of the day, have been in-
duced to take the action they have taken, while they know-
and white the Government know that they are, and if they
are not they ought to be, responsible to this country and the
Government for the forfait which ought to be contained in
the contract. They are going on at the sufferance of the
Government. The time for the completion of the contract
expired about two years ago, still the contract is not con-
pleted, and these men go on and try to repay the Govern-
ment of the day, and the party in power, for the kindness
extended to them, by exercising every influence in thoir
power in support of the Government during an election
conteet. The hon. member for East Hastings (Mlr. Burdett)
if he were in his place, could give some of the experiences
he had to pass through during his election. In the same
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way could the hon. member for Prince Edward (Mr, Platt)
speak, because the action of those gentlemen was not
confined to the constituency I represent; and I could give
many particular instances which have come under my own
observations of the conduct of those mon; but it is juet as
well that I should keep them for the proper tribunal before
which I propose to bring many of these charges. But 1
have brought this matter forward, so that this House and
the country may understand whether conduct of this kind
is justified by the Government of the day, and may judge as
to the righteousness of actions of this kind.

Sir RICKIARD CARTWRIGHT. I think sncb a statement
as that made by my hon. friend really requires explanation.
lore we have an hon. member stating very distinctly that

a gross waste of public money has taken place under circum-
stancees which certainly warrant the suspicion that the elec.
tion for Northumberland county had a good deal to do with
it. The charges of the hon. gentlem-n indicate such a state
of affairs as to involve a very great waste of the public
money, not te speak of the corrupt influences employed to
secure the election of a momber to this louse; and on both
these scores some explanation is due to the coiTiittee. I
presume in this case, as in most others, there is a hoavy for-
feit for every day the work is delayed after the original
time for completion. That clause is usually inserted in
public works contracts, and it is quite clear that under such
cireurmstances the parties who are contractors for the
Nlurray canal are absolutely in the hands of the Govern-
ment ; and if they have been large submcribers to election
funds, we know well enough their little püccadilloos are not
likely to be closely looked after. It is a very peouliar state
of things and requires some explanation by the Minister.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The observations which the
hon. member for East Northumborlanid (Mr. Mallory) made
beforo he sat down were pertinent to the occasion, and they
were that ho would reserve his remarks and statements on
this subject to the tribunal before which those matters
would be reviewed ; and I think if that be the case, if this
matter is to be dealt with and if these charges of corrupt
practices are to ho dealt with, the hon. gentleman is quite
right in reserving them for a tribunal where the facts will
all h weighed and examine:, and where he will have an
opportunit.y of hearing what both sides have to say. I can
only say that I think I have never heard it laid down in
this flouse by anybody, that any contractor in this country
is not perfectly free to exercise his right to influence an
election, wherever ho might happen to ho. I believe it is
nothing new on the part of contractors, either when hon,
gentlemen wore in power or under any present Govern-
ment, to take a part in elections, sometimes on one side and
sometimes on the other. I am informed by an bon. gen-
tleman behind me that this contractor, whose conduct
is now being reviewed, and who is charged with being
open to corrupt influences on the part of the Government
under whom ho holds the contract, took a most energetic
and active part in support of one of Mr. Mowat's
candidates in the Local election in the county of Welland.
If that be the case, as I believe it to be-I was not in the
country, but I am told it is so by my hon. friends on this
side, who took some interest in that election-it would show
that that gentleman is not altogether deprived of the free
exercise of his judgment, in matters of politics, as we would
ho led to assume. With regard to what has been said as to
the time of the contract having expired, thero is nothing
new in that. Hon. gentlemen opposite had experience
themselves when they weî e in power of how contractors
drag their slow length along in contracts with the Govern-
ment; when they were in power they found that it was not
always in the public interest eitber to enforce the penalty
against the contractors, or take the work out of their bands,
because it is well known that, where you have the power to
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terminate the contract and make a new contract, the result
is almost invariably to very largely increase the cost to the
country. There are many cases in which, by the exercise of a
little forbearance, you may get the work donc at the contract
price, when if you took it out of the contractor's bands and
put it up at competition, the very failure of the contractor
tends to increase the cost very much under a subsequent
contract. I do not know anything about tho facts, as to
how far this contractor exercised his right to take au active
part in the election. Of course, ho had no right to do any
corrupt act, and if ho did anything of that kind the hon,
gentleman will have an opportunity of establishing that
before a tribunal, where there will be an opportunity of hear-
ing both sides. I hope, however, that we are not going to
enter into the whole question, with which I think it would b
very unprofitable to tako up the time of the House at
present.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But it is not an unpro-
fitable one with reference to the question of granting the Gov-
ernment $116,000 to finish the Murray Canal-it is strictly
germane to that question-to point ont that a good deal of
money appears to have been wasted under the circum-
stances to which my hon. friend alluded, and we have in
that view, 1 think, considerable ground for investigating it
As to the other point which the hon. gentleman montiored,
I would remind him that this question of contractors
subscribing to election funds has been before-not this
House, perhaps, because this is a new House-but it bas
been before preceding Houses several times, and the
House passed the second reading of a Bill for preventing
such subscriptions being made. I may remind the
hon. gentleman that that question was roferred to a
special committee, presided over by a colleague of his
own, Mr. Mc Donald, a former Minister of Justice, and now
Chief Justice of Nova Scotia, and that Mr. McDonald and
this committee reported strongly in favor of a Bill which
was introduced into the House, to prevent contractors in.
termeddling with elections in that way. The Government,
for reasons of their own, in various ways prevented that
Bill from becoming law, but the principle was over and
over again affirmed by former Parhiaments, and my im-
pression is that it would be a most wholesome principle.
But I call the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact that
my bon. friend's remarks point to a considerable waste of
public money in connection vith this canal, and that is un.
doubtedly a question which we should investigate.

Mr. MALLORY. With regard to these contractors tak-
ing an active part in the local contest in Welland, if they
did so they must have done so for a very limited time,
because I know, as a matter of fact, that they were not out
of our county, except in the neighboring constituencies, un-
less it may have been for a day or two during the local
contest, and all their ammunition was brought to bear in the
local conteste in these particular local constituencies. That
I know as a matter of fact, because I had occasion to come
in contact with them from time to time during the local
election, as well as in the Dominion contest. But the charge
I make is not one which I can take into the courts of law.
I will, so far as I can, go into the matter in the courts, but I
cannot arraign the Government and show up their conduct
as regards these works, in a court of law; in any action I
may take in that way, I must, of necessity, proceed against
private individuals. But I not only state that the contrac-
tors on this canal, the servants of the Governmemt working
under their employ,have themselves acted in a spirit which I
believe is contrary to law, in connection with these works,
but they have employed men and expended public money
uselessly, and, as I believe, and as the people in these con-
stituencies bolieve, they did so in order that they might
influence the eloctors in those particular constituencies. The
assistant enginaer was one who did this kind of thing. It was

Sir CRELEs TurPiiR.

he who employed the laborers I spoke of, and it was under
his supervision that some of these acts were done. I have
been informed, on the most reliable authority, that those
men who would not pledge tbemselves to support the
Government candidate wore refused employment. Some of
the mon have informed me themselves that the assistant
engineer absolutely refused to employ them, and stated
that his own position depended on his not employing
Liberals on this work. The point I make against the
Government is this: that these people owed their financial
existence, for the time being, to the bock of the Goverament;
that the time for the completion of this contract had expired,
and that the Minister of Railways and Canals stated the other
evening, in answer to my hon. friend, that the contract
had expired and that no written renewal had been made.
He was not asked if a written renewal had been made but
if any renewal had been given, and he stated that no written
renewal had been given. So that if there is any forfeit
in connection with the contract, it depends upon the will of
the Government whether that forfeit should be exacted from
them or not. I say that the fact of whether their contract
shall go on or not, whether they shall complete the con-
tract and recoive their pay, depends altogether upon the
Government of the day, and therefore, as they told me
themeelves, it is in their interest to make a good showing
for the Gover nment of the day. Moreovor, they told me
and my friends, as well as their own friends, that when the
Ministers of the Crown were in the constituencies at other
times, they promisod-and they left the impression on us
that the promise was demanded of them-that they would
see to it that four supporters of the hon. gentlemen would
be returned fron those four constituencies, and that it
would be a disgrace to thonm, being under a compliment to
the Government of the day, if they did not do everything
in their power, and even expend their money, to see that
supporters of the Government were returned to the House.
These are the charges I preferred, and I think we are en-
titled to some answer to them.

Mr. BOWELL. I had not the pleasure of listening to the
hon. gentleman when he commenced his remarks, and con-
sequently I am not in a position to know what he has said.
But if what ho bas just said is a repetition of what ho said
before I enter ed the House, it just amounts to this: that
somebody told him that somebody said something, and that
somebody told him they intonded to do so and so. That is
about the whole suin and substance of the remarks made
by the lon. gentleman. Ho said that the Mipisters of the
Crown who had been in that constituency, had induced their
contractors and their servants, when the contest was going
on, to make certain promises and do certain acts to affect
the result. I was in that riding; I live in that neigh-
borhood, and had as good a right to take part in that
contest as my hon. friend, for I have lived there as
long as he has. I know that no inducements were held
ont to Mr. Silcox, nor were any instructions given to
to any of his employés in that section of the country as
how they should vote. Noither have I any knowledge of
holes having been Cut in the ice; and, if the hon.
gentleman did not say so on his own responsibility,
I will be loath to believe that the contractor, whom I know,
and who is a tolerably shrewd Irishman, would make the
confessions which the hon. member for Northumberland
says he made. And I very much doubt that Mr. Rosmond,
the engineer, ever told him or anybody else that his posi-
tion would depend on the action ho should take in the elec-
tion. These people may have said that they would return
four members for the Bay of Quinté counties. I would not
be surprised at that, for many people said the same thing to
me during the contest. Sncb things are always said when
we are going into political fights. But I am not aware that
that is any evidence of corruption. I wonder if my hon. friend
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has not been told by his friends what they would do, and be
sure to accomplish; and yet they were mistaken when the
votes were counted. J am not aware that Mr. Silcox took
any action other than what any elector would be entitled to
take. I am not aware that ho received any instructions
from any members of the Government, and I positively deny
that ho received any from me directly or indirectly. As
to the charges the hon. gentleman made, I have no doubt
the hon. Minister of Finance and the hon. Minister of
Railways wili ask for explanations as to whether the money
was squandered in the manner in which the hon. gentleman
says it was squandered. If the holes were cut in the ice,
they may have been cnt at the expense of the contractor
in the furtherance of his work, or in preparing for the
work in the spring. Whether that work was charged to
the Government outside of the contract I am not able to
say. The Minister of Railways and Canals would, no doubt,
be able to answer that question if ho were here; but the
undue influence to which the hon. gentleman bas referred
as having been exercised on the part of the Government, I
not only have no knowledge of, but I say most distinctly
that no inducements were beld out to any person, contractor,
or anybody else. I regret, in the interests of the county
where I lived for many years, ard where my hon. friend
lives, that the contract has not been completed long before.
There are many reasons for that. I think the Minister of
Finance gave a good reason why the contract should not be
taken out of the bands of the present contractor. He bas
been going on slowly, not as fast as ho ought, probably,
from year to year. Yet the work has been well done,
and the contractor, I know, as doos everybody, to bo
a pushing and energetic man in anything into which
ho enters. That work will be completed shoi tly, and
I believe it will be done well. I believe the hon. gentle-
man knows as well as I do that the work is of much
greater magnitude than was expected when the contract
was given out; and that it is costing more money. But the
desire of the Government is to make it a substantial high-
way for the commerce of that part of the country, and not
a more ditch. If that is accomplished, and it takes a year
or two more to accomplish it, it will be in the interest
of the country rather than to have the work done in a
slipshod manner and at a more rapid rate. I am sure that
when the hon. gentleman gets into that court to which he
reofers, ho will thon have an opportunity of showing
whether the Government has been guilty ot corrupt prac-
tices or used undue influence to defeat him ; but in fighting
our political battles over again on the floor of this House to
merely repeat hearsays of what one mon or another man
says would mot be taken in court as evidence ; and I arn
not prepared to believe that this flouse wilI accept the
more statenients that are made to the candidates, whether
successful or defeated, as evidence that corrupt practices
have prevailed.

Mr. MALLO RY. I wish it to be distinctly understood
that I have not said a word against allowing the contract
to be carried out. I have not said a word in favor of taking
the contract out of the contractor's bands, or allowing it to
be fulfilled, or making this the bet-t possible canal under
the circumstances. I have not said it was not a work
in the interest of the country. 1 have not said a word
against that pticular matter at all, and I do not wish the
Minister of Customs to make a statement that would ever>
leave the inference that I had said axything against that
work, because I never have, and do not say so to-night.

and everything ho bas to the good.will of a government,
should go out and use every influence ho possibly could in
favor of the Government of the day. Many of the matters
that I have spoken of have not been matters of hearsay at
all, but matters of fact that I know myself. I know as a
matter of fact that one of the employés of the Gavernment
employed those man to cnt holes in the ice.

Mr. BOWELL. If they were not paid by the Govern.
ment that would not be a corrupt act on the part of the
Governinent.

Mr. MALLORY. If this man is in the employ of the
Governnent bis time bolongs to the Government, and not
to some electionoering committee. That is the ground I
take. I think it is my duty as the representative of that
constituency, to bring this matter to the attention of the
Government, so that if any wrong bas been done to the
country, that wrong could be righted; and I should fail in
the discharge of my duty if I did not point out to the
House and the country the manner in which the works
have been conducted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the depth of
water ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Eleven feet, the lowest low
water level of Lake Ontario.

Mr. MALLORY. What arrangements have been made
as to walling or otherwise providing against the sand coming
into this canal ? I have understood from the contractors
and others that there was much more sand-I do not mean
quick-sand-on the route of the canal than was anticipated.
I would like to know what the character of the embank.
ment will be, whether stone or timbor, to prevent sand
coming in ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am not able te tell the hon.
gentleman specifically. He is aware these canals are under
the supervision of one of the ablest engineers in this or any
other country, and ho may be certain, whatever measures
are found necessary to protect the work, as it progresses,
will be adopted.

W elland Canal......... ... ........... ...................... $120,000

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is roquired to comploto
the aqueduct under contract with Mr. Beemer, also to settle
with R. Dunbar, Section No. 34, and the lining of the banks.

Welland Canal-towards deepening to 14 feet
throughout. ........ ........... .................. ........ $450,QOO

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that finished ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is not; $450,000 will com-

plote the deepening of the canal to 14 feet throughout.
Sir RICHARRD CARTWRIGHT. Is it possible to make

it any deeper, or is 14 feet the maximum?

Sir CHAR LES TUPPER. If my recollection serves me
aright, having been formerly Minister of Railways an i
Canals, I believe that 14 feet is all the depth estimated to
be obtained at present. The canal was so constracted as to
have a depth of 12 feet., and 'the increased depth was ob-
tained by heightening the banks. I am not able to say
whather they would admit of being raised further, so as to
give greater depth of water.

Trent River Navigation..... ........... ................ $90,000

Mr. BOWELL. I am not aware that I laid any such Mr. BARRON. At this late hour I am not prepared te
charge against the hon. gentleman. take up the time of the House in discussing this scheme at

c any particular length, but I think it is my duty to my con-
Mr. MALLORY. No, but by inference ho did. But the 1 stituency, which is deeply interested in the construction of

charge that I make still remains, that I believe it id j the Trent Canal, to express the opinions they entertain on
improper that a contractor, who owes bis financial position this subject. I think if the gentlemen living throughout
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the entire route of this canal, from Georgian Bay down to
the Bay of Quinté, are as equally interested in it as the con-
stituents I represent, I may fairly say that I express their
feelings, when I say they are deeply disappointed at the
Government not doing anything more than they now
promise to do. I take it from their estimates that tbey do
not intend to grant any more money than that which they
orginally voted. I understand that the $90,000 to be
expended is part of a former vote, so that the fact is there
is no new vote to be taken this Session on behalf of the
construction and continuation of that canal. I say, there-
fore, the people will be most deeply disappointed at
that state of things. I presume to say, although I
know it is not wise sometimes for a young member to
to presume too mucb, that the Government is a little to
blame in this matter. Ilon. gentlemen remember the answer
given me the other day by the hon. the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals. ie then said it was not the intention of
the Government to enter upon any new works on this
canal, but to complote the works now under progress. It
may astonish some hon. gentlemen to learn that that, prac-
tically speaking, is the very same answer which was made
by the bon. the Finance Minister in 1882. He thon said
that the Government intended to see if the works could
not be completed. I want to be accurate, and shall read,
therefore, from Hansard, the answer made by the Finance
Minister to the former representative of North Victoria,
when ho asked the question almost similar to that which 1
asked two days ago:

"I beg leave to say that an appropriation having been made for that
purpose, an engineer was engaged to make a careful location and sur-
vey of the Trent Valley Navigation, with the view of arriving at the
cost and feasibility of construction of that work."

That was in 1882. There also appears in that year the sum
of $8,000 placed in the Estimates for that purpose. Here
are the words of the Finance Minister on that occasion :

'' We shall presently come to an additionai item of $8,000 to prose-
cute that urvey to its completion during the present season."

Five years have elapsed sinco that time, and although the
Governmont then promised that the works should ho pushed
to completion, so far as surveys were concerned, we have
to.day, five years afterwards, almost the sell-same ans wers
made by hon. gentlemen opposite. They appear to give as
excuse for such an answer that they are not sufficiently
familiar with the work, or, at all events, with the cost of
the work, to say whether they can go on with it or not. At
this hour, I do not intend to ask the House to listen to a
reading of the report brought down to the House in 1882,
but I shall ask the permission of the House to read the
first clause, and I cannot understand that that report being
in their possession, the Government can now say they are
not sufficiently familiar with the foasibility of the work to
say whether or not they can go on and complote it or not :

" The undersigned bas the honor to represent that from time to time,
during many years past, as shown in successive annual and other
reports, the establishment of a line of water communication between
Lake Ontario, at the mouth of the River Trent, and Lake Huron,
through the utilising of existing river and lake waters, has been under
consideration."

That report is a very old one indeed; it bas been in the
possession of the Department many years.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman will
allow me to interrupt him, I think I may say ho las
entirely misapprehended the statement of the hon. Minister
of Railways and Canals the other day, and that hoeis beating
the air, fighting a shadow, setting up a man of straw and
then knocking it down. The Minister of Railways and
Canals las said nothing about the survey, or about
the report, or about the engineering information that
was desired. What ho did state was, that ho pro-
poeed to take a vote for the completion of the work

Mr. BARRouN.

now in progress, and for a commission during recess to take
up the whole question of the extension of the works on the
Murray Canal That has nothing to do with the surveys or
reports, but has simply reference to the utilisation of these
reports, and the dcmand and necessity for a large exper di-
ture of public money in oder to make a new canal through
there. I am sorry to have to interrupt the hon. gentleman,
and if this were during the winter season, I would not do so,
but hore in the dog-days and at midnight, to deal with an
argument of this kind is rather trying.

Mr. BARRON. Of course I should be sorry to be under
any misapprebension, but, although we all recognise the
great ability of the Finance Minister, I think I can read
plain English as well as hoecan. IL is not my fault if I have
misread the answer given the other day. I am rot alone in
that. The organ of the hon. gentleman gives it in the way
in which I understood it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Take the Bansard We
have an accurate report there of what takes place.

Mr. BARRON. If the hon. gentleman will listen to me
I will read the observations of the Peterborough Review,
which is recognised as being a Conservative paper, in
reference to the answer made to me the other day:

" The statement made by tbe Minister of Railways and Canals that a
commission would be appointed to examine during the recess into the
nature and cost of further works to open the Trent Valley 'navigation
will not be favorably regarded in this dist rict. The nature and cost of
these works "-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman will
take the Hansard I will stand corrected, if ho will show
that it was a question of the surveys and costs that was
referred to.

Mr. BOWELL. What was the date of that paper ?

Mr. BARRON. I shall continue to read what the Peter-
borough Review said.

Some hon. MEIBERS. Oh.

Mr. BARRON. Well, it is a very singular thing that
there should be others mistaken as well as myself. The
answer was given by the hon. gentleman, and has gone
over the country, and the people who are interested along
the«route of this canal-and there are a great many of them
-have considered as I have-

Soýme hon. MEMBERS. Take the Bansard.
Sir. CHARLES TUPPER. Suppose yon hand it Lo the

reporter, and let it be treated as read.
1Mr. BARRON. The paper says:

" The nature and cost of these works have already been fully investi-
gated and if the Ministers insist upon their officials producing them
they will find ample materials on which to form a judgment Indeed
on the information before them they some time ago formed a judgment,
recognised the value and feasibility of this great improvement and
promised to carry it out as promptly as the finances permitted. So far
they have continuously prosecuted the works, but the section now in
hand is now near its completion, and for the first time since it was re-
commenced there will be a cessation of the work.

" There is no disposition to dread an investigation on account of
want of confidence in the merits of this improvement. The more it is
investigated the more clearly it will appear that for a comparatively
small outlay a route eau be upened that will be o reat value to the
country at large. Its benefits have been plinl demonstrated and
have been officially admitted Mr. Starke's careful estimates showed
that it would be far from costly for a route of such great importance,
and nothing has since arisen to modify this view. If a commission is to
be appointed we hope it will consist of men of sound judgment, and
then there can be no fear of their reporting adversely to this necessary
work.

" Bat, as we have before remarked, we see no need of a commission.
The stage of investigation is passed Another section, say from here to
Lakefield, might well be placed under contract, for the plane and
estimates are ready. Many railways that have been absidised in other
parts of the Dominion are of far less public importance than this naviga-
ble route."
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Now, in addition to that, it appears that the hon. gentle-
man wrote a letter a few days ago to the hon. member for
West Peterborough, whicb is printed in the Peterborough
papers. I will not read it at length, but simply the part
which refers to this point:

this Trent Valley Canal the people would be thoroughly
well satisfied all over the Dominion. Hon. gentlemen
opposite know that this matter has been looked upon alto-
gether aside f rom party feeling; the Reformers have joined
hands with the Conservatives in representing to hon. gen-
ftm% i4 ie lRv c I + .,+41

"I have to say in reply that, inasmuch as I would like to meet your oppoeits nec-s8ity. i IL IitIisJl* LroaiIg the
views respecting this matter, I will press on the work, so far as already people fairly now to do no more than simply give us a
began, to completion this season, if possible. In so far a- the balance revote of $90,000. I am sure the people will be greatly
of the work of the Trent Valley Canal is concerned, I have to say dissatisfiud all along the lime of these works unless some-that, before proceeding further, we will, after the Session send on athing more is don.
commission to report fully upon the whole matter.i r

This is signed by the Minister of Railways and Canals. Mr. STEVENSON. As my name bas ben mentioned in
Now, I think I am justified in taking up a little time, be- connection with this matter, r wish to make scme remarks
cause I tell hon. gentlemen opposite that the answer made before the vote is earried. I regret that the Minister of
to me the other day bas creatod a little disturbance in the Railways and Canals ie not in his pla e not being well
localities which are interested in this canal, so much so, I enough, unfortunately, te remain. Lu respect to this canal
understand, that, in face of the remonstrances of the Minister I have myseif taken a great deal of time and trouble, and
of Railways and Canals, a deputation is coming from the probabl know as much about it as my bon. friend from
town of Peterborough to ask the Government to make an North Vctoria (Mr. Barron). I may Buy in the beginning
appropriation for this purpose. I am simply expressing that I bave the utmest confidence in the intention-of the
the disappointment which is felt as to their not baving beenpresont Govornment te do what le rigbt and to prosfor-
treated fairly as far as this work is concerned. We have ward the work of the canal. Prom the beginning I bave
the promise of the Minister of Public Works made to the nover wavered in that belief, and 1 bave heard nothing from
member for West Peterborough that the works will be com- the Government to justify an intention that the works will
pleted or gone on with between Peterborough and Lake-not ho proceeddwith.fi is quite true that the Minister
field during the coming summer. I shall read the remarks has stated that the Government intended te appoint a com-
which the member for West Peterborough (Mr. Stevenson) mission immedately aftor the Parliamont rimes, to go over
made on the night of the election. He is reported by the tle works and report. What tînt means 1 do not
Peterborough Review, the Conservative organ, to have said: :kow exactly. I must say that I did net expoot

" The Minister of Public Works had given him every assurance that tbat answor, in tle finit place, because 1 though',
the Trent Valley Canal contract between Peterborough and Lakefield and think euh, that ne commission was requirod. I
would be let during the cowing surmmer. This was no electioneering have alwaye underetood ibat there is ne douht of the feasi-
dodge, because the eletions were now all over." bility of the project, and I think euh that the most expen-
The statement was made on the night of the election, sivo part cf it has been consvructed. I think the
therefore, the promise must have been made before the locks at Burley, where the rocks are vory bard
election was over. and difficit to blasm, are the mos akexpansive and diffical

Hse hoped next summer to see thoasands of men employed in and> portion of' the whole work, s0 f ar as 1 know. The section
about Peterborough."1 abovoPete borough is one f a ver diffent character, as
That is what I hope te soe, and I beliove the public wbo are the rock is cf shale limestone an easyte out. I do mnot
intorestod in this canal, and -thero are very many cfibm, think there will b. any dificuty in le project. The town
wiil regard this otlerwise than as an electionooring dodge,of Peterborough l very much interestd, and the Govern-
more or lees, by the hou gentlemen opposite. We ah re-ment knowe thie very well. I wae in Petetrboroug the
member that the Minister cf Finance paid a visit te that thernigh, and a meeting wa t immediately canled et whic
part cftle country before the works were begn, andhoie1gave lthe anwer of the Minister, eupposing that it wonld
wae reported te have said that the work would ho gene on le satiefactory. The couneil urge d a deptation te go te
witb, but we have it from higlor authority. Hlon. gentle- Ottawa, and it wili arrive here the middle o f next wek te
mon will rernember ubat lections teck place iuJane, 1882, interview the Gover ment on this matter. I know that
and wbat ai ihat time di the. Premier cf the country say ? other deputations are coming. People almg the Trent
Hie weut thero accompaniod by the t-osent Speaker cf the Valley Canal on both ides f the river are alive te fas
Senate, and he said:

"Every town of sufficient size wanted a post office and a custom
house, and every part of the country wanted some improvement in order
to develop its resources, just as those he was addressing demanded the
carrying ont of the Trent navigation system, and they were going to
get it. It.was by mere chance the Government had the opportunity of
carrying out that great project of inland navigation."

Speaking of the Trent waters, he said:
" The Government kept them till the revenue had expanded suffici-

ently to j astify them in going to Parliament as they did last Ses sion,
and getting a substantial vote which would be sufficient to add 150
miles of internal communication to their part of the country. The vote
taken last Session would, however, amply guarantee that the whole
work would be carried ont as fast as the revenue would allow, sa it
could be constructed."

Now, that is what the Premier stated in June, 1882. I do
think, therefore, that the people interested in this work
have a right to expect that the Government will go on and
complete it. The Government go into other expenses,
they expend an enormous sum on the Franchise Act, which
for one election, assuming that we shall have only one
election in five years, will amount to between two and a
quarter and two and a half million dollars. Now, if they
would dispense with that and take the money and build

matter. They are determined, no matter what Governnont
is in power, thet they shall have that canal eventually. It
has been dragging along now year after year. The hardest
part of the work has now been done, and I give the present
GCovern ment credit for it. The Mackenzie Government,
instead of doing anytbing towards that work, handed over
the title of it to the Ontario Government, and ail they ever
did was to appoint some mon to keep the people from fish-
ing. But to the present Government, and also to the pres-
ent Mmnister of Railways and the present Minister of
Finance, we are iidebted for all that has been constructed so
far. I am happy to know th'at there is no intention on the
part of the Government to abandon it, so far as I have been
able to gather from them. I have pressed the work upon
them as earnestly as 1 know how. I have urged the con-
struction of this canal, as well as I know how upon the
Minister of Canals and also upon other members of the
Government, and I have no doubt that when times get a
little botter and money is more pletty, we will have a large
grant towards thii canal. In connection with these canal
contracte I know, and everyone must know, that every
contractor and every official belonging to the Local
Government worked as hard as they possibly could
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to oppose this Government. They did not make any carry forward the work and complote the canal as soom as
bones about it, and spent money without end in our con- possible.
stituencies. I know thut every man from the lowest bailiff
to the head of the Government of Ontario travelled tbrougha>
our constituencies, and Jought the Government, and fou àt
myself-Iknow thatto a certairity-from the Premier downi. canal heen under constractirn; how much has it oost, and
I know that every man in thoir employ from one end tu th) hew mach is it likely to cost? There have been sumnsin
other, travelled round and did everything possibleto oppose the Estimates for the last 15 years.
the present Government. I would not have referred to this
m4atter if it had not been reforred to by the hon. member Sir OUARLRiS LUPPER. Theihon. gentleman will feel
for East Northumberland (Mr. Mallory). In reference to very muub relieved when I tell him that the expenditure
cutting holes in the ice the contractors may do as they comrnOd in 1883. From that date to lst March, 1887,
please, I suppose. I do not know any thing to prevent the expenditure bas been $256,360; this sum of $55,000
them, I do not know as any government can prevent them, will ccmplete the work, including the new basin at Perth,
and if they see fit to help a candidate, and spend their own hich is not under contract. We shah thus obtain a canal
money, I suppose they have a perfect right to do it. I 6 miles in iength at a cost of a little over a quarter of a
know that in our part of the country the Government spent million dollars.
no money, at least in my behalf. Whatever money Culbute Canal-to remoye shoal, &c.......... $25,000
was spent in my behalf, 1 spent it myself, and I
asked nobody to help me. I did not want any Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Is it estimated that that snm
assistance. My expenses were very little, comparatively wiil be sufflient te pay for ail the works and complote the
speaking. I spoke with regard to the contractor. The contrac- paymen ta 1fr land darnagos?
tor for the canal was not there at all during the elections. 1I irCHARLES TUPPER. This amount is required te
do not know about cutting holos in the ice, but it does seein rümeve a shoal, ut a cst of $,000, and the balance of the
singular that it should have beon done. That man must amount is to pay the land damages in connection with the
be a good contractor if he cuts holes in the ice in the wintor retaining dams. this covors overything.
and lots them freeze up again. I know where other things
wore done that were probably as ridiculons as that, although, Lachine Canal.. .............................
perhaps, they were not paid for by the Government. I am S
very sorry the Government have not seen fit at the prosent irRICHARD (JatWRIGh e ye gin t
time to put a largor amount in the LMstimates. I hope
that before the Session uloses they wiil give us some-. Si- OUARLES TUPPER This amount is fer the bud-
thing more, but if they do not, I trust that another ing cf a Dow swing bridge at Lock No. 5, and the purchase
Session will not pass without their doing something more. cf tolepho e linos. The first amount is $5,000, and the
I am satisfied that all the inhabitants in that Trent s(coud 81)600. The Public Works Department bas been
Valley, from Barrie and from Lake Huron down, will supaying a rentaif $650 per annum te the Bell Telophone
port the Govern mont if they go on with that canal. The xmpany for the use ef their lino on the Lachino anal, and
people are terribly in earnest about it; they are do- this is io luî (huse the line from the company.
termined to have it. There is a large lake in the rear, and
a shortening by the water way of over 150 or nearly 200 Beauharnois Canal . .... . ....... $11,650
miles, so that vessels could reach Montreal much more Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is for the doepening of
quickly than by any other route. Yet the work the bottom cf the canal and building telephone lincs. For
is not done, and vast sumts of money are spent on the the first item there is $10,150 and for the second $1500.
Welland Canal. Ail the engineers to whom I have spoken
are satisfied that there is no difficulty with respect te its Williamsburg Canal.........$1,613
construction. The present engineer says that tho total
amount necessary for the construction of the work is be- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this te pay the
tween three millions and four millions. We have spent owner cf tities cf lands taken for the construction of the
already at various times during the last thirty years in tho Rapide Plat Canal recently or a long time ago?
neighborhood of ono million dollars, and it is not ail to be. Sir CRAIALES TUPPER. In 1885.
thrown away. No Government will permit this expendituru
te ho wasted, and the nocesities of the west and North.West 'Rideau Canal..................................... $33,000
will eventnally force the Government te construct this wcrk Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. ow$10)000 n a rather
t is the meat direct outiot by wïerfov the products of tho hevy item f r chaci ging the location of the swing bridge

North-West. Lookut the water reuteby way of the Geogian over the canal at Sfnith's Falrs.
Bay and the Sault dowin by theis canaibwihimh bargehs couad
oome by Lakes Superior aînd Huron throigh te Montreal Sir CnRiLES TUPPER A very numrously signed
witheut transshipment. The advantages are se enorrneus petition epwrecoived fron the ratepayers of the town ,
that I cannet see what the trouble can be, and I hope that Smith's FaIls, stating that great delay occurred and injury
befere long the Governrncnt will see its w.Ày, in fact I have te butwines resuted from the bridge being p naced imedi-
ne doubt about it, te carr-y this workte completien. [.ateicyver th e locks. It is a serions hindrance tai assen-
have full onfidence in the present Gvernmont that th6ey gers. Ting difficulty can be removed by dopting another
wilI giveail the assis3tance wo need te press ferward th w location above the locks, and the delay would thereby be
construction of this canal as rapidly as possible. Iean quite reduced simply tethe tiP required in passing the vedl,
understand that it is necessary to have a commission sent through the bridge. Th estimate of the work has been
Up therote examine the wo k. I amn aware that the engi- i urnished by the superintending nginer t8ioni000.
ners have nt agreed in thir reports as t the cot of its i tir e

1 Sir RICHAD CARTWRIGHT. IAe youlagoing t

construction, and, therefore, I see the necessiy of the course1.fir a swing bridge. The Rideau s a mall canal.
the GovernrTnt intend te pursue. On that acLoEntSuan
willing te acquiesce in what the Goverament have agreed Sir CHARLES TUPPER Yes, but a swing bridge is
te, de, and Iaro satisfied that the peoplf living along the metimes laexpensive thing.
lino of the canal feel confident that the Government will .Cemmittee rose and reported progrtes.
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Sir HECTOR LNGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the louse.

Motion agreed to, and louse adjourned at 12:43 a.m.
(Wednesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 8th June, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRArEzas.

ADJOURNMEN T.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That when the House adjourns to-day, it do stand adjourn

Friday nert, at three o'clock, p.m.

Motion agreed to.

'd till

REPORTS OF PRINTING COMMITTERE.

Mr. BERGIN moved that the third and fourth reports
of the Joint Committee of both luses on the Printing of
Parliament ho adopted. He ssid: In moving the adop:ion
of these reports I desire to cal] attention more particularly
to two paragraphs. The first paragraph te which I desire
to call aLtention is to be found on page 315, of the Votes
and Proceedings of the 6th inst.:

" Resolved, That in the opinion of this Committee the turnishing of the
stationery required in either Rouse should remain under the control of
each House, as it present, and that the 'Act respecting the Depart-
ment of Public Printing and Stationery' be so amended as to provide
for the same."I

This recommendation of the committee we trust the Gov-
ernment will take into consideration, and that they will meet
the wishes of the committee. It is felt by the committee
that the handing over of the Stationery Department in
either House to the Printing Department, would give rise
to very great inconvenience and annoyance, ard would not
at ail contribute to the convenience and comfort of members
of the louse. lt would be very awkward, should iL be
handed over to the Printing Department, to be constantly
sending to that Department for a shoot of paper or an etve-
lope. It is in the convenience of the House now, but it
would not be in the future. Again, there is a very strong
feeling amongst the members of the comrnittee that they
bave already delegated to the Governnent as great powers
as they ought to bave, and that this one little thin;g that re-
mains to us we should keep in our hands. We trust that
the Government will take this reprosentaton into consider-
ation immediately. There is another portion of the report
to which, also, I desire to cal attention, and it is that which
refers to the providing of further accommodation for the
distribution department. We examined carefully all the
space at the disposal of the distributing department, both
in the vaults and upstairs, and we find that there is now n,,
room for any further storage. We find, also, that the head
of the distributing branch has been obliged to reduce the
number of documents which ho bas been in the habit of
filing away, and we think this is a very serions matter, and
one which should be enquired into immediately, with a view
of providing further accommodation. It bas been suggested
that, as the present Railway Committee room is entirely too
small, and a large space in the vaults is taken up with the
ventilating department of that Railway Commîttee room, a
new Railway Committee room should be provided, that the
present one should be used for other purposes, and that in
the vaults which are now encumbered with the ventilating

apparatus of that 'room-apparatus which, by the way, does
not ventilate it at all-space should be provided for the use
of the distributing departmont.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do net think we have
had an opportunity of reading this report; at ait events, I
have net, although I have had tho pleasure of hearing my
bon. friend's speech. I think we had botter lot it stand
over, se that we may have the opportunity of considering
it a little.

Mr. BERGIN. Until Monday?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, re-move it on Mon-

day.
Mr. BERGIN. Before, howevor, the motion is entiroly

withdrawn, I would ask the right hon. the Premier whether
ho will have the motion as adopted by the louse, placed
on the Governmont Orders; otherwise the Bill cannot be
got through this Session, and the only way in which the
views of the committee can be adopted will bc by the Gov-
ernment amending their Printing Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Wo must, in the first
place, see if the Government can give their approval of the
report. If they give their approval to the report, it will be
their duty te carry it out.

Mr. BERGIN. And then it will be placod on the Gov-
ern ment Orders.

Motion withdrawn.

REPRESENTATION ACT A)&ENDvENT.

Mr. THOMPSON movod for loave to introduco Bill (No.
140) in addition to the Rvised Statutes, Chapter 6, respect-
ing representation in the House of Commons. Hie said :
The Representation Act, as publisbed in the Revised
Statutes, continues the old enactment that the House shall
consist of 211 members, and a subsoquent chapter deals
with the representation in the North-West Territories ;
but it is proper that the second section should be
amended te make it conform with the present number of
members of the House. There is also a difficulty arising
from the fact that, since the repiesontation in the House
was last distributed, the biundaries to snome municipalitios
have changed, and, tberefore, if the Act reads as it now
does, from the day the Revisod StatuLes werc brought into
force, the boundaries of some of the constituencies would
be different from those boundaries as established by the Act
of 18%2. The Bill contains a short clause declaring that
the meaning of the Representation Act is that every county,
city, town, township, village, or other territorial division,
shal be as it stood prior te the bringing into force of the
Revisel Statutes.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think, if the hon. gentleman
proposes to legislate literally in the direction ho has mon-
tioned, very serious inconveience might arise. No incon-
venience might arise where a whole municipality is taken
into an adjoining constituency; but whore the boundaries
of a township are enlarged, and a small section is taken in,
the hon. gentleman would leave that stil! a part of the con-
stituency te which it had formerly belonged. That would
be very inconvenient.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD That froquently happons.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then it seems te me that the
municipality ought to romain unbroken. -That is the way
the constituency of the hon. Postmaster General was deait
with. If I rightly remember, London iiiast was a part of
the eloctoral district of East Middlesex before the enlarge-
ment of the city, but it was made part of the hon. gentle-
man 's constituency before the recent election.
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Mr. CARLING. It was part of the àonstituency in the
Local election, but not in the Dominion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). But there would be less difficulty
where a whole municipality was taken in than where a
small section was taken in. There might not be twelve
voters in the section, and yet in making up the voters' lists
they would have to be separated from the municipality to
which they belonged. For instance, the extension of the
boundaries of Chatham included not more than fifty electors,
and if they were left a part of the adjoining constituency
serious inconvenience might arise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the principle
was set ear¶y in our legislation that there should be no re-
adjustment of the constituencies, either in regard to the
boundaries or otherwise, except every ten years after the
taking of the cousus, and I think it would really be well
that we should adhere to that rule. Occasionally, by the
addition of a rural portion of a county to a town, there may
be a little inconvenience, but it would be much botter that
that little inconvenience should be borne than that we
should have little Bills brought in on eyery alteration of the
bounds of any municipality, either urban or rural, to alter
the bounds of the constituencies for electoral purposes. We
would have continual taunts of gerrymandering thrown
across the floor. We had botter leave the matter as it is,
Fo that the electoral districts shall remain, both as to
boundaries and otherwise, as they are until the next re-
adjustment. Depend upon it, we would bring upou our-
selves a great deal of trouble, and a great many objections
froin both sides of the House, by making any other altera-
tions in the bounduries of constituencies, because if the
argument of convenience is adopted in one case, that argu-
ment will apply in another, and various reasons will be
given why it is convenient to alter the boundaries of con-
stituencies. The boundary of a constituency should not be
altered except once in ton years.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We had no such rule as that.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think we have never

deviated from that principle. You remember the Bill in-
troduced some time ago.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Tuckersmith case in the
other House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the case of that
measure this was considered the most inconvenient rule.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PROHIBITION OF INTOXICAT[NG LIQUORS.

Mr. JAMIESON moved:
That, in the opinion of this House, it is expedient to prohibit the

manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors, except for
esacramental, medicinal, scientific and mechanical purposes. That the
enforcement of such prohibition and such manufacture, importation
and sale as may be allowed, shall be by the Dominion Government
through specially appointed officers.

Ie said : Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a desire on both
sides of the House to expedite business and hasten the
close of the Session; and in introducing the resolution of
which I have given notice, I shall exorcise the utmost
brevity. The resolution is a very important one in many
respects. It is important, first, in consideration of the in-
terests involved to those engaged in the traffic of manufac-
turing or selling intoxicating liquors. In the second place,
it is important to those who are affected by the traffic; and,
in the third place, it is important to the Government,
owing to the large amount of revenue which is derived
from the traffic. Now, in introducing this resolution, I
cannot overlook the very grave importance which is at-
tached to it, and I trust that it shall receive very careful
consideration at the hands of the members of this House.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

While I do not invite an exhaustive dgussion of the ques-
tion, at the same time I trust that a number of the leading
members on both sides of the House will favor us with
their views upon it. I may say that this question has not
been brought up of my own motion, although I am in full
accord with it. I have been delegated to introduce it by
the Dominion Alliance for the suppression of the traffic in
intoxicating liquors. I am not prepared to contend that
the opinions of the Dominion Alliance should prevail with
the members of this House; at the same time I do say
that its opinions are entitled to a great deal of weight. It
represents the different temperance institutions and organi-
sations of this Dominion, besides having within its mem-
bership a large number of laymen and clergymen from all
parts of the Dominion. It was the desire of that body that
the question of the prohibition of the traffic in intoxicating
liquors should be brought before this flouse, and through
this House before the country, the Alliance considering
that the time bad come when an expression of opinion
should be given by this House, and by the country upon
the question. It has been said in the public press that a
private member bas no right or authority to introduce
prohibitive legislation in this House. I may say
that I have looked into the question, and although
I do not profess to be very high authority on ques-
tions of that kind, I have corne to the conclusion that, did
I think it proper, I have authority as a member of this
House co introduce a prohibitory Bill here and have its pro-
visions discussed and disposed of by the House. I am quite
prepared to admit that a private member cannot initiate
any legislation which will affect the reventie of the country
by casting a burden upon them; but, so far as lessening the
revenues of a country are concerDed, that may be brought
about by private legislation. However, we did not deern it
necessary to introduce a prohibitory Bill this' Session. We
came to the conclusion that the matter could be brought
before the flouse in the manner in which I brought
it, by a resolution affirming the principle of the pro.
hibition of the traffic, and indicating the general ines
upon which prohibitory legislation should be framed.
Should this resolution be carried it will become necessary
to introduce a probibitory Bill based upon the resolution.
Now, I do not pur pose at length going into the effects
of this traffic upon the country at large. I believe it
has been ascertained beyond doubt that the people
of this Dominion expend annually in the neighborhood
of $40,000,000 in intoxicating beverages. Certainly,
they expend a very large sum, exceeding the whole
revenue of the Dominion. In addition to that, I believe
about three million bushels of grain are annually destroyed
in the manufacture of intoxicating liquors. This grain is
converted from its proper and legitimate use as human
food into that which, in my judgment, is not only useless,
but very injurious to the whole interests of the people.
The large amount of money, which is expended in intoxi-
cating liqueors, must, to a very large extent, affect the trade
and commerce of the country, and I have no doubt that if
it were diverted from that purpose and turned into a more
useful channel, i t would bring about a much more salutary
state of things in the country, and that every inhabi-
tant of the country would be largely benefited. In
addition to this there is no doubt that the traffic in intox-
icating liquors is productive of a very large amount of vice.
I am not going to enter into statistics, but on former
occasions statistics have been given which point conclu-
sively in that direction. I make a statement which, I
think, cannot bo gainsaid, that at least a large proportion
of the crime of the country is directly attributable to the
traffic in intoxicating liquor. I might call attention to the
statement of Mr. Gladstone in reference to the traffle in
England, which is equally applicable to the traffi bore.
Ie says:
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"It has been said that greater calamities are inflicted on mankind

intemperance than by the three great historical scourges-war, pesti-
lence and famine. That is true for us, and it is the measure of our dis-
credit and disgrace."
Sir, the pathway of this traffileis strewn with the wrecked
lives and fortunes and the blighted hopes of a large number
of the inhabitants of this country, and if, by the strong arm
of the law, we can put an end to that state of thing, I have
no doubt that the country would be largely the gainer.
It is contended, that the landlords of Ireland have, by
the operation of the law, brought about a very large
number of evictions, but I have no hesitation in saying that
the traffic in intoxicating liquors has evicted more people
than ever did the landlords of Ireland or of any other
country. It will be asked what remedy can we apply to
this state of things ? A great legal luminary has said that
the object of all law is the well being of the go verned. That
can scarcely be questioned. ILt has been further said that
that is the best law which produces the greatest good to
the greatest number. Now, if by legal enactment we
can bring about a better state of . things in reference
to this traffic, I think it is our bounden duty as
representatives of the people to enact such a law.
Some contend, perhaps honestly, that it is a most
improper thing to pass what are called sumptuary
laws; and some think that they sum up all the wisdom
of the ages, when they say you cannot make a man
sober by Act of Parliament. We have never contended*we
can, but we do contend that we should cease to make men
drunk by Act of Parliament. So far as prohibitory legisla-
tion is concerned, the principle is not a new one. It is
embodied in every law which we enact. Take, for instance,
the license law. That is imply prohibition with licensed
exceptions. We simply ask to carry the principle a little
further. Where the license law prevails, 399 persons ont
of every 400 are prohibited from trafficking in intoxicating
liquors We simply ask to extend the principle a little
further, and prohibit the 400th man from doing what the
399 men have been prohibited from doing. I believe
the principle is a correct one. We are not asking this
fouse to initiate a new principle. In several States
-of the Union they have prohibitory legislation.
For instance, in the State of Maine for thirty-five years they
have had a prohibitory law, and have been going on from year
to year, making it more perfect. They have also a prohibi-
tory law in New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Kansas
and Iowa. In additiou to that, in the State of Maine, three
or four years ago, they passed au amendment to the State
constitution, rendering it impossible ever to take a retro-
grade step upon the question of prohibition. I would point
out, as an indication of the strong hold which the question
of prohibition has taken on the people of that State, the fact
that the prohibitory amendment to the constitution was
carried by the overwhelming majority of 44,000 out of
84,000 votes polled. So far as the people of the State of
Maine are concerned, they are perfectly satisfied with their
prohibitory law. I may say further, that, as to the working
of that law in the State of Kaine, with the exception of a
few of the larger cities, it is perfectly satisfactoy. I will
read a few statements made by Governor Bodwell of that
State, in regard to the Maine law. He says:

" The question of the prohibition of the liquor traffic in aine has en-
gaged popular attention within the last year to a considerable extent.
The aptation has resulted in a re-affirmation on the part of the people of
their fuil faith in the prohibitory system, and of their desire to see the
law fairly administered and fairly enforced. The situation in the State
respecting the law may be briefly and candidly stated. In from three-
fourths to four-fifths of the town of the State the law is well enforced
and has practically abolished the sale of spirituous sud malt liquors as a
beverage. Ia the larger cities and towns, on the seaboard and at rail-
way centres, it has been found more difficult to secure perfect compli.
ance with the law, but it eau still be said that at very few points mn
the 8tate is liquor openly sold. The offences agamst the law are in large
part clandestine, and therefore difficuit to detect and expose by legal
testimony. But it is a great moral gain when the liquor seller ie driven
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from light of day to secret places, and to stealthy devices to carry on
hi. hurtful and demoralising trafc."
That is the opinirn of the Governor of the State of
Maine. I believe that the working of the law has been
satisfactory in other States which have adopted it. I am
not advocating any new principle even so tar as our own

geislation is concerned. In 1864, the Parliament of the old
Province of Canada, passed the Dunkin Act. Although
that was by no means a perfect piece of legislation, and did
not work as satisfactorily as the advocates of temperance
could have desired, or did desire, still it gave the opportun-
ity to the people of showing their disapprobation of the
traffc in any municipality where they thouglht proper to do
so. In addition to that, it embodied a principle which had
never hitherto been conceded in this country-that was the
principle of local option. However, the Dunkin Act was
not considered just the piece of legislation which the tem-
perance people of this country demanded, and a further
agitation was gotten up for the purpose of improving the
legislation in - reference to the suppression of the
trafflc. In answer to the demand of the temper-
ance people, in 1878 the Canada Temperance Act was
conceded. That was a very great improvement on
the Temperance Act of 1864, and it was laid hold of to a
large extent by the people of this Dominion and put in
operation, and in many cases, in my judgement, with a
great deal of satisfaction. But even the Canada Temper-
ance Act was not what the temperance people of this coun-
try sought for or demanded. They demanded the total
suppression of the traffic in intoxicating liquors, but, be-
ing willing to accept part of what they asked, not being
able to secure the whole, they have discharged their duty in
operating the Canada Temperance Act. That Act has hat
two good effects; in the first place, of educating the people
in reference to the effects of the traffic, and, in the second
place, it has enabled them to sound public opinion on the
subject of the prohibition of the traffic. At the present
time in this Dominion, the Canada Temperance Act is in
force in over sixty counties and cities, and has been carried
by very large majorities. No political party appealing to
the country has received such a response from the people
as the response which the people gave in answer to the de-
mand for the adoption of the Canada Temperance Act. But
even the Canada Temperance Act is imperfect and very de.
fective in several respects, and it is not a fair test of the
public sentiment on the question of the prohibition of the
traffic. Il must be obvions to every hon. member of this
House thatin order to make the prohibition of the traffl
effective, we must not only be able to prohibit the sale,
but we ought to be able to go further and probibit
the importation and manufacture. It is well. known
that the Canada Temperance Act only prohibits the
sale, and does not go far enough, and, in our jadgment, we
ought now, in answer to the demand of tue people, to
receive a law which will enable as to prohibit not -only the
sale but the importation and the manufacture. I may say
further, that the principle of the prohibition of the liquor
traffic is not a new one in this Dominion. In 1873, the
present Minister of Finance, then &inister of Castoms,
placed upon the Statute.book, through the Parliament of
this country, a very important measure. I refer
to the prpbibition of the importation, sale and manufac-
ture of intoxicating liquors in the 'North-West of this
Dominion; and, notwitustanding the reports which we
hear from time to time from that section of our Dominion,
that the law is not being enforced as it should be, I;have
the very best authority for knowing that it has been of
very great benefit to the people of that sec iou, and that
it has to a very large exteut prevented the traffic in
intoxicating liquors. The only defect in conection with
that legislation, in my judgment, was the power given
to the Lieutenant Governor to permit the introduction
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of liquor without specifying that it was for such pur. 1 have to make as short as possible. It has been my good
poses as medicinal, chemical and sacramental. I under. fortune now, for the second time, to second in this Chamber
stand, and I am afraid it is but too true, that that part a resolution of this character. When the Dominion Alliance
of the law bas not been observed as strictly as it should in favor of the prohibition of the liquor traffic, decided on
have been, and that there have been abuses which ought both occasions to have introduced into this Chamber a
never to have been permitted in the North West Territories resolution in favor of prohibition, it was believed to be in
in connection with the administration of that law. Now, the best interest of the cause that the resolution should be
Sir, I have no doubt that it will be contended, and, perhaps, move< by some one belonging to the majority in this House,
with some force, that we should not enact a prohibitory and seconded by some one chosen from the minority. That
law until the people are prepared for it. But we do not understanding has been carried out, and it fell to my lot on
always act upon that principle. I think that we have fre- tbis occasion, as it did four years ago, tà second this motion,
quently, in this House, enacted laws for which the people in which I am so deeply interested, and with which I
were not fully prepared. I am strongly of the opinion that sympathise so thoroughly. In the present state of the
the law is a schoolmaster, and a very good schoolmaster temperance cause in this country, with the present general
too, that the law is an educator of public opinion, and a acceptance of the necessity of some legislation t- restrict
very good educator too; and that if the law in itself be the evils which flow from the liquor traffic in this country,
right, that is all this House need ask itself before passing it. I do not think it is necessary t inflict upon this flouse a
If the law be right, if the circumstances of the country temperance lecture, or to prove the evils of the traffic.
demand it, let us pass the law, and let the law be enforced I find, Sir, that when we are arguing this question in the
as it can be. I have no doubt it would be enforced, and country those who are opposed to our proposition, do not dare
properly enforced, and that the people would soon be edu- to stand up and deny our assertions in that regard. I find
cated up to it. In addition to that, I believe that this House, that, as a rule, they acknowledge the evils of i emperance,
this Parliament, is pledged to pass a prohibitory liquor law. and only differ from us in the method by which we propose
The flouse will, no doubt, recollect that, in 1884, the present to reduce those evils. Now, I believe that the only way in
Minister of Marine submitted a resolution to this House which the evils of the liquor traffie and the evils of intemper-
affirming the principle of the prohibition of the liquor ance can be reduced effectively, is by totally and absolutely
traffic. That resolution was adopted with a certain amend- prohibiting the traffic in, and the use of, liquor in this
ment, and the House pledged itself to adopt prohibitory country. For a long time we have resorted to restrictive
legislation when the country was prepared for it. Now, we legislation of various kinds. We have had license laws
hold that since that deliverance on the part of this Parlia. pa-sed by the various Provinces differing in degree, but all
ment, the country bas spoken unmistakably in reference to more or less restrictive of the traffic; and we have found
the traffic in intoxicating liquors ; that from one end of the in this country, as it has been found elsewhere, as it can be
country to the other, where the Canada Temperance Act ascertained by anyone who examines the history of the
has been submitted to the people, they have shown unmis- prohibitory movement throughout the world, that just so
takably that they are ready for the prohibition of the traffic. far as the liquor traffic is restricted, just so far are the evils
It was contended for some time that the jurisdiction of the flowing from it diminished. Sir, in speaking upon this
Dominion Parliament and Provincial Legislatures in respect question four years ago, I dwelt upon this phase of the
to this question, had not been sufficiently defined to enable question at some length, and brought forward certain
this House to assume control of a question of this kind. But, evidence which I am not going to bring forward to.day,
Sir, no such contention as that is now available by the but I believe that at that time the proposition I
opponents of prohibition, because the highest authority in have just laid down was sufficiently proven. At ail events,,
the realm bas declared that with this Parliament alone in the discussion which thon took place and in the various
rests the power to prohibit the liquor traffic. It will be criticisms on that discussion I have read in the newspapers,
said, doubtless, that it would be a most improper thing to 1 have not seen that argument combated by those opposed
pass a probibitory law without giving proper notice, or to temperance. I believe in considering this question
witbout giving com.pensation to those engaged in the liquor we as legislators sitting in the louse of Commons are
traffic. Weil, Sir, so far as those engaged in the traffic are not only called upon to act in consequence of the moral
concerned, 1 believe they ought to have due notice. In the obligations which are upon us, as those who are interested
event of a prohibitory law being passed by this Parliament, I in measures to confer any benefit on our fellow human
believe it ought not to go into force immediately, and that beings, but it is a duty which devolves upon us as logis.
a notice of two years to those engaged in the traffic, should lators to bring about legislation which is in the direct
be given before it went into force. So far as the ques- interest of the prosperity and well-being of this country to
tion of compensation is concerned, I do not propose at the which we have the honor to belong. in this view and with
outset to touch it, because I intend to bring my remarks to this idea I contend that it is one of the most important
a close shortly. It may be said that we who are advocating duties that can devolve on any Parliament or any public
the prohibition of the liquor traffic have no proper sym- man that he should do his utmost to remove from the midst
pathy with those whose interests are involvel in it. Well, of the people he represents, the people for whom he is logis-
Mr. Speaker, I have sympathy for those whose interests lating, this great diffculty which lies in their way towards
are involved in it, but I have a deeper, a wider, a more prosperity and towards a high tone of morality in this
intense sympathy for those who are injured by the traffic. country. My bon. fuiend who bas just taken his seat has
Without extenaing my remarks any further, I beg to move quoted the opinions of a distinguished statesman. I will
the following resolution:- • recall to the attention of bon. gentlemen that Mr. Gladstone,

That in the opinion of tbis House it is expedient to prohibit the one of the greatest authorities on questions of high statesman-
manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors except for ship and especially upon high moral statesmanship, bassacramental, medicinal, scientific and mechanical purposes. Tha contended that il is the duty of the Gover.mnt as i. is the
enforcement of such prohibition and such manufacture, importation and d t hat itr1h d t the Gommnt i a8 the
sale as may be allowed, shall be by the Dominion Government through duty of the Legislature to assist the community in all that
specially appointed officers. tends towards good and to remove from the community all

Mr. FISHER. After the able statemeut which bas been which may make towards or which will tend towards evil.
made by my bon. friend who bas just taken his seat, I do And, as I said a little while ago, even those interested in
not think there is any necessity for me to detain the atten- the liquor traffic, even those who profit by it, have receded
tion of this flouse for any great length of time. I shall from the contention that that traffic is good, or that the
follow bis good example by trying to make the statement results of that traffic are not frightful. I am going to make

Mr. JAM[EsoN.
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a little argument on a point which I see is still taken up total prohibition of the hquor trafflo, not because we say
by those who oppose us in the demand for a prohibitory that liquor cannot bc used without abuqe, not because w.
resolution. I ailude to the argument that by such a law say that in any sense or every Pense or in ai cases liquor is
we are going to inteifere with the legitimate liberty of the necessarily bad or injurions, btit because ve have found by
individuals. I confess that I look upon this argument as so publie experience in this couritry as ail over the world that
manifestly absurd that I would not undertake far a moment wherever liquor is used its use is nodcssarily attonded by
to deal with it, were it not that I have met with a few honest abuse, and we found upon that our contention that the
people who are frightened, by the apparent importance of necessary consequence is that its use as well as its abuse
this argument, from acting with us. As the hon, gentleman should bu prohibited and forbidden. I coutond that the law
who bas just taken his seat has stated, we have tready whieh I have quoted is a directly analogous case, that if we
interfered with the liberty of the individual. In our arious had the right w do that in Montreal wu certainly have the
license laws we have prevented individuals from obtaining right to do this over the whole Dominion ofCanada. ion.
liquors at certain times and in certain places, we have for- mombers Puy that this is a matter of degree; that this
bidden the individual, except under certain rules and regu- question in Montreal may affect only a fcw people, that it
lations, from obtaining liquor. It was stated a few minutes may affect perhaps haif a dozon peoplo in the country. But
ago that in the North.Wost Territories we have forbiddtn I say that in this country, whore the liborties of the di-
the traffic in intoxicating liquors, we have absolutely pro- vidual are so greatly chorishod, if an injustice is donc to
bibited the importation of intoxicating liquurs into those thaf a dozen it is as great an injustice, nd it is as wrongful
Territories; and s had the testiayony only yesterday of a for Parliament to do aerythinsg which would create that
gentleman who represonts a portion of those Territories injustice, as it would be or do an injustice to narly one haf
that that bas been a good thing in those Territories, and he of th community. And, Sir, it is a mistak to suppose that
is in favor of it, and it bas had a good affect in those Terri- there is a desire on our part to impose the will of the
ries. More thati that, the Dominion Licen se Act passod. by minority on the majority sf th people of this country. We
this Parliament gave the privilege, as far as we cousd, to an know very well-as vorybidy knows voey wel-that
individual polling hubdivision to proveint the trafflo, of intox- no law can be passe I and effectively enfdrood in this country
icating liquors within its limits We have for a long Lime, as which is not backed by a majority of the peoape. We are
ail hon, gentlemen whro corne from. the Province of Quobec 4ire to-day represonting the people of this country; as w.
know, had on the Statute-book hf that Province a provision represent those popl we believe wo express thir views
that municipal councils have the privilege of refusing upon this matter, and that il is in consoquence of a majority
to ehow the traffie inm intoxicating eiquors within thoir of those p tople desiring a t ting liko this that their repre-
bounds. 1 arn wll aware that this will be said not to sentativos in this flouse insist upon that thing and pat it.
be a paralel case. an well aware that while that But, Sir, there are other questions conccted with this
was only to prohibit the traffi, this resolntion is an absolute matter which wish shortly to allude to this afternoon.
prohibition not only of the traffic, but of the use. I can, Total prohibition has had discredit cas upon it in cose-
Sir, show a case in which this kind of restriction has quence of what has been adducd as tho failure of local
already taken p rae in this country. I can show that we prohibition in this country. S-, I juin igsue with those
have laws bore probibiting other things besides liquor- who bring forward that argument, by saying that do fot
prostitution is forbidden, also the carrying of ooncealed believe that local prohibition bas failed iii this country.
weapvir oi and gambling, and these a ay be held up as par- Speaking from experionco in My own connty, where local
allei cases to that of intoxicating liquors. But our oppoents prohibition has ben in force for a grot many years, I can
may say "It is true thes things are forbidden, but i is say that local prohibition bas done an immense amount
becaui e tey are siecessarily and inherently vicions." I of good there, and that iL oas foon fairly ffectvely
bave here beforo me a case in which 1 can show this llouse enforced. I arn not going to say or protond that local
that a tbing, whicn is nt in itseif lu auy sense or way prohibition bas ben able absolutely and entiroly te
necessarily vicwous and evil, ris been prohibited witbin cer- stop tho sale of liquor in any localty in which i bas
tain bounds By an Act of' this flouse, evhich gives a been gdopLad. IBut this 1 do say in fnvor of' the adf-
kharer to the city of Montreal, it is provided vocaLes of local prohibition, that whprr io hias bsn adopted,

"The council of the said city shae have power and a thority to owerg the 'eople of the locality have docided thrt teey
hibit the rearing and keeping or feeding of pige within the limite of the wish to have it Lried in thoir midst, they have fairly suc-said cty or n such sections as the said counci sha determine, and to ceeded in stpping the sale f liquor, wlietner that sale b.pas .a by-law to that purpose, and may impose by such a by-law a fine
not exceedng twenty dollars or an imprisonment not exceeding tw d
months, unless snch fine be sooner paid, or may impose snch fine, wit1 where this bas not beau the case, oven whre I a rongut
the addition of the said imprisonment for the said offence, as may be able to say this as boldly as I do, 1 will not, acknowiodgedeemed expedient2 that that argument whe brouht before this lote, is a
This legislation is acted upon. The city of Montreul passed fair jutication for the touso n infustig to pas a totally
a by-law, and by the Lerms of that by-law they absolutely prohibitory resotion. il is truc tht the Scott AcL as
probibited withit certain sections of that city the keeping beon enforced fr some littoe time, in a large nuwbr of the
of pigS. Hou, gentlemen will know, and I eam stite posi- c t mjnstiouencies of this country. Wt is truc that befe the
tively, being a farmer and one wbo knows somkthing about Scott Act was in forcy, the Inkin Act was in o-ce in
the keeping of sncb stock, that it is quite possible, and it la some cf these constituencies. But both of those measures
done, Lokeeppig, either in a cityorelsewnere, witoout their are dferbtive. The Dunkin Act was defrticevo, and in con-
heing in anY Sense offensive or cauýinr an interference with sequenc o the defact o th Act the temperane pople
aanitary arrangements, and, lu fact, they are kept without of the coutry came to Parlianent and deouandtd a more
any evl effert attending thom. But bore the power is given effective ltw. Thaoleaw was given iw the sanada Teruper-
te a municipal council uo prohibit the keeping of those ance Act of 1878; and we have fourid by experience, snc
animais within the bounds of that city, net te prohibst their that law was adopted inst arlous arts of th country,
keeping when they have beeu proved hurtful, when it bas since the ruesion of jurqsdiction was fnaly dcided by
been proved thit they were a nuisance; but in case they the decision of the Privy Council, snce the doubts
mighit prove t be a nuisance, the abslute prohibition hf the and diffloultis regarding the conrtituonal question whicel
right of any peison w keep the within the city is laid came up in conection with that law have been refoved,
down in t clause of th Act o have quted. I say this l we have found that there are defets in the details of hat
an aolutely analogos c . We are asking bore for the law by which i is very diffiult indeed for th temperac.
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people of the country to enforce it. We find a burden bas
been laid on the advocates of that law which is not laid on
the advocates of any other law on the Statute.books of the
country. In the case of any ordinary law, the Government
of the country has to provide the machinery for its enforce-
ment ; that obligation rests upon their shoulders ; but no
such obligation has been laid upon tho Government in the
case of the Canada Temperance Act. It is unfortunately
the fact that, while the temperance people of the country
have approached the Governmeat again and again, and
urged them to assume this responsibility of enforcing the
Scott Act, as they enforce other laws on the Statute-book,
the Government bas turned a deaf ear to their demands,
bas been indifferent to their requests ; and more than that,
when the temperance people laid before the Government a
scheme by which they might, by means of an Order .n
Council, bring about some help to the temperance people
in enfoicing that law, the Government disregarded those
representations and passed an Order in Council, which, in-
stead of assisting in the more effective enforcement of
the law, placed an additional difficulty in the way of
those who were trying to enforce it, and to-day
we are no botter off than we were before. 1 will not now
enter into the question of the duty of the Government in
the premises; I wil not enlarge upon what I consider to
be a disgrace to the people of Canada-that the law upon
their Statute-books is not properly enforced by the author-
ities who are under maoral, and I believe legal, obligations
to enforce it. But I point out that, if in some localities the
Scott Act bas not been an absolute success, that condition
of things is not due to the temperance people. It is not due
to any absolute failure in the principles which arc embodied
in that law, but it is due to defects in the law which the
Government have not seen their way clear to remove or
remedy. Now, Sir, great objection has been brought against
total prohibition, on the ground that the people of the coun-
try are not prepared for it; that we require a stronger
moral backing for enforcement of this law than we have
got; and in that respect it bas been compared with various
laws upon the Statute-books. But, Sir, I contend that those
analogies are not fair ones. I contend that it is not
fair to compare this law with such laws as those
against theft or murder or other crimes. But we have
on our Statute-books other laws which are directiy
analogous to this-laws which stand in exactly the
same relation to the community as a prohibitory law would.
I allude to the license laws of the country particularly, an;d
to the Customs law. But I will not go further than to take
the license laws, which are exactly and absolutely parallel
in every respect to this question of total pi ohibition. What
are the facts of the case ? It bas been said that if one man
picks another's pockets on the streets, everyone who saw
the act would immediately try to arrest the thief and en-
force the law againSt stealing, and that as that is not done
in the case of total prohibition, therefore the country is not
prepared foi this kind of legislation. But I would ask the
House if the present license laws of the country will bear
any botter comparison with, say the law against theft, than
the supposed case oi total prohibition ? I would ask whether
any oidinary individual who, say un a Sunday, passes a
hotel aud sees an open bar-room, would immediately go and
inform against the individual who is offending against the
law ? I would ask if when such a person sees two indi-
viduals go into a back room of a eountry botel, pay for their
liquor aLd git it and drink it; or, if he sbould see a minor
go to the bar of such a hotel and get liquor lrom the hotel-
keeper and puy bis money for it-I would ask if any ordi.
nary individual, seeing any of these infractions of the law,
would take upon himself immediately to go and inform
upon the law-breaker, and enforce the law ? We know
only too well ho would not; and I could point to many
instances within a few hundred yards of where we
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sit, which show that this is not the case, and that day
after day, month after month, the license laws of this
Province and of other Provinces of the Dominion are
broken, and that ordinary individuals do not think it to be
their duty to try and enforce these laws. Now, those are
exactly analogous cases to what might be su pposed to occur
under prohibition. They deal with the sane class of people,
they appeal to the same feelings in the human breast as
would be appealed to by a prohibitory law And yet when
we find that those laws are broken, and broken with impun-
ity, every day, those who say we should not pass a
prohibitory law because the people are not ready to
enforce it, ought in consistency, if they carry out their
views to their logical conclusion, to demand the repeal
of every license law which is now upon our Statute-books.
But no; they are quite ready to have license laws; they
are quite ready to allow other people's desire for liberty to
be interfered with; but when the question comes home to
themselves, and they find that in consequence of a total
prohibitory law, they personally will not be able to get the
liquor which they think is good for them, while some poor
wretch is not allowed to get what be thinks is good for him,
then the argument comes home to them, then they are
touched in their own persons and their seolfish enjoyments,
and then they spring to arms and demand that the liberty
of the individual shall not be interfered with. Sir, I contend
that this is simply class legislation. I contend that the
Scott Act, as compared with a total prohibitory law, is a
piece of celas legislation. It is an Act by which individuals
who are not rich enough to buy the liquor wholesa!e and
bring it to their bouses cannot get it; but the same indivi-
duals who are glad enough to pass that and to acknowlodge
thut partial prohibition is a good thing, when they find that
they are not allowed to have liquor under any circumstances,
or Lt any time or place, will not allow prohibition,
and they speak against it, and argue against it; but
I think that convicts them out of their own mouths.
There are another large class in the community who are
opposed to a total prohibitory liquor law, those are called
Liberal Temperance Unionists. As I have understood their
platform, they are quite prepared to forbid strong drinks,
but they wish that beer and wines should be alowed; and,
certainly, if it is allowable that we should interfere with the
liberty of the individual in drinking alcoholic drinks such as
brandy and whiskey, we are entitled to interfere with the
liberty of the individual just as much.in drinking wine and
beer, and I think there is an insidious danger in the advo-
cacy of this beer and wine proposition which I warn tem-
perance men against. If beer and wine are allowed to be
sold where spirits are not, the reslt will be to lead
to the strengtbening in alcohol of those liquors, and they
will, in a short time, be even worse than the liquors which
those gentlemen propose 'to prohibit. Unfortunately, one
of the greatest dangers in connection with liquor drinking
and the traffie is the danger of adulteration, and those
liquors are abominably poisoned by almost all the manu-
facturers and retailers. I believe the adoption of the beer
and wine proposition would lead to a further adulteration,
and I warn all temperance men against allowing them.
selves to he led away by such an inEidious proposition.
There is arother point on which I wish to compare the
License Act and the Scott Act with a prohibitory law.
It is said that a prohibitory law would not be effec-
tive, and the license laws are held up as being much
preferable. I am going to make a statement which
I have thought over very carefully and closely, and which I
make after a great deal of personal observation. I say that
in the Province of Quebec, with regard to which I speak
with personal knowledge, ther e is just as much illegal sale
of liquor in License Act counties as in the Scott Act coun-
ties ; and in addition to the illegal sale, there is the whole
legal sale that is permitted under the License Act. [n other
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words, I say that the license laws of the Province of Que- liquor or distribute it in the various localities through-
bec are not one bit botter enforced than the Scott Act is in out the Dominion, these officers would have to ho
those counties of the Province where it bas been adopted. I licensed by the local authorities, anid be !ýubject to
have a tatement from a learned gentleman who is well such rules in regard ta the distribution of the liquors
known te everybody in this House ; I speak of Mr. J. J. as the local authoritios would choo-e to impose on thon.
McLaren, advocate, (f Toronto, formerly of Montreal. Truc. In this way there would b no oicfiit between the Domin-
ho is a prominent temperance advocate, but is at the same ion and the local authorities. Sueh cnflict I wish to avoid,
time a gentleman well known for his ability, integrity and such conflict I would dleeply deplore, because I know well
character, and a gentleman whose position ut the bar that, in the past, the greatest difficulty in the way of the
of Ontario bas given him almot unlimited means of temperance movement has been the confliet between the
observation in the various parts of that Province where constitutional rights of the Dominion and of the local
he has been enabled to see the working of the Scott authorities. I wish, thorefore, to impress upon the House
Act and the Crooks Act. Mr. McLaren says exactly the that this resolution, as it stands, in no way brings about a
same thing of the Province of Ontario as I say of 1 coiflict between the respective rights and privileges of the
the Province of Quebec, and he has stated to me his Legislatures of the Dominion and the various Piovinces. I
firm conviction that in those counties of Ontario where have said that I intend to be brief, and i shall bo bt ief; and
the Crooks Act is in force, there is just as much liquor sold I regret that, in consequence ot that intention, t cannot
illegally, to drunkards, to minors, on Sunday, and by people deal with this question as fully as its importance would
who have rot licenses as there is in the Sceott Act counties. justify and its mcrits roquire. 1 know that, at this
Those who oppose us contend that the failure of the Scott period o the Session, u1l are anxious tlit we shoild qet
Act is a reason why no prohibitory law should be passed in through busines without delay, and 1 do not wish
this country. They must also propose to work for the te obstruct or intedère with the progress of' bu.rnc-s, espe.
abolition of the license laws to be consistent. But I do not eially as I am welI aware this question has bceri thoroughly
believe they wish to do so. I believe as a matter of fact discussed and dedt with in ail parts of the country. I know
that the restrictive license laws of this country have helped it was an important iiutor in the last gexierai e tiens, and
us te restrict the liquor traffic. I believe that by the Scott that it is looked upon by the peeple as likely b bu a great
Act we have been able still further te restrict the traffie fact r in tc, coming dcc ti, whenevor thy may occur.
and I believe that when we are able to pass a prohibitory 1 believe wc may bave tbis question nov iu the hands of
law, it will be but a short time before we shlI be able to the fouse,- te bc ditcussed from every point of view, being
point to such a reduction in the liquor traffic, and in the convineed that every hon, gentleman will aet on this question
use of liquor in this couitry, as will conduce to immense according t) whai ho bolieves te bo the interests of his
strides of prosperity in this land, and we shall be people and the opinion of the censtitucncy lie represonts,
able to boast of Canada, not only as the country and, ne doubt, wilI represerît thoseopinions and interests by
in which the toast liquor la censumed on the face the vote ho will givo on tis resolution.
oftthe earth, as I believe is towday io daee, but as a land in
which scarcely any tiquor is cousu mtd. Now, before taking Mr. GIROUA iRD. I mut congratulate te proposer and
my seat, I want t, say one or tw words about the terms of seconder of is reselutin on their peiseveab e in bring-
this resolution. lon, gentlemen will remembor that, in ing this important inatter te the notie of the flouse. Its
1884, we passed a resolution in this lieuse s9mewhatsimilar importance is o great that I btlieve tbey canot do so tee
te the present one, stating In gencral teruns that it was the often. lion. gentlemen and their friends outmide the flouse
duty of Parliament te pass a prehihitory law just as seon blieve th t the oevil of iyteperaasc which we ail deplore,
as the peopleofe the country are prepared for it. I beievej cat only bh ured by prohibition. 1, on hevius occasions,
thon th-ut the time lad corne fer a proibitory law in this xprssed t e opinion that I did not beievo in entire pro.
country; and 1 believe that the country im stili botter pro- hibition as a remedy for intemprance. I a one of those
pared for prohibition te-day than it was lu 1884. But this who beiev that the use of bor od cf eider, claret ud
resolution, while repeating the bald proposition that it its other iglt wins, is btter calculated te make peopre tom-
the duty of Parliament te pasis this Iaw, goes a littie further, perate than entire pýrohibition. Prohibit, if yen like, alcehel,
snd asks that the Governmont of thc Dominion shah a be for the history i re world telh us that alcoho is the source
impowered, and that it shah bo their duty, to takecharge of the whole trouble. This question of intemperonc, whicb
of the manufacture f, and the traffic in, su, tiquer as may seem te be a ncw one in this world, is nt at ail new in the
hc needed, even under a prohibitory aw, for ar, science old ee. It was firt raisd some time ater alcehol was

and manufacturin s purposes. Sir, we do net pro- introduced inth seciety, about te 13t century. Bofre
pose this resolution with any desire or intention that tie, drunkenness was known, because bier nud winle
of oflicting with the local athorities. I a ose were known, aud drunken men wre and have been fund
of those who ini>ted mst strongy, a few years aga, at ail times; but, unti the Gîh century, ne eue express. d
that this Parliament had not the right te deat with licenses the opinion that ye could cure a drunken man by pro-
for solling liquor lu the varieus Provinces. And this por bition. If yen ook back te th time f Christ, wil ye find
tien ef th resolution I belifor in no way interferes with that our Lord prached prohibition? On the contraîy, ir-
that power of the Local Legisatures. Far be it rom me stad of forcing water upon the ompany t a wdding, o
te support anything that is going te intorfère with provin- turned that water into wine. Lt us look new at the efforts
cial rights; but believe we are perectly witbin our com te suppres intemperance since alcohol was introducd. lu
potence to say that the manufacture of h d deaing in sncb the 13tb century, a plant wbe disovered in Africa, wbVu
iquoer as sa i ho neccsary sha bc carried on by the produced alcohol, ud was used only for muditanak purpou

Dominion Goveruament under the regulations and control. for nearly 150 years. Its use did not becomo general, au 1
of the varionus Provinces. If the Dominion Governmnt i effets wore net felt; but, about the end of the l5tb or
would appoint special officers, whose duty would ho te the beginning et the 16tb contury, the discovery was mate
attend te the manufacture sd the sale or distribution f that alcohol copod ho produced frei grain> ad then the
theoe iquors-of course the manufacture wonld ho under use of îcohol became general, especially in Germay and
tof confrol f the Domition authorities, as it is te-day. ud in nortberu countries. It was not introduced into England
the sale would e subjet to the rcintrol f the provin. until about the begining of the 8th century, at which.
cia autheriti if the Dominion Governmnt would period it wa aise introduced r-te France, Spain and Italy.
appoint offlsar whose duties it wonld he ta oit the Thn intemprance bocame gencral and alarming, and the
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attention of legislators was called to this state of society.
Prohibition was introduced from 1524 to 1652 in Branden-
berg, Whittenberg, Frankfort and Saxony. It was introduced
into Sweden in 1752. The legislatures of these countries,
however, had to repeal these prohi bitory laws, becauso it wus
found that under them, intemperance, instead of decreasing,
was increasing. 1 have before me my anthorities for so
stating--because I took tte trouble during recess to import
from Europe three or four volumes on the subject-and ail
of them prove beyond a shadow of doubt that prohibition
was a failure. In Sweden, the Governmont took possession
of the distilleries, but even that wis fnot sufficient to check
or stop the evil, and in those countries they had to resort,
as ihey bad to in England, France, Spain and Italy, to
stricter regulations of the sale of liquors. Statistics show
that the ute of alcohol increases as the use of light wines
decreases. li Paris, from 1854 to 1864, in Marseilles, from
1865 to 1871, alcohol nearly doubled in use and wines de-
cre:ased in use in about the same proportion. I find in one
of these books which I procured, a very singular incident ut
the ý ery beginning of this social evil, In the year 1581,
about the first temperance society was established, under
authority of the law, in Hesse (Lefort, page 27). What
was the object of that temperance society ? Every member
of it was allowed to use seven glasses of wine at a meal, and
besides all t he beer he wanted, but ho was not allowod to take
a single glass of alcoholic liquor. I 8is evident, therefore,
that the pe-opleý of those days saw in alcohol the origin of
intempertince, and they were in a botter position than we
are to pass a judgment upon the subject. What bas been our
experience in the new world ? Lot us take the statistics of
our own country which were produced before the flouse in
1885. They sbow that Canada was the most sober country in
the world, and also that the Province of Quebec, where, per-
haps, more ligh t wines and beer are used than anywhere else
in C(anadawas the most temperate Provinceof the Dominion.
Prohibition has been introduoed in many States in the
Union since 1 54 ; in Maine, Rhode Island, Massachusetts,
Vermont, Connecticut, Michigan, Iowa, Kansas, Delaware
tnd New Hampshire. The proposer of this resolution
mentioned the numes of a few of these States, no doubt
because in the other States the prohibitory law had to be
repoaled, having been a failure, as it was in the old world.
Look at the Scott Act. 1 ask any hon. member who knows
where the Scott Act is in force, what the experience of the
people is in regard to that Act. I think it is generally
admitted that it is a failure. The hon. member who has
just sat down says that if it did not have the good effect
which was expected, that was due to the Government, who
refused to introduce the necessary changes to the Act. We
have had enough logislation every Session in this House
to see that this accusation is altogether groundless.
Finally, it bas been said that in 1884 this Parliament
pledged itself to prohibition. There is a resolution, in
fact, in favor of prohibition, but .it is with a certain
condition which has not been fulfilled. The condition is
that prohibition shall be introduced by Parliament so soon
as the people of the country pronounce in favor of it.
Where are the petitions before the House in favor of pro.
hibition ? I have been here at every sitting of the House
this Session, and I do not recollect a single petition being
presented in favor of such a measure as the one which is
before the House. Before taking my seat, I may say that
to my mind the question is so simple, and I think it is to
every French member of this House, that I do not think it
necessary to dwell any longer upon this subject, but I will
quote from one of those books, "Intempérance et Misère,"
in which Mr. Lefort, an eminent member of the Society of
Political Economy of France, says (page 229):

" Dans les pays où le législateur a voulu remplir le rôle de moraliste,
les effets de la contrainte n'ont pas eu un grand succès, et de l'avis
d'un adversaire déclaré de l'intempérance, le Dr. Jolly, en Suède, en
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Prusse et dans quelques Etats de l'Allemagne, le fléau n'a pu encore
être conjuré, malgré l'empire des lois."

And on page 270, he says:
" Comme, en effet, l'abus de l'alcool dilué au titre de l'eau-de-vie

commune et aromatisé ou non crée beaucoup plus de dangers que le vin,
le cidre ou la bière, et comme les ivrognes sont pour la plupart, sion.
tous, des buveurs d'alcool, il est urgent de restreindre la consommation
des eaux-de-vie au profit de celles des boissons utiles pour la santé, en
grevant les premières de droits très lourds et en dégrevant le plus pos-
sible les autres."

After making another quotation, I will submit to the Flouse
the amendment which 1 intend to propose to the main reso-
lution. Frank Leslie's Illustrated Paper of the 30th May,
1885, says:

" The question of encouraging beer and light wines is not likely to be
laughed down or safely ignored. It will make itself heard and demand
cousideration. Neal 0ow's recent statement that ardent spirits were
causing more distress in Maine than ever before, coupled with the
admitted failure of prohibition in Kansas and Iowa makes it imperative
that the problem of drunkenness be re-examined."

I, therifonre, move, seconded by Mr. Ward, that all the words
after "that " be omitted, and the following substituted
therefor:-

This House, while admitting that brandy, gin, whiskey and other
alcoholic liquors might be prohibited, is of opinon that the dealing in
and Fale of ale, porter, lager beer, cider, claret and other light winez,
should be exempt from the operation of the Canada Temperance Act.

Mri. ARMSTRONG. I rise to a question of order. I
wish to ask if that amendment is really in order. It recom-
mends an amendment to the Canada Temperance Act, com-
monly knowri as the Scott Act. It is not an amendment
to the resolution before the House.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER. As I understand the resolu-
tion, this is roally an amndment to the resolution before
the House 1 think it is relevant to the proposition con-
tained in the resolution.

Mir. FRE EMAN. A good deal of apology bas been made
in reference to the occupying of time on this question,
which I think is aitogether unnecessary. A great deal of
time has been occupied on matters of very much less
importance than this great question, and I think a few
hours of the time of this House cannot be occupied in a
botter manner than in discussing this grave question, inas-
much as this country, this whole Dominion of Canada, is
waiting to hear what the verdict of this House will be upon
this question, and I think it will not be treating the people
of the Dominion of Canada with that defoerence they deserve
to be treated with if this matter is got over lightly and
without examining it thoroughly. The way in which I
look at this question is this : I ask myself, first, is this
liquor tralfic an evil? That is the great question which
we have before us to-day.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. FREEMAN. It is well that those gentlemen who

declare that the liquor traffic is not an evil, should have an
opportunity of expressing themselves. I hâd fears that
the Dominion of Canada might return a great many
members to Parliament who believe that the liquor trafflc
is not an evil, and I believe that this declaration of theirs
will open the eyes of their constituents when they hear it.
It will give them a botter idea of the views of those mem-
bers of Parliament when they hear that declaration that
the liquor traffic is not an evil. The whole world has come
to the conclusion that the liquor traffic is an evil. Show me
to-day a man of eminence in this country, or in any other
country, who says the liquor traffic is not an evil, and that
will be somothing I never heard of before. It is true that
at the commencement of this century there were people
who thought the liquor traffle was not an evil, but the ad-
vancement of the Christian civilisation of this nineteenth
century has opened the dark caverns of this abominable
traffic, and has allowed the people to look in and to
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see the abominations which are carried on within.
Every man who has looked at the matter with an unpre.
judiced mind, rises up to declare that it is one of the
greatest evils that our conntry is afflicted with. Take that
eminent man who visited the city of Ottawa a few days ago,
that eminent divine from England, who stands high iu
the estimation of ail philanthropists, of all mon ofeducatioù
and of worth, and ask him what the liquor traffic is doing for
tLe people in England ? Ask him whetber the liquur truffie
is an evil, and those gentlemen would stand abashed before
him as he gives his answer, as he gave it in Ottawa a few
days ago. The most eminent judges have declared that it is
an evil, and they spenk from personal observation and after
studying the statistics of the country, and they declare that
it is one of the greatest evils with whieh the country is
ifflicted. Now, Sir, the next question which comes to my

mind is this : fias this Parliament power to deal with it ?
I wili go further than that, and I will ask : ls it the duty
of this Parliament to deal with it ? I have before me the
dec&sion of an eminent jadge of the Supreme Court of the
United Siates, on a case Liat came before him in an appeal
from the Supreme Court in Mas-achu.etti. He declared in
the most emphatic language that it is not only the privilege
of the Legislature to deal with questions like ibis, affect-
iing the weli-being, the prosperity and the happiness of
the people, but that it is the duty of the Legislature to
deai with such questions. I agree with that decision,
and I say it is the duty cf this Parliament to prohibit a
traffic which endangers the lves of the people, which
destroys the happiness of the people, which jeopardises in
fact the very life of the nation ; I say it is the duty of this
House to step in hetween the people and this terrible traffie
by which they are threatened. Now, the hon. gentleman
who spoke last undertook to tell us that you must cure
drunkenness with alcohol. Well, Si,, that is an extraordi.
naiy proposition, for that is just what his proposition
amounts to-that you must cure drunkenness with alcohol,
in the form of beer and wine. Well, Sir, take the poor
drunkard that you pick up cff the street, and give him a
dose of alcohol. You may mix it with dirty water just as
much as you please, and give it to him and ask him how he
feels. What is beer, sir, but alcohol diluted, and diluted
with dirty ingredients ? Extract me alcohol out of beer,
and what have you left ? There is not an hon. member
in this flouse that would drink a drop of it if you
were to pay him for it. That is what beer is,
and are you going to give the people beer to cure them
of drunkenness ? But the hon. gentleman says that
light wines will also cure drunkenness. I wonder if thore
is any alcobol in light wines. Give the people light wines
and they will not drink alcoholic liquor, says the bon. gen-
tleman. Sir, that is an entire fallacy, it is ridiculous to
suppose that drinking light wines will cure drunkenness.
If you want to know what beer and light wines are, try
them on your boy. Take your little boy, if you please, who
has never j et tasted the accursed thing. I would not
suppose that you have got them in your house, but take
him into one of th'se corner shops where they are exposed
for sale, and treat him with some of this alcohol and see
whether he would be willing to drink it. No, Sir, his
normal taste will- reject it. By-and-bye, if you cultivate
that taste, you may get him to love it, perhaps, as weil
as his father loved it. In his normal condition he will
not taste alcohol in any form, but you can educate
him to it, and that is the way every drunkard is educated.
He gets a taste for liquor and his taste is educated from
beer to wine, from wine to brandy, and so on to whiskey,
until finally he becomes a drunkard. Now, 1 say that is just
what boer will do, it educates a man to become a drunkard.
But you tell me that mon do not get drunk in beer houses.
I have seen them many a time, and many hon. gentlemen
here who have gone into boer bouses, must have seon

besotted men titting around tho table drinking beer; and
still you tell me that beer doos not tend to druukenness;
you tell me that beer does not educate in the use of alcoholio
drinks. The hon. gentleman tells us to go to Franceo. Why
Sir, thore is not a more drunken country, perhaps, in the
world, ard that is the great countiy for Ught wines. If I
had time I could produce testirmony to prove my statements,
the testimony of distinguished Frenchmen. Let me refer
the hon. gentleman to Count Montalmonbort, and see what
hc says about (runkonuess in France. Then the hon. gentle-
man tells us that they have adopted a beer law in England.
I do not know whether he said it was very successful, but
ho tried to leave the impression upon the House that the
beer law in England was sucoessful. How suecessful was
it ? What did Sir Sidney Smith say about it a few months
af'er the law was pased ? Why, Sir, ho said:

" The new beer bill has hegun its operations. Everybody is drunk.
Those who are not singing are sprawling The eovereign people are in
a beastly state "

That was the effoct of the beer law. No law that has ever
passed in England proved a greater failuro than the beer
law. Rejordor Hil, in oue of his charges said:

" The establishment of the beer shop is universally denounced as a
curse upon the land."

This is the kind of remody which the hon. gentleman pro-
poses in this country as a cure Pr drunkenness. The
Committee of the House of Lords, in 18 0, reported of the
beer houses:

" They are notorious for the sale of an interior article; that the
absolute consumption of (ardent) spirits bas, fron whatever cause, far
from diminished."

Here the committee states that through the use of boer the
abslute consumption of spirits had " fur from dininishod."
This committeo also reported this to Parliament, and I
think we ought to place some confidence in thoir report:
" The comforts and morals of the poor have been seriously
impaired "-that is through the operations of the beer law.
Among the tostimony before that committee was that of
Chaplain Clay :

" I believe it impossible for human language to describe the misery
and wickedness added to the previous sum of our moral and social ills,
by beer houses."

Gentlemen, have you any confidence in such testimony as
this ? If you have, I am sure that you will consider it as,
at least, of equal weight, and as equally binding upon your
consciences, as the testimony the hon. gentleman has given
us. The Lower flouse of Convocation of the Province of
Canterbury, a body having cclesiastical supervision over a
population of fourteen millions, adopted the report of a
commission who declared, after an elaborate investigation,
that of

" The direct causes of our national intemperance, one of the foremost
and most prolific, as it appears to your commission, is the operation of
the Legislative Act which called beer bouses into existence."

flere are some answers to a number of questions:

Beer shops the curse of the country."
"Intemperance much increased since beer shope were introduced

some years ago-specially among the young amen."
" I gave ten pounds a year out of my own pocket (a clergyman) to

a man for giving up a beer house."
" The beer bouses as present conducted are a social pest" "An un-

mitigated nuisance."
"Intmperance decreased previous to, increased since, enactment of

the beer soup Act."

There are some hundred answers to questions similar to
these, and I need not read any further from them. This is
the evidence with respect to beer shops in England. In the
United States a beer law was also authorised. They had some
weak-kneed temperance men there, holding the same opinion
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as the hon. gentleman, who advocated the passing of the beer
law. In the United States they did pass such a law. How
long did they keep it in force ? They passed it twenty years
ago, but those far-seeing people knew better than to retain it,
and during its third year the law was repealed and we have
not heard anything of it since. Instead of a beer law they
have been agitating for a prohibitory law, and that is the
law to cure intemperance and drunkenness. We have been
told that the local option act, the Scott Act, bas not been
successful here. Those opposed to prohibition .say to us:
"We have given you a law, but you do rot work it; we
have given you a law, but you have not made it a success."
Have the temporance men had delegated to thern the peace
and prosperity of this country ? Are they responsible for
the good order and government of this country, that they
should be taunted with not having kept down drunk-
enness, that they have not lessened the number of men
who have entered the poor houses, asylums, work-
houses and penitentiaries ? Are they to be twitted
wit b the fact that those places are still being filled with the
victi ms of drunkenness, the victirms of the liquor traffic, the
vitims of those places where alcoholic liquors are sold ? I
say, no. They should not be twitted with that fact. If
this law bas not been so successful as it might have been,
if it has not done all the good it might and ought to have
done-and we admit it has not-we can point to balf a
dozon other laws which have not conferred ail the benefit that
they were intended to confer. But is that any reason why
we should oper the flood-gates to intemperance and drunk-
enness and their attendant evils ? I say, no. If this law is
not wide enough to accomplish ail that it should accomplish,
give us a law more likely to be successful, and appliances
for working the law so that we may put down this terrible
evil. There is no question about the evil. I saw in a
Toronto puper the other day that thirty-one poor fellows
were brought before the police magistrate on one morning-
thirty-cne mon, thirty-one victims, thirty-one men who
probably but for this accursed traffic would have been
honest and honorable citizens, holding good positions in
society and not disgraced by standing before a police ma-
gistrate. Go into any part of our country and see
the ravages of intemperance, although I am proud to say
that there is less evil of this kind in Canada than in other
countries ; but go into the homes of the poor and see the
wretchedness prevailing there because of drunkenness. See
the pauper children, F ee children without fathers or mothers
or guardians. See the misery everywhere around where
drunkenness prevails, and tell me whether we should not
have a prohibitory law so that this evil may be banished from
our midst. Again, as to what the Scott Act bas done. It
bas done a marvellous amount of good in Canada. I am
sorry to have to believe that in Ontario and Quebec it bas
not done the good it bas done in the Lower Provinces. 1
am very sorry to be forced to believe that in all temper-
ance matters the people of the Upper Provinces are far
behind us at the sea shore. I am sorry to find it so, but you
want more education, and you want a less number of wine
and beer temperance men. They are the curse of any
cause-those wine and beer people. They say: " Oh, Io
am a temperance man, I am exceedingly temperate, and I
am going to help you to promote temperance." How do
they do it? They say the way to make people temperate
is to give them beer and wine. I say, no; that is the
trouble with you up bere, I believe. Out of the seventeon
counties in Nova Scotia thirteen have adopted the
Scott Act, and in many of them it is working grandly.
We are putting down the liqaor sellers. In many of the
counties there bas been very little liquor sold ; and there
is not a county in Nova Scotia-I would hardly include
Halifax, for I must be a little careful bore, and I will put
Halifax out of the way-I believe there is not one county
in Nova Scotia where half the liquor is sold that was sold
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whon the Scott Act was first passed. We are becoming a
teetotal people, an abstaining people,very rapidly. Letrme
tell you more. The people of Nova Scotia will rise up very
shortly and declare that they will have a prohibit9ry law.
Whetheryou will give it to us or not is another question,
but we are going to demand it. Whoever speaks after me
as to this Act, and speaks of this law being a failure, must
except Nova Scotia. But I am informed by those well able
to judge, and when I look at the number of Scott Act coun-
ties in Ontario I cannot but believe, that there is a great
deal of good, honest temperance sentiment in Ontario, as I
hope there is in Quebec. I have read the grand, noble
declaration of the clergy of the dominant church in Quebec,
and I have read the fulminations of these men, bonest,
emphatic fulminations against this terrible traffic. I
have said to myself that Quebee will corne up
with Nova Scotia in a very short time, and I am amazed
that Quebec is not more forward than she is in this
grand work. I have seen the position taken by the clergy
of Quebee. I have read their declarations, and I am in-
formed that there is there a little army of prohibition tee-
total men who are laboring to put down this abominable
traffic, and 1 am sure their efforts will b- successful. - I am
confident they will be stimulated by tha grand work of
Cardinal Manning. If I had ti me I would read the declaration
of Cardinal Manning on this terrible evil affilicting England.
H1e has declared that he would be willir g to give his life if
he could save the lives of the multitude who are running to
ruin by following strong drink. I was exceedingly sorry,
my beart was pained within me, when I beard an hon.
gentleman bring up to-day the name of the blessed Redeemer.
What man worthy of the name of a Christian dares to use
the name of the blessed Redeemer for any other pirpose than
for a holy purpose, and, when the hon. gentleman brought in
His iame in connection with dirty beer and intoxicating
wine ho must have felt he was sadly in need of something to
support his cause. He said that the blessed Redeemer turned
water into wine. Our heart would tremble at the idea that
the Saviour of mankind, who travelled up and down the world
for no other purpose than for benefiting the hunan race-
to say that ie, who travelled up and down the world to do
the people good, would turn water into the beastly intoxi-
cating liquor such as they have in this country, that takes
men's brains away, that destroys their happiness and corn-
fort, that reduces thoir families to misery and makes them
drunkards, of whom He himself declared that they could
never enjoiy everlasting life; it is a monstrous idea that can-
not be entertained, and one that I hope will not prevail
among us. Now, Sir, I do not think it would be wise for
me to occupy longer the time of the House; I think I have
said al I ought to say on this question. I have simply
to repeat what I said at the outset, and that is, that the
people of this Dominion are anxiously waiting to ascertain
what the vote of this Hoube will be on this great question,
and I trust that it will be such a vote as the temperance
people will approve of. We have hoard a great deal
since we came here about the waste of money-1 use
the words which have been used hore; and I am sure
there is no hon, gentleman in this House but feels that
it is cruel and sinful to waste anything which is produced
by the hard labor of the people. We have heard the Govern-
ment accused of this by members on the other side of the
House, but I will not deal with that charge one way or the
other. We were told to-day that there is expended by the
people of the Dominion of Canada no less than forty millions
of dollars in strong drink. I presume that is the direct cost
of the liquor trafic; I will take that for granted, for I do
not know whether it is exactly correct or not. Now, let
us add the indirect cost of this traffle. I believe statistici4ne,
and those who try to calculate the indirect loss arising from
the use of intoxicating liquors, put it at forty millions of
dollars among the five millions of people who inhabit thia
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Dominion. There you have eighty millions of monoy
thrown away by the people of this country-money worse
than wasted-money used for the purpose of disseminating
sickness and death, of degrading the people, lowering them
in their own estimation, taking away from thom the grand
position they occupy, as having been created in the image of
God, taking away from them the very thing that lifts them
above the level of the beasts, destroying their senses and
degrading their intellects. I say, Sir, if this is the case, should
not we ail be interested in this waste of money, this throw-
ing away of the hardly-earned wages of the people.
Should not we all be desirous of saving this $80,000,000 to
this country next year, making the country $80,000,000
richer, and going on from year to year, by passing and
properly enforcing a prohibitory law all over this Domin-
ion. Thon, Sir, you will hear no more complaints about
hard times, no more complaints about the country going
down to ruin, no more complaints about farms being
mortgagcd, but you will find general prosperity amongst
all the people by reasin of this saving. Besides that you
will save an immense amount of labor. Statisticians tell us
in a way that we cannot doubt that the use of liquor, not
to the extent of drunkenness, but moderately used by
laboring men, destroys their labor to a certain extent.
The great firm of Ames & Co., of Boston, Mass., who em-
ployed 400 workmen, took an account of their own
wages and the product of the labor they omployed
the 3 ear after the prohibition law was repealed,
and they found that the loss of labor among men
who were regularly at work, and were never found to be
drunk, amounted to some 14 or 20 per cent., I forget which.
The use of liquor takes away the direct power of endurance,
it destroys men's intellects, and injures them physicially
and morally. In consideration of these views I beg to say
to the House that I intend to vote for total prohibition ; and
I beg the hon. gentlemen of this House, and I appeal especi.
ally to those temperance men who are a littie weak, whether
their weakness is in their knees, or in thoir backs, or in
their taste; I beseech them to throw off this weakness, to
gird up their loins, and strengthen themselves with the
assurance that they will be well rewarded for their vote. I
say to them to gird up their loins, to get up a little enthusi.
asm and vote for tbis prohibitory liquor resolution. Let it
go forth to the people of Canada that this new louse voted
in favor of a prohibitory law, and, Sir, we will all feel
prouder and botter for it when we return home.

Mr. CARGILL. I rise to make a few remarks relative
to this subject. I may just say that the speaker who pre-
ceded me became very enthusiastic, and I think that mon
who become so entnasiastic are apt to go to extremes. I
am not learned in the cause of temperance; I am not well
read upon it, and consequently will not be able to favor the
House with extracts from eminent authors. I only rise
to give my practical experience of the operation of the
Scott Act in the county in which I reside, where it was
adopted in the year 1885, and where it bas been in opera-
tion for about two years. Now, my experience as to
the operation of the Scott Act is quite the reverse of
that of the hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat. If
you will allow me te diverge somewhat, in order to explain
my connection with the Scott Act, I might say that in the
year 1871, I bought a tract of timber from the Ontario
Government, known as the Greenock Swamp, in the
county of Bruce. Shortly atterwards, I erected mills there
for the purpose of manufacturing that timber into lumber.
As my business increased, a great many persons in quest
of lumber made their way there by rail. There being no
hotel accommodation in the place, I was under the necessity
of taking these people to my own house and affording them
accommodation over night. While there were not too many,
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I had no serious objection to doing this, as it afforded me
much pleasure to entertain people, especially customers in
quest of lumber. But after a tinie they became se
numerous that my house was more like a hotel than a
private residence, and consequently I concluded to curtail
my business in this lino. Finally I sold a site to a party
who was anxious to erect a botel in the place. He went to
work, and shortly afterwards had a comfortable hotel erected
for the accommodation of the travelling public. For some
time the botel was conducted properly, and every person
who had occasion to stop there over night, or at any other
time, was woll satisfied with the accommodation furnished.
I might say that I employ a great number of mon in con-
nection with the manufacture of lumber, and as you all
know, mon employed about a saw mill are addicted te
drinking. Shortly after the orection of the hotel a number
of those mon who had small families frequented it too much,
and the hotel keeper also, after a time, became very fand
of bis glass of liquor; and what was at one time a nice little
comfortable hotel for the acc.ommodation of the public was
turned into a resort for all the roughs of the locality.
Things went on in this way for soma time until I became
very much annoyed, an i I disliked very much te send any
person there for a night's lodging. The place gradually
grew from bad to worse, and I made a proposition to the
proprietor to buy him out. I bought the property, closed
it up, and ran it as a temperance hotel for two or three
years. Thore was really no necessity for this because at
that time hotels were conducted under the Crooks Act, and
I claim that if the Crooks Act had boen properly enforced,
and if the parties whose duty it was to enforce it had
informed on the hotel keepers, thora would have been no
necessity for the introduction of the Scott Act. The Crooks
Act provided that a hotel keeper who furnished liquor to
any person who was the worse of it was liable to a fine.
However, I found, after making the purchase, that I was not
much botter off, for my mon went to the neighboring hotel
and got the worse of liquor there, and carried it home in jugs.
So, in the summer of 1884, an agitation arose for the intro-
duction of tthe Scott Act. I became a very zealous advo-
cate of that Act, and did all I could to further it. We
succeeded in carrying the Scott Act in the county
of Bruce by a very large majority, although the east riding
which I have the honor to represent, gave a very large
majority against it. The law came into force on the 1st of
May, 1885, and apparently, for a few weks, the hotel
keepers and those engaged in the liquor traffic respected
the law. I had frequently occasion to go te the town of
Walkerton, and I found the hotels there apparently shut
up. In fact, some of them closed thoir sheds, so as not to
give any accommodation to the farmers coming into town.
They felt so sore, and regarded the adoption of the Scott
Act such a grievance, that they felt justified in closing
up their places. For three or four weeks the law was
apparently strictly observed ; but two or three weeks later,
when I was in town, I observed in some of the rooms back
of the bar groups of two or three or four persons would
be assembled, with glasses on the table, and they were
apparently enjoying themselves. I have a great many
friends in the town of Walkerton, and although they
knew I was a strong Scott Act advocate, they used to ask
me in occasionally to take a cigar. I would go into the back
room with these gentlemen, and we would find three or four
people seated there apparently enjoying thomseoives. Some
would order blue ribbon beer, some would have long pop
and some short pop, 1, of course, would take a cigar.
Those drinks had a very striking resemblance to drinks
which were known by other names provious to the intro-
duction of the Scott Act. I would sit there, not very com-
fortable I assure yon, because I had been a party to the
adoption of the Scott Act, and I felt that I was thon being
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a party to its violation. I concluded that I would either
have to adopt one course or the other, I would have to
refrain from going into such places wi th my friends or turn
my back on the Scott Act. A short time afterwards the
hotel keepers began to sell over their bar openly, and I
frequently noticed parties who had voted for the Scott Act
go up to the bar and take their drinks. Consequently my
conscience was considerably relieved, because I then knew
that others who had supported the Scott Act were parties to
its violation. I might say in connection with this that when
municipilities had the power of passing by-laws for the guid-
ance and regulations of hotel keepers, a by.law was passed
in my native municipality to the effect that hotel keepers
should close their hotels at seven o'clock on Saturday even.
ing, and that they should remain closed until six o'clock on
Monday morning. I found, when I had occasion to go
where those meetings were held, usually in hotels, that
the parties who enacted those laws were the very men
who would probably remain there until 9, 10 and 11
o'clock, and drink hot Scotch whiskey. r may say that
in June, 1885, a request was made to the county council of
Bruce for the appointment of a police magistrate in order
to enforce the law. I was the only one of five of the com-
mittee who favored the appointment. That was only some
six weeks after the adoption of the Scott Act, and I thought
it was working very well, and that it was our duty to pro-
vide the nocessary machinery for enforcing that law. I acted
accordingly, although I was the only one of the five who
was in favor of making that appointment. The appointment
was not made and the hotels have gone on selling liquor in
that county. There is as much liquor sold there as was sold
previous to the adoption of the Scott Act. The ussessment
of hotol property has been roduced about 50 per cent., and
we obtain no license fe from the hotel keepers. In addition
to the hotels, we have innumerable grog shops, scattered
over the length and breadth of the county, in which liquor
is kept for sale, and there is apparently no law regulating
the sale of liquor in Bruce to-day. I claim that things in
that county are very much worse than they were previous
to the adoption of the Scott Act.

It boing Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

1N COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 74) respecting the Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay
and Lake Erie Railway Company.-(Mr. Tisdale.)

Bill (No. 75) respecting the Midland Railway of Canada.
-(Mr. Hudspeth.)

Bill (No. 81) to confirm and amend the charter of incor-
poration of the Témiscouata Railway Company.-(Mr.
Grandbois.)

Bill (No. 82) to incorporate the Oshawa Railway and
Navigation Company.-(Mr. Smith, Ontario.)

Bill (No. 48) to incorporate the Guarantee and Pension
Fund Society of the Dominion Bank.-(Mir. Sutherland.)

Bill (No. 60) further to amend the Act incorporating the
Western Assurance Company and other Acts affecting the
same.-(Mr. Cockburn.)

Bill (No. 69) to incorporate the Equity Insurance Com-
pany.- (Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 71) to enable the Freehold Loan and Savings
Company to extend their business and for other purposes.
-(Mr. Denison.)

Bill (No. 78) to incorporate the Canada Accident and
Indemnity Assurance Company.-(Mr. Mulock.)

Mr. ÇARGILL.

Bill (No. 85) to authorise and provide for the windipg up
of the Picton Bank.-(Mr. Tupper.)

Bill (No. 101) respecting the Richelieu and Ontario Na-
vigation Company.-(Mr. Labelle.)

Bill (No. 72) to incorporate the Halifax and West India
Steamship Company (Limited).-(KUr. Kenny.)

Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the Upper Columbia Railway
Company.- (Kr. Mara.)

Bill (No. 84) respecting the Edmonton and Saskatchewan
Land Company (Limited).- (Mr. Scarth.)

Bill (No. 22) to incorporate the Canadian Society of Civil
Enginers.-(Mr. Shanly.)

Bill (No. 83) to incorporate the Londonderry Iron Com-
pany.-(Mr. Kenny.)

Bill (No. 106) to incorp->rate the Standard Printing and
Publishing Company.-(Mr. McCartby.)

CANADIAN HORSE INSURANCE COMPANY.

House resolved itself into committee on Bill (No. 88) to
incorporate the Canadian Horse Insurance Company.-(Mr.
Small.)

(In Committee.)
On the preamble,
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not seo what we have to

do with this measui. It is a matter of property and civil
rights. It is not a matter of banking and commerce, which
is specially relegated to this Parliament.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is an insurance com-
pany.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is not a matter with which
we have anything to do at all.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the same as the insur-
ance of buildings or ships.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You cannot give this H1ouse
jurisdiction simply by making the Bill extend to the whole
Dominion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Insurance companies are
under the control of the Dominion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Some of them are, but it was
admitted by the Privy Council that the Provinces had the
right to logislate on matters of insurance.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, They may, but we have
also the right nere.

Bill reported, read the third time and passed.

PROHIBITION OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS.

Mr. CARGILL. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned
I was speaking of the injurious results of the adoption
of the Scott Act in the county of Bruce. I may say that the
injurious resulta thus accruing had the effect of making me
change my opinion as to the advisability of retaining the
Scott Act. I changed my opinion as to the Scott Act, and
since then I have opposed it, and I behevo its repeal would
now be in the interests of the country. Consequently, I
proposed a motion sometime ago, asking leave to introduoe'
a Bill for the repeal of the Scott Act. Same of my con-
stituents allege or insinuate that I changed my opinion on
the Scott Act for political reasons. In reply to them I say
that legislation is experimental, and when it is introduced
and does not produce results anticipated, none who are wise
will contend for the retention of such legislation, but should
favor its abolition. I am quite satisfied that the results are
not what were anticipated, and that they have been injur.
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ious, not only to the interests of the temperance cause, but
alo to the general interests of the country. Some time ago
a large majority vote was given in this louse, expressing
sympathy for the poor people in [reland and eliciting sym-
pathy for the tenantry of Ireland, who were violating their
obligations to their landlords and contending for rights that
never exiswed, while here at home this Government bas
been a party to the introduction of legislation which inter.
feres with the vested rights of their own citizens. I contend
that this traffic has been lieensed by the Government of thiï
country, that those people who are engaged in that traffic
have vested rights, that hotel keepers have been induced
from year to year to go on and erect hotels for the accom.
modation of the public, with a promise or understanding
that their licenses would be renewed from year to
year. Brewers and distillers occupy the same position.
Legislation introduced for the purpose of interfering
with those rights is wrong, and I cannot possibly
record my 'vote in favor of a law which interferes with
what I consider are vested rights or will deprive people of
the right to use their own property. Some say the manu-
facture of liquor is not restricted by the Scott Act. I admit
that the manufacture of liquor is not restricted, but that is
the greatest inconsistency in connection with the Act. The
idea of any government restricting the sale of an article,
the manutacture of which they encourage. I think it is
wrong. There is no more effectual way of destroying an
industry than by restricting th sale of the article proposed
to be manufactured by that industry. As regards prohibi.
tion, the Scott Act means prohibition so far as the sale of
liquor is concerned. An opinion bas boon expressed by
members on both sides of the Louse that the introduction
of prohibition should be coupled with compensation.
Now, the most profitable crop that is produced by
the agricultural community of this country, namely,
that of barley, is seriously affected. We know that the
Americans are giving their attention to the growth of
barley, that that crop is being successfully grown, and
that they are now in a position to supply themselves with
the barley which they used to import from Canada. There
is a duty of ten cents per busbel on Canadian barley, besides
the freight charges against us in sending it into the United
States. I have always understood that the policy of this
Government was to protect and foster the manufacturing
industries of this country. That being the case, I cannot
understand howthey should perpetuate legislation which bas
been instrumental in crippling one of the most prosperous
and most profitable revenue producing industries that we
have in this country. Now, in my riding, I know a num.
ber of brewers who have been engaged in the business for
a number of years. They commenced with a amall capital,
but by industry and attention to business they succeeded
in acquiring properties worth from 95,000 to 810,000.
Now, by passirg sncb a law, you deprive these people of the
use of those breweries for manufacturing beer; you leave
them with a pile of bricks and mortar and old machinery
that is comparatively useless and of very little value. These
people have their families to provide for ; they are fellow
eitiz3n of our own; they are subjects of Fer Majesty; they
contribute to the revenue of the country equally with our-
selves, and I certainly think it is wrong to deprive them
of their legitimate means of making a living without com-
pensating them for the depreciation in the value of their
property. 1, therefore, thirk that bon. members of both sides
of this louse, who represent constituencies which have adop.
ted the Scott Act, will feel respecting this matter the sme
as I do myself, and will vote for its repeal. Thanking the
House for the patient attention they have given to my
rambling remarks, and without making further observations,
1 beg leave to move the following amendment to the
amendment:

That aIl the words after the word "lHouse" n the sald resolution
ba omitted, and an lieu thoreofathe following wordo be inerted:
Inagmuch as the Canada Temperance Act has not., lu those counnUes lu
which it has hitherto been in force, resulted in the promotion of the
cause of temperance, and obedience to and a general enforcement of
the law have not been attained ln consequence of public opinion
amongst a large portion of the people not being lu favor of the said
law, the Canada remperance Act should be repealed.

Mr. JAMIESON. I rise to a point of order. I claim
that the amendment to the amendment ie not in order. It
is not relevant to the subject-matter of the resolution, and
in addition to that it is an effort to substitute one Order for
another. There is already an Order on the paper-I refer
to Order 17 of the Public Bills and Orders-to repeal the
Canada Temperance Act, and the amendment to the amend-
ment is simply an effort to substitute it for the present
Order under discussion.

Mr. BERGIN. I submit that the motion of my hon.
friend is perfectly in order. The motion introduced by the
member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) is a motion to prohibit
the sale of liquor. The Canada Temperance Act is an Act
to prevent the sale of liquor, and the motion of my hon.
friend is an amendment perfectly relevant, because it is an
amendment to repeal an Act prohibiting the sale of liquor.
Let me read to the flouse Mr. Bourinot's dictum on that
subject:

" The law on the relevancy of amendments seeme now to be that if
they are on the same subject-matter withthe original motion they are
admissible, but not when foreigu thereto."

And ln a note I find a decision, almost exactly in point,
made in the flouse of Commone of England by Mr. Speaker
Brand on the Oaths Act, that it was regular to move an
amondment in favor of the Oaths Act on a question re.affirm-
ing a resolution restraining 1fr. Bradlaugh from taking the
oath. I cannot see that there is very much difference be-
tween the two cases, and I submit that the amendment is
perfectly relevant and, therefore, quite in order.

Mr. FISHER. I think the hon. gentleman has entirely
misconceived the grounds of objection to this amendment.
It is not only that it is not really relevant to the main
motion, but that it is practically bringing forward and put-
ting out of its place on the Order Paper an Order which is
there in almost the same terms. The hon. gentleman who
bas moved this amend ment has already on the Order Paper
a Bill to repeal the Canada Temperance Act, which bas
passed its first reading, and is in substance exactly the same
as the amendment he now proposes; and I contend that it
is out of order to substitute another motiin for the con.
sideration of practically the same question as that involved
in the Bill on the list of Public Bills and Orders. I think
it is not allowable thus to bring forward the motion which
stands on the Order Paer among Public Bills and Orders.

Mr. BERGIN. I submit that the objection taken by my
hon. friend to the amendment, if it had any force at all,
should have been taken to the resolution proposed by the
bon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson). It might pos-
sibly have applied to that ; it cannot possibly apply to the
amendîment.

Mr. FISHER. I cannot see how my hon. friend could
apply that argument to the motion made by the hon. mem-
ber for Lanark.

Mr. BERGIN. Because it is a motion to amend tho
Order Paper, and to obtain an opinion of the louse in
advance on the Bill of my bon. friend which is on the Order
Paper.

Mr. JAMIESON. Not at all. I have no Bill on the
Order Paper.

Mr. BERGIN. I say it is a motion to anticipate the
opinion cf the louse on the Bill which is on the Order
Paper.
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Mr. FISHER. The motion of my hon. friend from,
Lanark is not at all the same as the Bill of the hon member
who has moved this sub amendment. My hon. friend from,
Lanark is proposing an entirely different thing. He is not
proposing to repeal the Canada Temperance Act; ho i4
proposing a resolution which would express the opinion of
this House in regard to a measure of total prohibition,
something quite different from the Canada Temperance
Act, not a resolution which would in itself involve a law
even on the question of prohibition, although, of course, it
would lead to that result. I may say that when the first
amendment was proposed this evening, that moved by the
hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Ur. Girouard), I
examined it to see if it was not out of order, and I feel con-
vinced that it was out of order in consequence of its
practically-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order. The Speaker has
decided that it is in order.

Mr. FISHER. I was merely stating why it was in order,
and showing that it was because it did not fulfil the rea-
sons why I say this is not in order. The reason that
amendment was in order is that although involving the
question proposed by the hon. member for Jacques Cartier,
that is to say that wine and beer shall be allowed to be sold in
Scott Act counties, it also involves a proposition in regard
te the total prohibition of certain kinds of liquor; and the
two propositions involvel in the first amendment are so
inextricably involved in each other in the drafting of that
amendment that I could not separate them sufficiently to
say it was out of order, and I believe that is the reason it
was declared in order. But this amendment of the hon.
member for East Bruce, is not sufficiently well drafted
that I can escape from the conclusion that it is,in substance,
exactly the same as the Bill the hon. gentleman has pro-
posed in this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I should be very sorry if
the rules of this House should prevent this motion being
brought up, and 1 must say the restriction the hon. gen-
tleman attempts to establish is rather a new thing to me,
although I have been for some little time in Parliament ;
and I am rather surprised that the hon. gentleman or any-
one else, on an important question of this kind, should
attempt to limit the discussion. It is the only day we shall
have this Session for a discussion, and on this amend ment, and
the previous one we shall have the whole question brought
before the House. Now, it is a very grave question which
interests the country in a very marked degree, and there
are two kinds of opinions upon it. Some are of the opinion
of the mover of the original resolution, that the only cure
for the evil complained of is absolute prohibition. Others
think that by a reasonable relaxation which would allow
the milder kind of beverages to be used in this country,
there would be less friction and less opposition to the put-
ing down of the use of the coarser alcoholic stimulants ;
and others think that the Scott Act is a failure, and that it
is infinitely better to sweep it away than to have it a pre-
text and a supposed means of suppressing intemperance,
whereas in operation it bas a contrary effect. Well, these
three resolutions before the House-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. leader of the House
is not speaking to the question of order. He is speaking of
the policy of discussing the whole question.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I was merely stating
the effect of the three resolutions.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). But he is discussing the pro-
priety of having this original resolution. That is not the
point of order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I will shorten my
remarks and say that this resolution is certainly in order.

Mr. BERGIIN.

It states certain reasons why, in the opinion of the mover,
the Scott Act should be repealed-that it is noxious and
should be repealed. Having given the reason for the repeal
in this resolution, it is quite clear that it is not the same
proposition as the Bill which the hon. gentleman has before
the House, which is a simple enactment to repeal the Scott
Act. IHere reasons are given for the repeal, and certainly
the motion is relevant to the original resolution. The whole
three resolutions before the House relate to the use or
regulation of intoxicating liquors. I hope, certainly, Mr.
Speaker, that the result of your decision will net be te
restrict this discussion.

Mr. FISHER. If I might be allowed to say a word in
reply to the hon. Minister-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Spoke.
Mr, FISHER. I submit that this amendment is net

germane, either to the amendment or the resolution. If it
were proposed te repeal or to amend the Canada Temper-
ance Act, that amendment would be appropriate, but that
is net the proposition. The proposition is to adopt a
measure of prohibition, and this is a measure germane to a
totally different matter.

Mr. SPEAKER. The resolution before the House is to
affirr, as a broad proposition, that it would be expedient
and conducive to the public good to totally prohibit the
manufacture, importation and sale of intoxicating liquors.
In short, it calls for an expression of opinion from this
House in favor of total prohibition. The amendment affirms
that the partial prohibition, as provided by the existing
temperance law, called " The Canada Temperance Act,"
with certain modifications to the latter, would be the best
thing. To that amendment the hon. member for East
Bruce moves, as a sub-amendment, that in the opinion of
the House, from the experience that has been had of partial
prohibition as provided by the present temperance Act,
such prohibitory legislation bas been a failure, and such
legislation ought to be repealed. May, Parliamentary
Practice, page 316, speaking of amendments te questions,
says :

" Sometimes the object of an amendment is to present to the House
an alternative proposition, either wholly or partially opposed to the
original question, and the form of the amendment is here to define as
offering the House an opportunity of deciding, in one proceeding, upon
the two propositions."

May thus speaks only of two propositions, bocause, in
the English practice, amendments to amendments are
unknown. ln this case, the amendment to the main
motion is partially opposed to it, and the sub-amendment is
wholly opposed te it, but both are relevant to the subject
matter of the main motion, viz : whether it is advisable to
prohibit or allow liquor trafflo in toto or in part. Thus both
carry out the two propositions spoken of by May. The
amendment to the main motion, I repeat it, is te the effect
that the present Canada Temperance Act, which only
partially prohibits the sale of intoxicating liquor, would be
botter than total prohibition, if amended in a certain
measure, and the amendment to the amendment is to
the effect that it would be more conducive to the public
good to get rid of prohibition entirely. I rule, therefore,
that both the amendiment and the amendment to the amend-
ment is in order.

Mr. PATTE RSON (Essex). The argument which 1 pur-
pose briefly to advance on the subject of the amend ment to
the amendment would equally apply to the question of
prohibition. I wish, at the outset, to express my respect
for, and admiration of, the manner in which the bon. gen..
tlemen in favor of prohibition addresed this House. We
ail listened with the greatest pleasure to the eloquent
speech of the hon. member for Qaeen's, N. S. (Ur. Freeman);
the evident sincerity which characterised his utterances
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commanded the respect of the whole House ; but those who why it has not been suocessf al, and why no prohibitory law
differ from him and have the courage to expres their will be suecessfal at present, is that it i.; contrary to the
opinions, as opposed to the views of that bon. gentleman sentiment of the community in wbich we live. 1 admit and
and the hon. member for North Lanark (lir. Jamieson) are deplorewith the gentlemen wbo bave spoken in favor of pro-
equally entitled to the privilege of being heard, and their bibitiontbe unfortunateeffects which flow [rom excessive use
sincerity should be equally undoubted. It seemsto methat ofintoxicatingliquors; but there are otherfolliesamivices
the arguments advanced before recess by the hon. member which entait misery and disgraoe upon the ppople and upon
for East Bruce (Mr. Cargill) were a fair specimen of what their posterity which wo do fot pretend to lctislate far. It
may be brought forward by any hon. member who resides i8 impossible to legisiate men into a state ot virtue. I con.
in a county in Ontario, or who has intercourse with the tend that it would ho no more absurd to prevent a child
residents of a county, in which the Scott Act is in force. from learning to walk for fear that it should afterwards fall
For niy part, having taken an interest in the sub. and injure itielf than it is to legislate for total prohibition.
ject, and having made enquiries from gentlemen from 1 think these matters should be left to a mans religiou4
other Provinces, I am credibly informed, although training and the devolopment of bis moral sentiment, for it
my friend from Queen's, N. S., bas said otherwise, is ouly by encountering and rosisting ovii that the moral
by gentlemen from Nova Scotia, that the Scott Act character ean ho strengbtened. The ofict bas boon hitherto
does not operate satisfactorily in the counties in Nova not to strengthen the moral ebaractor, but to degrade the
Scotia where it is in force. I am credibly informed by character of the community in which the Scott Aot im in
them that the law is systematically evaded in thot.e coun- force. 1 speak [rom knowtedge of low the Act operates iii
ties, not because it is not enforced, but because it is in the counties where it is in force in the western part of
advance of the public sentiment. For my part I am opposed Ontario, and I am sure that it is not for the public good
in loto tolsws of this character. I think they are an inter that the Act sbould be cotinued on our Sttute-booos Lt
frence witb individual liberty; tbey are an intwerference is a great mistake for people t state that Citinadu as a r te
with our civil riigbté; and they bolong teb a class of legisla- is a contry where people are addicrted to excess in
tion of an unhoalthy character wbich tends to destroy the intoxicating liquors. ; think tbat is other the exception
moral fibre of the community. Suc l lgisiation bas newer than the imie. The statisties on this subje pelealy show
been succussfully attemptod in older countries. We. have that there is less intoxicating liquoi- druîik in Canada, in
the evidence of distinguished English statesmen and pro- proportion to it population, than i ny other civilised
ates gainst iL. The expression occurs to me of thei i country in the world. Ther is a cerain deoviiy feit in

Anglican Bisbop of Peterborough, who, when discussing speaking on this subject by somo hon. gontlc mon). Tioy wish
this suLjecf, said if he had to choose between England sober to avoid offending the sertiment of a certain active section of
and England froe, he would prefer England free; and he the community; but I tink whoen the Art cotaus to hbvotod
was right, because a nation of free men will not long upon again in the counties where iL bas beon adopted, the
remain subjeût to the vice of intImperance. result will hoe dfferent. The nurnber of peplo who voted

An hon. MEMIBER. Frot and drunk. upon the Act is a very smal proportion of the people in
those counties. In New Brunswick, Up toa1885, thore wore

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex.) If they are free, tbey will 7,678 votes polled for the Scott At in the wbole Province,
flot ho drunk. Drunkenness may prevail for a time, but and 2,188 against n, ot of a population of 201,000, and the
the example of the botter class, moral sentiment, religous aggregate number of votes on the mol was 32,000; so that
training, self-respect, ah that goes to make up true mari-less than onefourth of those on the rol voted in favor of
hood will force a man to rocogniso what is for bis the Scott Act, wnthe pro emninenty tomperanc Province of
phyOical and intellectual good as a Christian. The Nw Brunswick. In Prince Edward Itlhnd-and i gAt
question i wbcoher the Scott Acrt bas been a success, and, is in force in thouwhole island-tho numer of votes cast
judging fro n the accumulated ovidence from a parts of was 4,900 en favor of the At, out of a total posible vote of
the Dominion, it has n dt. know, speaking of thesoun- 19,287, a little over oncfourth of the total number. In Nova
tios in the vicinity of which I live, Huron, Bruce, Elgin, Scotia 13,700 voted in favor ofthe Act, out of a possible vote
Kent and Lambten that u any one of the leading towns of ovor 42,000 in the conties in wevieh thrAct is u force. tri
of those counties, you can go into any otel and get aIl Ontaro, the votes ast were 37,500 ont of a possible ag4rc.
the liquor you want. I have had persona[ experience of gaLe number of voters of nearly 100000. Thjis shows tbut
the dmoralistion effeted whEre this Act es in force, thre le a prevailing feeling of indifferene on the subjcct
berause men are induced to keep liquor and persuade their in the several constituenrieo in which thc Aet has been
frienda te drink it, who otherwise wonld nover have kept votcd upon, and that feeling arises froma the fart that the
liquor in ther places of business. I know cases where popl know they can get iquors when the Art is in fore,
respectable business mon have induced their customers 1.0 that, if they cannot get thern in the tavemus, they can have
go into privat room behind thoir stores, and have produced rhem in tbeirhouses, they can get them in bulk, and iL leads
decantersand glasses in order te show that opitality te a groater amount of social drinking than existed previos
which they wre debarred from obtaining in a more open to the passing f the Scott At. The resut in those States
and reputable manner. Laws of this character, in whih of the Union whre the probibitory Art has been in force im
the general feeling of the countrya eipposed rlthiirnoet such as te induce us tousontinuo this Art furihor in Ca-
enforcement, lower the sentiment oe the community in nada, whre we have our own exoruco as to its deloterious
regard teail lawe amndmen wh begin by treating thisefforts.lu Vermont, we find from the Popular Science
prohibitory law with direspoot end y disregarding oTher Monthly of May, 1884, tho experionce which hir. Edward
laws which, for the well-beng of society, it is necossaryJohnston bas had of its werking. fie is a gentleman Who
to enferoe.m thevary section of the community where as devoted much attention s othft subjct. Thoy have bal
this Iaw ils ln force, we find mon guilty of porjury and a probibit.ory law in that etate for thirty years. lHe says:
subornation of perjury in order to, evade the Act and t,
escape giving ful evidonce a te the breachs of the Act on, But the practcal operation of this severe and sweeping law, there

en pa tmb thi n e t b.tItn a ft caot b controverted or dened that, for
f arthao the n esmocn o ito an otamcpe anet wti ail practical prposes, the lau' nah ointe deai letter. &ccordiug to
he tthe retausof the United States revenue offlyergr whaaGovermentotawua

the province of theeDomwinion Governmnt, and I do ncet'h and sale cf iutoxicatiug liquors iu the State amoulitedens dlrt yi wth $14,OCO round nheberwuOnlteame authorty, therepretendt a n e vinc er t e are in the Statttprent time 446 places where intoxicating liquo
been lax in their effortstenforce the Anct; but the reaeon are old; sud, though the population is wel-nigh etstionary, there la O
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marked increase in the number of these places ; last year's returns
showing 426, and those for the preceding year only 409. In the city of
Burlington there are about three score of places where liquor is sold,
and in Rutland, St Albans, and all the larger towns, a proportional
number, and in every village in the State, with the exception of a few
inconsiderable hamlets, there is at least one such place. A large pro-
portion of the dram shops are located upon the principal streets, and
there is noe concealment or attempted concealment of the illegal traffic
conducted within them. As these facts and figures sufficiently indicate,
the law, broadly speaking, is not at all enforced. The sale of liquor, it
is hardly too much to say, is almost as free and open as though there
were no such thing as a prohibitory law. The principal exceptian to
the general rule consists of an occasional spasmîodic attempt to enforce
the law in the larger places, and the fining ofliquor dealers on what are
termed disclosures Pn the latter case, a person arrested for intoxica-
tion is compelled to disclose the name of the person from whom he pro-
cured the liquor, and that person is then tried for the offence. Suh 
cases are very common, but, as only the lowest class of liquor dealers
is concerned in them, generally speaking, and as the prosecution is for
a firet offence, no effective purpose is served in repressing the liquor
traffic. In the larger towns an effort to enforce the law is occasionally
made, but such efforts have invariably proved short-lived, and in almost
every instance the people have at the earliest opportunity rejected at
the polls the officers who have attempted to enforce the law. These are
the principal exceptions to the general rule of non-enforcement. Of
enforcing the law as the laws against burglary and larceny are enforced,
no one dreams for a moment. Such is the unsatisfactory result of
Vermont's thirty years experience, of the prohibitory liquor law.

" One might go still further and speak of the perjury and subirnation
of perjury, for which the law is in a sense responsible, of the disregard
and contempt for all law which the operation of this law tends to foster
and encourage, and to cognate matters which will occur to the reflective
reader; but, perhaps, enough bas been said in showing the failure of
the law to accomplish the object for which it wai enacted."

Now, Maine has been regarded as pre eminently the tem-
perance state of the Union, but here is what Gail Hamilton
says in the .North American Review, on that subjct :

" The actual result is that liquor is sold to all who wish to obtain it
in nearly every town in the State. Enforcement of the law seems to
have little effect. For the past six years the city of Bangor has prac.
tically enjoyed free ram. lu more than one hundred places liquor is
sold, and no attempt has been made to enforce the law. In Bath,
Lewiston, Augusta, and other cities, no real difficulty i experienced in
procuring liquor. lu Portland, enforcement of the law has been
faithfully attemptrd, yet the liquor traffic flourishes for ali classes, from
the highest to the lowest. In a journey last summer forhundreds of miles
through the chies and througb the scattered villages, and hamleti of no
names, the almost universal testimony was that you can get liquor
enough for bad purposes in bad places, but you cannot get it for good
purposes in good places. What works against prohibition adds Gail
Hamilton, is that, in the opinion of many of the most earnest total
abstinence men, the origiual Mdaine law State, after 30 years of prohibition,
is no more a temperance State than it was before prohibition was intro-
duced."

Then take the Maine prison report for 1884, which states:
" Intoxication is on the increase; some new legislation must be made

if it is to be lessened. In many of our rounties prohibition does not
seem to affect or prevent it. Prisoners, the report telle us, all say
when released, if they cen get money, they can get as much drink as
they please. la Portland, in 1874, the number of arrests for drunkenness
was 2,318. But drunkenness is not confined to the cities. In 1876,
when a more than usually vigorous crusade was made, against the
saloons, the number of prosecutions for infraction of the liquor law was
2,300. Every one of the 16 counties furnished its quota. In four
counties the number exceeded 200, in only two was it less than 30. In
1884, the law generally was not so stringently enforced, but every
county again furnisbed its quota "

Mr. Goldwin Smith, in his admirable address on the subject
of temperance vs. prohibition, compared the statistics of
Maine, in relation to drunkenness, with some of our Cana
dian counties, very much, as will be seen, to the disadvan-
tage of Maine:

" The number of committals to gaol for drunkenness last year,
in the State of Maine, was 1,316 for a population of 648,000, while
in Canada the counties of Bruce, Huron, Grey, Simcoe, Dufferin,
Wellington, Waterloo, Perth, Oxford, Brant, Wentworth, Lincoln,
Haldimand and Welland, none of which were at that time under the
Scott Act, with an aggregate population of661,000, and a town popula-
tion as large as that of Maine, showed only 593 committals, less than
half the number of those in the model state of prohibition. Maine is
very far from realising the promise of immunity from crime and vastly
enhanced prosperity which prohibitionisma holds ont. Though the
population of the S tate kas been stationary, the statistics of crime have
increased. la 1873, the number committed to gaol was 1,548, in 1884 it
was 3,072. The pauper rates in the cities is larger than uin those of any
other state; and between 1850 and 1880, the school attendance
decreased by more than 21,000."

Mr. PATTERsoN (IEsseX).

We aIl respect the e7idence of General Neal Dow, who if
an eminent life-long temperance man, but he admits with
sorrow that the State of Maine is infested with places for the
sale of liquor, and he gives as his reason for breaking
with the Republican party that it was in complicity with
liquor sellers, and ha I not enforced the law with sufficient
vigor. in Kansas, where the prohibition Act was also
enforced, Gail Hamilton again says, in the article from which
1 have been quoting:

" In Kansas, where the most stringent prohibition has been enacted,
and has had the inestimable advantage of Governor St. John's fostering
care, Doctor Oardner, testified that the drug stores are little more than
rum shops, and their number is astonishing. In Pittsburg, a thrifty little
town of 4,000 people, he counted 15 drug stores and 20 doctors' signe on
the main street."

I believe that the practical effect of the Scott Act, or pro.
hibition, wili be simply free trade in liquor, and an inferior
kind of liquor. I have learned from officers connected
with the Inland Revenue Department that in the counties
of Ontario where the Scott Act is in force, more particul-
arly in Grey and Simcoe, they are now distilling from
potatoes and other vegetables, an inferior quality of liquor
which they are selling at $5 a gallon; they are selling it
raw from the still, with the fusil oil floating in it, and it is
known to be a mott injîrious and destructive quality of
spirits. It seems to me that laws like the Scott Act, laws
that can be evaded and set at nuught, are among the great.
est misfortunes that can befall a people, and I think the
testimony which I have produced from the various States
where similar Acts have been in force, fully justify that
opinion on my part. In otber States where a prohibitory
aw ihas been in force, it has been found necessary to repeal

it. It was in force for some years in Michigan, but
they repealed it, and a new attempt, on a recent occasion,
to reintroduce prohibitory legislation in that State was
defeated. While I oppose legislation of this character, I
trust that no one will suppose that I do so from any
hostility to the spirit which actuates those hon. gentle-
men who speak in favor of temperance and sobriety. I
know the great necessity of that in this country, but I see
that in counties where the Scott Act is not in force, but
where liquor is allowed to be sold, regulated by license, the
law is treated with more respect, and the m)ral character of
the community is advancing and improving, as regards the
excessive use of alcoholic stimulants. The county in which
I live, at one time was notorious for the dissipated habits of
the botter class of the community. At one time the tavern
keepers controlled the county, and no man could be elected
without their influence. That is ail changed. They have
lost any influence of that kind, and I do not know of any
county in Ontario where there has been a more marked
influence on the habits of the people, owing to greater
enlightenment, owing to a better example set among the
better class of people, and owing to the development of
education and intelligence, and the religious and morai
sentiment of the people in that county. Take our own
Parliament, we are ail aware that for years back every
successive Parliament has been more sober than its prede-
cessor. Some years ago that could not be said of the Parlia.
ment of Canada. But I think we can say now that
the members of each successive Parliament are more and
more fitted, by their lives and habits, to set an example to
the comnmunity. Ail this is not due to the restrictive legis.
lation, but it is the effect of a botter moral tone in the
country. It appears to me, Mr. Speaker, from my point of
view, that in interfering with individual freedom, we are not
doing that good which I am quite sure is the object of those
gentlemen who promote this legislation in this House, and
the large, respectable and influential body of people out-
side of this Hlouse, who favor legislation of a prohibitory
character. I believe that their object is most excellent, and
that they are actuated by the highest moral motives; but I
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think, from my point of view, speaking for myself-I suppose
I have the same privilege of expressing my views that the
hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) has-I think that
they are taking a wrong course in interfering with
individual liberty in this matter. High license, strict
regulations, and seeing that the licenses are in the hands of
responsible persons, and that the law as regards the hours
for keepinLy taverns open are properly enforced, would have
a botter effect on the community than any attempt at
coorcive legislation, inducing men to evade and disregard
the law, and thereby bringing the more important laws of
the country into disrespect. As regards the view I have
expressed, that this is an interference with individual liberty
I have been very much struck with some remarks mado by
Mr. John Stuart Mill on this subject. ie said :

" There is a limit to the legitimate interference of collective opinion
with individual independence ; and to find that limit, and maintain it
against encroachment, is as indispensable to a good condition of human
afflire as protection against political despotism.

IThere are in our own day gross usurpations upon the liberty of private
life actually practised, and still greater ones threatened with some ex-
pectation of success, and opinions propounded which assert an unlimited
right in the public, not only to prohibit by law everythin which it
thinks wrong, but to prohibit a number of things which it amits to be
innocent. Under the narne of prerenting intemperance, the people ot
one English colony, and of nearly half the United States, have been in-
terdicted by law ftorn making any use whatever of fermented drinks,
except for medicinal purposes ; for prohibition of their sale is, in fact, as
it is intended to be, prohibition of their use.

1I There are questions relating to interference with trade which are
essentially questions Cf liberty; such as the Maine law. *
These interferences are objectionable, not as infringements on the liberty
of thp producer or seller, but on that of the buyer.

" The acts of an individual may be hurtful to others, or wanting in
due consideration for their welfare, without going to the length of vio-
lating any of their constituted rights. The offender may then be justly
punished by opinion, though not by law. *

I The individual is not accountable to society for bis actions, in Bo
far as these concern the interesti of no person but himself. Advice, in-
struction, persuasion, and avoidance by other people if thought neces-
sary by them for their own good, are the only measures by which society
can justifiably express its dislike or disapprobation of bis condu et. * .

" For such actions as are prejudicial to the interests of others the in-
dividilal is accountable, and may be subjected eitber to social or legal
punitsrent, if society ià of opinion that t he one or the other is requisite
for its protection."

I might go on and cite other opinions of great mon, all con-
verging to the same view, that it is not in the public inter-
est that prohibitory legislation of this kind should be
enforced, and that to aronse the moral sentiment of the
community by persuasion, by religious training, by examplo
in the lives of men in high position, is the true method,
and the only one by means of which a botter state of feeling
on the subject of intemperance can be introduced into
the community. I am perfectly certain there is no hon.
gentleman here who will gainsay my statement that in
Canada there has been a great improvement of late years
in the habits of the community as regards drinking, and
that has not been brought about by legislation of this kind,
for, where such an Act is in force, although the botter
class of the community may respect it, it is not obeyed by
the mass of the people, and I have been informed by res-
ponsible gentlemen that in the very counties where the
cott Act is in force it is steadily evaded and leads to worse

consequences in degrading the habits and injuring the self-
respedt of the communities affected. I do not wish to occupy
the time of the Iouse too long, but I must state that there
are numerous instances where town and county councils and
where cities in Canada have petitioned for the repeal of
this Act, and no later, I think, than yesterday the council of
St. Thomas sent in a petition praying for the repeal of the
Scott Act, because instead of benefiting it seriously injured
the moral character of the people of that city. Such is
the feeling throughout the Province of Ontario, and such I
am toid by gentlemen familiar with the facts is the feeling
in the counties of other Provinces where the Act is in force.
If this be true, and it is for hon. gentlemen opposite to con-
trovert my statement, then I appeai to this House to say

whether it thinks it is in the public interest that an Act
which is not respected and not obeyed should bo kept upon
the Statute-book of the Dominion. I think not. I think it
is for the best interests of the country that we should re-
peal the Scott Act and leave to the several Provinces of the
Dominion the constitutional right to enforce the high
license system, if they think that desirable, and by strictly
enforcing that system and by seeing that noue but mon of
respectability have the privilege of obtaining licenses, and
that the houses are properly conducted, more will be donc
to benefit the people than by the enforcement of a prohibi-
tory Act or a partially prohibitory Act. Speaking of the
opinion of eminent men upon this subject we all will treat
with respect what Mr. John Bright has to say in regard to
the change in the public habits of gentlemen with whom
ho has been in the habit ofmixing in England. Re said, in
addressing the House of Commons:

" There are some members of this House oider than I am, but I am old
enough to remember, when among those classes wit b which we are more
familiar than with working people, drunkenness was ten or twenty
times more common than it is at present. I have been lu this House
twenty years, and during that time I have often partaken of the hospi-
tality of various members of the House, and I may assert that duriug
the whole of those twenty years, I have no recollection of having seen
one single person at any gentleman's table who bas been in the condi-
tion which would be at all fairly described by saying that he was
drunk a * That is not the state of thinge which prevailed
in this country fifiy or sixty years ago. We know, therefore, as respects
this class of persons, who can always obtain as much of these pernicious
articles as they desire to have, because price to tbern is no object, that
temperance bas made great way; and if it were possible now to make
ail clamses ln this country as temperate as tbose ofs wbom have just
spoken, we should be amongst the very soberest nations of the earth.

In conclusion, I believe that in taking this ground I am
acting for the best interests of the poo le of Canada. [ desire
to sec te mperanue and subriety the rure in this ci utry,just
as much as does the hon. momber for Lanark (Mir. Jamie.
son), or the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Faber), or any
other gentleman who has taken the opposiîe side of this
question ; but 1, for my part, bolieve it is not by prohi Di-
tory legislation, which may prohibit but does not prevent
that this desirable end is to be attained, but by leaving these
matters to the common sense of the people, to the religious
training of their pastors and priests, to the greater develop-
ment of education and intelligence, and by these means,
having kept alive the higher moral sentiments of the peo.
ple, 1 have no fear as to our retaining, even in a more
eminent degree, our present position as one of the soberest
among the nations of the earth.

Mr. MACDON&LD (Huron). I wish before the debate
closes to express my opinion on the question under

discussion this afternoon. It appears that the question has
widened out considerably beyond the motion made by the
hon. momber for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson). It is a question
of great importance to this country, no matter what position
we take upon it. It is a question that will be pressed upon
the legislators by the electorate, whether we consider it
calmly and judicially or not. I believe as representatives
of five millions of people, we must consider calmly this
question, which is a large question involving the interest of
the whole people. During the discussion that took place
this afternoon some bon. members would lead us to believe
that tbere are not such evils flowing from this traffic as
many of us wish to put forward. We are told that
froquently lecturers on temperance platforms exaggerate
very largely the degradation and misery arising from
this traffic throuighout the length and breadth of Canada.
In order that I might be correct in regard to this matter I
put myseif in communication with mon in different parts of
the country, who occu py positions from which they are
able to speak with authority in roference to this question,
and 1 purpose this evening, not so much for the benefiv of
hou. gentlemen here, but for the country at large, to show
you by the statistics from these men, that there is a large
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amount of evil and great crime arising from this traffie,
and that, thorefore, as sensible men and representative men,
we should at least consider this question in a serions man-
ner. I do not expect that we shall all come to the same
conclusion as to the best means of abating this evil or dis.
carding it from the country. But while I admit that there
is great room for difference of opinion upon this question,
still it is our duty to consult together as reasonable men
and bear the opinions of different parties from different
standpoints, and find, if possible, some method by which we
can stem the torrent of iniquity tbat is perpetrated in this
country through the influence of strong drink. I have
examined the report of the Inspector of Prisons for the Pro-
vince of Ontario, and I find that he has stated in that
report that, in 1884, there were 12,081 prisoners imprisoned
in the gaols of Ontario, and that, ont of that number,
no less than 7,502 were imprisoned on account of
drunken and disorderly conduct, or for crimes committed by
them while under the influence of strong drink. In 1885,
there were no lcss than 11,426 persons imprisoned in these
gaols, and out of that number there were 9,001 who were
incarcerated for crimes committed by them while under the
influence of strong drink, or for disorderly conduct on the
streets. And in the three years of 1884-85-86, out of a
total imprisonment of 34,152 persons, there were 23,902
imprisoned on account of drunken habits, or 70 per cent.
of the entire number. I have consulted also, by letter, the
chief of police of the city of London, and in answer he tells
me that in the three years 1884-85-86, out of 3,451 commit-
ments in tbe city of London, no less than 1,772, or over 50 per
cent., were caused by the influence of strong drink. I have
a report from the chief of police of the city of Quebec, and
he tells me that, during those three years, 1,584 persons were
imprisoned on account of drunkenness in that city. Now, let
us go to the model city of this continent, the church-going
city of Toronto, the city of schools and colleges and churches,
the city which is known throughout the whole continent as
being the best ordered city in Canada. There is not a better
ordered city on the continent of America; I might go still
further and say that there is not a better ordered city in the
civilised world, and yet in that city so well ordered, with its
large force of police, Mr. Grassett, chief of police, informs
me that during the last three years there were 23,912
commitments in that city, and ont of that number 11,786
were committed on account of disorderly and drunken
habits, or crimes committed while under the influence of
strong drink-49 per cent. of the total number. If I go to
Kirgston, a city much smaller in population, but a city
which is well cared for, and well ordered under the present
system of dealing with this traffic, Mr. Harley, chief of
police, informs me that out cf 1,567 commitments in three
years, 1,110 were on account of drunkenness. Let us now
go to the city of Montreal. I had the pleasure of a personal
interview with the chief of police of that city, but not in a
professional way.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

kr. MACDONALD (Huron). I interviewed him on this
particular subject, and he informed that the commitments
in that city are divided into two classes, one being the
prisoners who are committed for some crime, and the other
being the "protections " who are merely taken in at night
for their protection, and are allowed to go in the morning.
Giving the years 1884-85-86, 19,037 persons were put in the
prisons of the city of hiontreal, and ont of that number
14,766 were committed on account of drunken and disorderly
conduct. Of the "protections " there were 22,151 imprisoned
in the lock-ups and police stations in that city, and of these
14,7t8 were imprisoned on account of drunkenness on the
streets. In the three years there were in all 41,188
imprisoned, and of these 29,536 were incarcerated on account
of drunken and disorderly habits, or 72 per cent, of the

Mr. MACDoNALD (Huron).

entire number. Need we wonder that sch a condition of
things takes place, when I was informed by the same gentle-
man that there are no less than 1,008 licensed places
for the sale of liquor in that city, besides the unlicensed
places where intoxicating liquors are sold. That is
to say there was one such place for every 199
inhabitants, and one was incarcerated in prison for
every twenty. That is a tale which tells us, I think,
that it is highly important that we should consider this
question in a serious way, so that we may, if possible, agree
upon some line of action which would be in the interests of
this country. I also consulted Mr. Massie, superintendent
of the Central Prison in Toronto, in regard to the characters
of those who have been imprisoned during the years since it
has been established. He tells me that out of 495 persons
who were committed to that institution in 1886, no less
than 461 were entered as being intemperate persons, and
out of 8,118 persons who have been imprisoned there since
1874, when it was established by the Local Legislature of
Ontario, no less than 6,390 were committed and punished
for crimes committed by them while under the influence of
strong drink. I consulted also Mr. Reilly, of the Andrew
Mercer Reformatory for females in Toronto, and he tells
me that ont of 156 admitted in 1884, no les than 112 of
those poor females were drunkards; that out of 142 admit-
ted in 1885, no less than 94 were of drunken habits; and out
of 123 admitted in 1886 no less than 78 were intemperate.
He remarks that since 1880, when the institution
was established, no less than 1,07à entrants were admitted,
and he says they were invariably confirmed drunkards.
Still, we are told by some hon, gentlemen that there is no
evil arising out of this traffic. I say that if there was
such an evil arising from any other source or any ot 1 er
traffic in the world, we would put our heads and our
talents together, and devise some method by which this
incubus of iniquity should be removed from the shoulders
of the Canadian people. I wrote also to the superintendent
of the asylum for idiots in Orillia. He tells me that a con-
siderable proportion of the idiots in that institution are
children of drunken parents ; and the great man who was
instrumental in establishing asylums for idiots, the great
Dr. Howe, after an investigation in the State of Massa-
chusetts, conducted at the instance of the Government of
that State, reported that out of 300 idiots that he had
examined, no less than 145 had drunken parents. I con-
sulted another eminent authority, Dr. Daniel Clark, the
superintendent of the Toronto asylum who has paid great
attention to psychological studios and made a specialty ofmen-
tal diseases, and he says that there are 7,000 lunatics in the
Dominion of Canada, 10 per cent. of whom owe their lunacy
directly to intoxicating liquors, which means that there are
700 lunaties in the Dominion from that cause. I wiroe also
to Dr. Bucke, another celebrated psychologist, the superin-
tendent of the asylum in London, who has devoted a graat
part of his life to this subject, and whose name is known
throughout the length and breadth of the Dominion, and he
says that although he does not know any person who has
come there through intoxicating liquors, he is sure it
constitutes a large factor in the production of lunacy. This
being so, what a crime we are committing to allow such a
state of iniquity to be established and perpetuated in this
country-an evil that entails, not upon this generation, but
upon those who succeed the present generation, those.great
weaknesses and defects. But it is said that we are infring-
ing on personal rights. Before it can be said that in abolishing
this evil we are infringing on personal rights, it may be
well for us to ak what we regard as our private rights.
No man has any right but what the social com-
munity in which he is established can give him.
No man can claim as a right the exorcise of
which would interfere with the prosperity and well-being
of those around him; and if the people consider that that
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which he thinks his right interferes with the well-being and
order of society, they are perfectly right in saying it is not
his. Again, we are told that prohibition would reduce the
revenue largely. I dare say it would; but we can stand it.
The hon. Minister of Finance the other night in glowing
language, which I admired for its energy and pith, spoke
of the great resources of this country, of its gold and silver,
of its woods, and its mountains of iron which the wood would
melt into pig iron, &c. Now, surely a country possessing
such large natural resources as this country, can make pro-
vision for the five or six millions that would be taken from
us by the abolition of the liquor traffie, in order to restore
peace and contentment and social order throughout the length
and breadth of this country. There is another question to
which I beg leave to refer, that is the Scott Act. My hon.
friend from Essex stated that the Scott Act was a total
failure in every place in which it had been tried.
Now, he does nlot know that from personal observation
and exporience. He does not know that it is a failure in the
county from which I come. It has been to a large extent a
failure, but I place the fault of that failure on the shoulders
of the hon, gentlemen on the Treasury benches. When that
Act came into force on the 1st of May, 1885, licenses to sell
for certain purposes were given to the hotel keepers, the
parties who would naturally be inclined to violate the pro-
visions of the Act. We contended that the Government
should not place the enforcement of the Scott Act in the
hands of its enemies, for whoever know the enemy of a law
to carry it out? I heard another complaint in the county
I come from that the inspectors under the McCarthy Act
were opposed to the provisions of the Scott Act, and they
winked at its violation until the hotel keepers became so bold,
knowing that they would not be interfered with, that for a
year they sold liquor in almost an open way. But when the
matter was taken in hand by the Local Government, and
a magistrate and proper inspectors were appointed, then
the Scott Act began to work, and is continuing to work as
well as we ever expected it would work. We are told
to-night that the Dominion Parliament should repeal the
Scott Act. Will you take from the municipalities the
power to say whether they will have the Scott Act or
not ? If any of them say: We do not want it, they can
repeal it, and if any of them want to put it into execu-
tion, they have the power to do so. But we, as the cen-
tral body, are asked to take from them the only means they
have to thwart, as far as they possibly can, the influences of
intoxicating liquors in the neighborbood from which I come,
and in many other neighborhoods in the Dominion. I believe
the Scott Act is violated very largely in East Bruce, and
the reason is clear. A large portion of the electorate there
consist of Germans who are accustomed to have their beer,
and they are bound to have it, whether under the Scott Act
or any other Act; but the county as a whole is largely in
favor of the Scott Act. The hon. member who proposes
the amendment is only speaking of East Bruce, leaving the
rest of the county out altogether, and there are more Ger-
mans in his riding than in the rest of the county. That is
no reason why we should repeal the Scott Act in the whole
Dominion, because, forsooth, hie little corner of this domain
is Opposed to its provisions. We are also told that we can.
not make men moral by legal enactnent. No, we cannot;
nor do we strive to do that, but we want moral suasion for
the parties tempted throughout the country, and we want
legal enactment for the tempters. We want to moralise with
the tempted persons to get themr away from their habits,
but we want at the same time to say to those who are
tempting those men that they muszt not sell or expose for
sale those liquors that degrade the people of a country.
I am favorable to the continuance of the Scott Act, but if
we could get prohibition I would prefer it. I believe there
is a strong public sentiment throughout the entire length
aMd breadth of this country that is not felt in this House.

os

1 believe the temperance men do not stand togother as they
should. I believe the Christian people do not stand together
as they should; and the result is that members in this
flouse are, no doubt, governed largely by the votes they
have received during their electien. If they have received
the votes of a certain section opposod to the Scott
Act, they endeavor to argue conscientiously, or make
us believe, at least, they are conscientions, that it
should be repealed and something else established. That
is the reason we, as men who look upon the ques-
tion, not from a party point of view, not on the basis of
political exigencies, but on the basis of the conscientious
conviction that we are serving our country in the true way
by removing this scourge and restoring peaco and harmony,
by removing these commitments and all the degrodations
and misery and want that flow from all these centres of
misery which I have pointed out-that is the reason wby
we are in favor of total prohibition. I shall gladly support
the resolution of the hon. rnember for Lanark, becauso I
believe it is neither just nor politic to extend legal protcc-
tion or sanction to any system that tonds to increase crime,
to corrupt the social habits, and to dostroy the health and
lives of our people. I support this resolution on the ground
that the whole traffic is a system of crimes and pollutions,
which stain the honor of my country, and- therefore, are
inimical to the true interest of individuals, physically,
morally and religiously.

Mr. CURRAN. I have very few words, indoed, to add
to what has already been said on this subject to-night, and
to what I have said on a former occasion, but I fol con-
strained to give a reason for the vote I am about to cast.
During the recont elections, we all know this question of
prohibition was prominently brought before very many con-
stituencies. In my own city thero was a movement made
and a pledge sought to be obtained from the candidates, so
as to induce them to pronounce positively as to whether
they would support prohibitory legislation or not. For my
own part, I feel the deepest interest in the temperance
cause. I am a member of a total abstinence organisation
which has done a vast amount of good in the city of
Montreal, and whoso members have gone abroad and estab-
lished total abstinence organisations in other places. I said
to those who sought my views upon this subject, that I
would be governed by the principles of the body known as the
Convention of Irish Catholic Temperance Societies of Mon-
troal and its vicinity, which had promulgated a platform of
principles some time before. When I saw that the hon.
member for North Lanark had placed a notice upon the
paper, I immediately communicated with the secretary of
convention, and ho transmitted to me a document, which I
am now about to read to this flouse, and which contains
the principles by which that body is governed. This is the
document which ho has forwarded to me, and to which, ho
informs me, the number of associations which are gathered
together under one general convention, stili adhere:

" The regular quarterly meeting of the Irish Oatholic Temperance
Convention held in sr Mry's Hall, Tuesday evening, September Bth,
1885. Delegates from the bt Patrick's, St. Ann's, St. Bridget's and St
Gabriel's T. A. and B Society were present. The chair was occupied
by the Rev. Pastor of St. Mary's. The following report of the special
committee on principles was read and unanimously adopted :

" MONTENAs, 8th September, 1885.
"The undersigned beg leave to report the following as the platform

of principles necessary to be adopted by this.convention :
"l lt. This convention is met desirous to forward the cause of

temperance in adopting and using aIl wise and legitimate means to
remove the cause of drankennes.

" 2nd. This convention is not prepared to say prohibition would
accomplisih the desired effect, expecting better results from moral suasion
than from extreme legislative measurea.

" 3rd. That as a means more effective, and more practical, this con-
vention suggest as a common groundwork for united action :

"(a.) A strict licensing uystem both au regards personu and places.
"<b.) Tie total separation of the liquor traffic from all other trade.

c.) The careful analysis of aIl liquors, sold and used, to detect
adulteration.
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" (d.) An effective police system named by the Government, whose
business it would be to enforce and stringently carry out the laws
governing the sale of liquor.

"The whole respectfully submitted,
"(Si gned) Rzv. M. CALLÀGHIAN, St. Patrick'e Parish,

"REv. J. STRUBBE, 8t. Ann's do
"Ruv. J. J. SAL.MON, St. Gabriel'e do
'REv. S. P. LONERGAN, St. Mary's do
"JAMES J. COSTIGAN, Sec. of Convention."

Under these circumstances, this convention having de-
clared against prohibition, I feel that it is my duty to vote
against prohibition. This convention having declared that
a strict licensing system, both as to persons and places, is
the proper mode for enforcing temperance; this convention
having also declared that the spread of drunkenness is best
arrested by moral suasion, religious exercises and the carry-
ing out of the admirable system which has prevailed for so
many years in those organisations, I cannot sce that a
measure which is partly prohibitory, such as the Scott Act,
which has been spoken of in the course of this debate,
and whioh has been pointed out by those who live
in the midst of communities where that Act is in
force, to have proved a total failure, should re-
ceive our support, and I cannot vote for its con-
tinuanoe as the law of the land. I have very little doubt
that, if the principles which are laid down on this platform
were effectively carried out, if we had a strict law for
analysis of liquors, which are now so thoroughly adulter-
ated that it is impossible to tell what is sold over the
counter-if we had such a law, and if we had this pro-
gramme of the convention carried out in its entirety by a
strong police force, active in the discharge of their duty,
the result so much desired would be readily obtained. I
may be pardoned if, not being desirous of detaining the
House any longer, I read one item more from this report, it
is as follows:-

" Mr. Curran's M.P., speech in the House of Commone on 18th June,
1885, was referred to, and stated to be in full accord with the spirit of
the convention.

"A hearty motion of thanks was passed to Mr. Curran for his many
acts of courtesy to the convention and the valuable assistance he had
given to its work."

Having made a speech once on this subject, and having met
with the approbation of this temperance convention, it will
be a wise thing on my part to let well enough alone. I shall
vote as Ihave indicated in the few remarks I have made.

Mr. MILLS. I would like, Sir, to call your attention to
the fact on which you have not ruled, that there is on the
Order Papers, Bill No. 64 to repeal the Canada Temperance
Act, standing in the name of Mr. Cargill, the hon. gentle-
man who has moved the amendment to the amendment. I
submit for your consideration whether it is possible that
the hon. gentleman can move as an amendment to the
amendment practically a Bill which already stands on the
Order Paper, which has been read a first time and which
the House bas ordered to be read a second time hereafter.
If this resolution is voted upon, the flouse will be called
upon, by this amendment to the amendment, to anticipate the
principle of the Bill which has been already fixed for
another time, and I submit that the hon. gentleman cannot,
after having proposed a Bill to the flouse and had it read a
first time, and after the House had ordered it to be read a
second time on a certain day, propose as an amendment to
the amendment precisely the same matter as he has pro.
posed for the consideration of the flouse in his Bill.

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that the point of order has
already been decided.

Some hon MEMBERS. No.

Mr. SPEAKER. The point raised by the hon. member
is correctly stated. That it is a fact that the louse has
ordered a certain Bill for the repeal of the Canada Temper-
ance Act, to be read and considered on a certain day; he
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also correctly states the rule : that questions put down on
the Order Paper for consideration at a certain time and in
a certain way, must be considered at the time and in the
manner specified in the Order Paper; but the questions
must be strictly identical and bear on the same facts as well
as on the same principle. Here, there are facts stated which
are not in the Bill referred to, and on which the House is
called upon to give its opinion. The amendment states, first,
the following facts:

" That the Canada Temperance Act has not, in those counties in which
it has hitherto been in force, resulted in the promotion of the cause of
temperance, and the obedience to and the general enforcement of the
law have not been attained, in consequence of public opinion among a
large portion of the people not being in favor of the said law."

And thon, as a consequence, it goes to affirm that even the
Canada Temperance Act, as enacting partial prohibition,
should be repealed. I am of opinion that the rule invoked
by the hon. mem ber for Bothwell does not apply here.
Therefore, I feel bound to adhere to my first ruling. The
question being that it would be for the publie good to have
total prohibition in this country, an hon. member, not being
willing to vote on that, moves that partial prohibition with
certain amendments would be for the best interests of the
country; and anotber hon. member, considering that, in
view of the experience which has been had, this partial
prohibition would not be the correct thing for the publie
good, proposes that we ought to have no law on the matter,
that is, that all prohibitory legislation on the subject ought
to be wiped ont. Although I would like to see that sub-
amendment drawn in a botter way, I do not think it would
be judicious on my part to stop the debate and prevent a
vote boing taken on the whole question as it stands now
before the House.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not intend to trespass at any length
on the patience of the House, but, having taken a certain
position in reference to the temperance question, both out-
side and inside of this House, and fearing lest, if I kept
silence, my silence might be misconstrued, I beg the atten-
tion of the House for a very few moments, in order to state
my position in reference to the question which is before us
to.night. I should not have asked the House to listen to
me if we had simply the original motion to be decided.
Upon the general question, upon an abstract resolution such
as this, I have had the pleasure of addressing the House
before, and I should have been willing to stand by those
sentiments which I expressed in 1884, and which I have not
seen any reason for changing from that date up to the pres-
ont time. But to-night we have other questions and other
issues besides that before us. It is proposed by one of
these amendments that we should make a new move
in this country, that we should adopt a different
plan from what has hitherto been carried out with
reference to the sale of intoxicating liquors. By the
first amendment it is proposed that we shall not
have total prohibition, neither shall we have local
option prohibition, but that we shall have a sort of cross
between the two, total prohibition so far as the alcoholic
spirituous liquors go, and a hicense system, I suppose, as
far as the fermented liquors go. As far as that proposition
is concerned, I may say at once that I am opposed to it. I
do not propose to argue it at length, I am opposed to it
from conviction, and I am opposed to it becaube Ihave very
thoroughly studied the question. For a good many years
I have given more or less attention to this question, and, as
the result of my investigation and of my experience, I do
not believe it would conduce to the sobriety of the people
or to the enforcement of good honest laws, or to the botter-
ment of this country, to have fermented liquors allowed to
be sold in connection with the Canada Temperance Act.
So strong an opinion do 1 hold in reference to that question
that I would rather see the Scott Act entirely taken away
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from the county in which I live, than to see it retained
with this option left and the permission given to soeil
fermented liquors. I taire this ground largely from what
hs been exporienced from the same kind of legislation
in Great Britain and in the United States of America.
In both countries, those laws have been utter and acknow-
ledged failures, failures acknowledged not only in the
experience of the people themselves, but acknowledged also
and spread upon the records by representative committees
which have investigated the subject, and have given their
conclusions to the world. I suppose, if that amendment were
to carry, and in Scott Act counties we were to have wine
and. beer sold, it is not intended te have them sold without
restrictions. Thon, every objection whicb has been urged
against the Scott Act, on the ground of lack of enforcement,
could be urged against the Scott Act, with this added to it:
for lack of enforcement and inability to enforce it. Suppose
the Scott Act is in force in a county, and this fermented
liquor is to be sold in the county, you are not going to
allow it to be sold without restrictions; you are not going
to allow it to be sold on Sundays or at ail hours of the day
or to ail classes of the people. There must bo the
restrictions on the sale as there are now, whether
in license counties or in Scott Act coun Lies. Hon. gentlemen
say they are opposed to the Scott Act because it can-
not be enforced. Will this be enforced any more strictly
or faithfully ? The very same difficulty would be found that
is now found in reference to the enforcement of the Scott
Act. My hon. friend from Bruce (Mr. Cargill) gave away the
whole question whon ho stated-and his first proposition
proved it as plainly as possible-that on his timber land, where
ho was carrying on his mili the moment a hotel was put up
where liquors were sold, he felt the disadvantage. le had to
struggle against the disability from that very moment. In-
ducements were placed in his vicinity which he would rather
not have there. He was then under the Crooka Act, as it is
termed, which is the License Act in the Province of Ontario.
Let the amendment to the amendment pass, and my hon.
friend goes back to the Crooks Act. What was his trouble ?
The Crooks Act could not be enforced, and so a nuisance
was created, and ho took sides in favor of substituting the
Scott Act for the Crooks Act. But the same non-enforcement
and the same disability to which the hon. gentleman was
exposed before would occur again when he goes back to
the Crooks Act. Any hon. gentleman who argues that
the Scott Act should be repealed because it is difficult to
enforce it, and who cites examples of non-enforcement,
can be met by an hon. gentleman who does not believe in a
license law who can state, in regard to any city or town or
any district you please, the constant and habituai and well
known violations of the License Act itself. Take the city
in which we live to-day. Does not everybody know that
the Crooka Act in this city is habitually violated ? If the
argument is good that because a law is violated, therofore
we should do away with it, we should do away likewise
with the Crooks Act, we should do away with ail license
Acts. Therefore I say that you will have the very same dif-
ficulty that you have to the enforcement of a license law if
yon allow wine and beer to be sold, and yon will have more
difficulty, bocause given a locus a quo wine and beer can be
sold without difficulty, how are you going to prevent all
kinds of liquors from being sold there ? You say that under
the Scott Act men will go into back rooms and drink at
improper hours, against the plain dictates of law; suppose
we carry this amendment, will not the same violation of
law take place ? Will not wine and beer bo drunk at impro-
per heurs, and with them will not ail other intoxioating
liquors be drunk ? The same difficulty comes in. I am
therefore, opposed to that, but I do not propose to argue
it any further. I believe that you will have another element
of dificulty added to the elements of difficulty that yon
have already. I want to say one word now with reference
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to the argument of my hon. friend about prohibition. I
do not know from what he quoted. He quoted from a book
which may be very good authority. I should judge, how-
ever, from the quotations that it was a book which set
out with the design of proving that prohibition was a failure
and could not be enforeed. To that I have simply two
answers to give. First, I give in answer the action of this
Parliament in 1873 and 1874, when it sent out commissioners
through the different prohibition states who gathered
evidence which is botter than any evidence which was read
by my hon. friend here to-night. They collated evidonce,
not on one side alone, but on both aides, and brought that
to this House, and both in the Senate and House of
Commons this evidence was sifted and a favorable
report passed and placed in our parliamentary reports.
Thus, both Houses of Parliament in this manner give
a direct negative to the assertion of my hon. friend,
who says that in Vermont, Maine, and other pro-
hibition States prohibition bas been a failure. If you
say that prohibition Is a failure because intoxicating
liquor is sold in a prohibition State, I grant it im-
mediately without argument. But I do not allow that
prohibition is a failure bocause every drop of liquor is not
destroyed or prevented from being sold. If you applied
that canon to the laws of this country, or any other country,
you would not be able to keep a single law on the Statute-
book. My own opinion is, and I think hon. gentlemen will
agree with me, that if there is an ovil to be reduced, or an
evil to be abolished, and the Logislaturo sees fit to pass a
law for the reduction or abolition of that evil and it is found
that the evil still goes on, though in a diminished degree,
it is the part of the Logislature not to abolish the law but
to see that the law is put in a position to be botter enforced
and to be botter carried out, to strengthen the restrictions,
and to strengthen the oporating clauses of the law. But
besides the answer that this Parliament bas given by its
commission and report, I give to the hon. gentleman a still
more practical answer. He doos not live in Vermont, ho
does not live in Maine, ho does not live in Kansas, nor in
Iowa. But people do live thoro, sensible people, intelligent
people, people who go to churches, who go to schools, and
who know what they are about. Take the State of Maine.
There is not a botter educated people in the New England
States than the people of the State of Maine. There is not
a more practical, level-headed people in the United States,
than the people of the State of Maine. They have had a
prohibitory law for thirty years. My hon. friend reads from
Gait Hamilton to show you that there is in the State of
Maine a very sink of corruption on account of that pro-
hibitory law. But sensible people, educated people, Chris-
tian people, living in the State of Maine, have had that law
for thirty years uninterruptedly, have kept it against every
opposition, and only three years ago a proposition to imbed
it in the constitution of the State was adopted by a larger
vote than was brought out in the political elections; it
obtained a majority of 40,000 or 50,000. That is a practical
answer. The people of the State of Maine ought to know their
own business; living there for a generation under the oper-
ation of that law they have given their voice about their own
business by that immense majority, and made prohibition a
part of the constitution of the State. Now, about Kansas,
the hon. gentleman does not live in Kansas. My hon. friend
from Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) read a casual observa-
tion, I think, from Barper'8 Weekly, that the prohibitory
law in Kansas was a failure. That was a stray state-
ment. But the people of Kansas know botter, even, than
the writer in Harper's Weekly. They are upon the spot,
they have ail the evidence before them. That prohibitory
law was pased in Kansas in 1881 ; it came into force in
1882 ; they have had three general elections in that State
since then, and at every one of those elections prohibition
was an issue ; at the last general election ft was a para
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mount issue. The law has been strengthened from year to,
year, and if the House will p-rmit me, I will read to you a
statement of the Governor of Kansas, in his last message to
the Legislature. Governor Martin stated :

" I stated in my message a year ago that while the law of 1885 em-
bodied some defects, its general resuits has been very favorable. I have
seen no occasion to reverse this judgment. A great reform bas certainly
been accomplished in Kansas. Intemperance is steadily and surely
decreasing. In thousands of bouses where want, wretchedness and suf-
fering were once familiar guests, plenty, happiness and contentment
now abide. Thousands of women and children are better clothed and
fed than they were when the saloons absorbed all the earnings of bus-
bands and fathers. The marvellous material growth of the State during
the past six years has been accompanied by au equally marvellous moral
progress; aud it can be fairly and truthfully asserted that in no portion
of the civilised world can a million and a half of people be found who
are more temperate than the people of Kansas."

So says the Governor of Kansas, after four or five years'
experience with the law, a law which has been reviewed
again and again by the people, so far as all its essential
principles were concerned. My hon, friend finds fault
with prohibition because, as he says, it destroys the moral
fibre of the community. 51y own view with reference to
that is this: that whatever is an open and continual temp.
tation to the people of a community from childhood to
manhood, tends to sap and destroy the moral fibre of a
growing people; and that whatever tends to diminish or
put away these open temptations, does not militate against
a strong moral fibre in a community, but rather tends to
perfect it, to strengthen it, until it becomes strong and
sufficient to withstand the temptation by the power that
accrues to it from year to year. Now, I said, Mr. Speaker,
that I do not intend to argue this question of personal
rights. Every hon. gentleman and every person knows
that every day his natural rights, so to speak, have to
give way to the good of the community. We could not
exist as a society otherwise; we could not exist as a
country a single year if we did not propose to,
give up, everyone of us, on certain points, some-
thing that is of natural right, so to speak, for the good
of the community, for the greater good of the greater num-
ber. Now, with reference to this amendment, I am sorry
it came up in this way. I should like to have had it fought
out on its own merits, but it is here, and we have to meet
it. I ask earnestly and honestly of hon, gentlemen on both
sides of this flouse to pause before they take the retrograde
stop of taking away the Canada Temperance Act from the
people, to whom they gave it in 1878. Ever since Confed-
eration began, the temperance people of this country-and
they are not all fanatics, they are not aIl hobbyists, they
are not all to be despised; take them man for man
in the community, the temperance men of this country
are as good as any other class, as loyal and as patriotic.
They have in their minds what they think would
be a preventive for a great evil. They come to the doors
of Parliament and knock there, and ask Parliament to give
them a chance to try this great preventive. From 1867
to 1878 they came to this Parliament, and at last, as a
measure of compromise, this Parliament said: We cannot
give you total prohibition, but we will give you a local
option law, which you can use in your own counties, and
where the counties are favorable to it, you may try it.
And when the counties get tired of it there is a way by
which they can get rid of it. Parliament gave them that
measure, and I think Parliament did a wise thing when it
made that enactment. The people have taken it up and
acted upon it. We corne to the year 1887, and in the diffe-
rent counties numbering, I think, over 60 that by over-
whelming majorities in most cases have adopted the Canada
Temperance Act, where is the agitation among the people
in those counties to get rid of that Act ? Hon. gentlemen
talk about the vested rights of the liquor interest. Are
there not vebted rights in other respects as well ? Are there
not vested rights when 60 or 70 counties and cities in this
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country, on the faith of the enactment of Parliament, have
put their energies, their powers, their talents, and their
money into obtaining for themselves a measure which they
believe is good for their homes and good for their commu-
nities, and which they can abrogate when they see fit to
get rid of it ? Is it not taking hold of and interfering
with vested rights in a very high and proper sense
if we now say : " Although you have accepted this Act,
although you have taken it in good faith and expected
to enjoy the Act, and we gave you constitutional means
of getting rid of it if it did not suit your purposes,
we will now step in without leave or license from you and
abolish this whole enactment, and leave you where
you were in 1878 ? " I leave that to hon. members as a
matter worthy of their consideration. When hon. members
are asked to vote for prohibition, in reply they sometimes
say : " Well, I have not been instructed by my constituents."
ion. gentlemen are now asked to vote for the repeal of the
Scott Act. Have you been instructed by your constituents
to vote for its repeal ? Have I been instructed by my
constituents to vote for its repeal ? I have not, and until
my constituents should instruct me to vote for the repeal
of the Act, I would be very chary in doing so on the
evidence at present before us. So I say the people have
the legislation we have given them. I do not deny the
right of this Parliament to repeal the Act, but I think, in
common justice and fairness, we onght to leave it to the
people whether thoy will carry out the Act which they
themselves have accepted in good faith, which, if they tbink
it is not for the benefit of the people, according to the best
of their judgment, they can abolish at any time. These are
my sentiments on this question. I am in favor of total and
complete prohibition as giving the maximum of restriction
and leaving the minimum of evil. I am in favor
of the strictest kind of license, if I cannot get
absolute prohibition, as giving what is next to the
maximum of restriction in this matter. I am opposed
to any retrograde legislation. I would fear the effect
upon the country at large if this new Parliament composed
of men as good, if not better than any who have before sat
in Parliament, taken on the whole, should commence its
career by saying to the people that we will sweep away
even one of the slightest restrictions which the people
believe are to-day around the liquor trafflc, which we all
agree has contained in it an element of injury to the people.
There is just one other point to which I desire to call the
attention of the flouse, and that is the expressions of
opinion, the strong expressions of opinions from a section
-no, not a section, but from classes of people in this
Dominion whose opinion is of weight. Anyone who has
watched the moral and religious forces of this country at
work within the last six years has seen how those forces
have been accelerated and mai ching on with quickened
pace in the direction of complete and total prohibition. You
cannot find the utterances of a Presbyterian synod, of a
Methodist conference, of a Baptist conference, you cannot
find any religious body whose general utterances have not
been more or less strongly in favor of restrictions upon the
liquor trafflc, while nearly all of them have placed on record
over and over again, the strongest resolutions of their
attachment to the Canada Temperance Act, unless prohi-
bition can be got, and their desire that Parliament will not
repeal or interfere with the Act. In to.day's papers, and
in the issues for the last two or three days, there are reports
of the proceedings of the great conferences that are being
held throughout the country, and the strongest resolutions
-I wilt not take up the time of the flouse by reading them
-have been passed by those bodies, setting forth that we
pray our legislators at Ottawa not to put their hands upon
any legislation which will relax the restrictions on the
liquor traffic and militate against what we believe to be for
the protection of our homes and the betterment of our
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country. There surely is no reason why, in the face of this
sentiment, Parliament should repeal the Canada Temper.
ance Act.

Mr. WALDIE. I think it is a reasonable proposition
that the people in a locality which passes the Scott Act
should know something about its operation ; and if there is
one county in Canada that knows about this Act more than
another it is the county I represent. The Scott Act was
carried as a prohibitive measure in 18 i8. In 1b79 it was
applied to the county of Halton by a majority of 70 in a
very close contest. The case was fully argued from all its
different standpoints; its effect upon the interests of the
county and the public morals, and it was carried on that
occasion. The first year the measure was not so fully
enforced as was desirable, as it is desirable that laws of this
country should be enforced, and the violations of the law
were so numerous that it was supposed the sentiment of the
people had entirely changed. It was held that they were
propared to reverse their verdict, and, accordingly, an
appeal was made to the people in 1883 to repeal the
Act. We heard in that year on public platforms in
Halton, ail the statements uttered in this flouse to-
night with respect to the inefficiency of prohibitory
legislation in other places. What was the result ?
After a full discussion and after drawing out as lui-go a
vote as bas ever been polled on an occasion of thut kind,
the Act was again enacted by a double majority. On the
first occasion the majority was 70, on the second occasion
it was 140. The Act bas been more rigidly enforced from
year to year. It is not reasonable to suppose that a rmeasuro
of this kind can be immediately enforced. Thoro are large
numbers of the people who are opposed to such Acts and
who evince no interest in their enforcement, and ir.deed it is
more difficult to enforce legislation of this kind than almost
any other. What does this Parliament propose to do ?
Does it propose to repeal Acts because their provisions are
violated ? Why, it was only the other night we had the
statement of the Minister of Customs that he had changed
from ad valorem to specific duties owing to people commit-
ting violations of the law by making faise entries of goods
and giving false prices, and he proposed to remedy it by
placing specific duties on those articles. Now, what this
Parliament should do is to make the Scott Act more effec-
tive, by such legislation as is required for tbat purpose. I
think that is a reasonable proposition, but it will not be a
reasonable proposition at this time to repeal that Act on
the supposition that it is not effective, because I can assure
the House that the Scott Act is being carried out in nearly
every portion of Halton in the most effective manner,
excepting in the town of Milton. There is no other part of
the country where the Act is not fully enforced, and there
is not even an imputation that in the four
townships of the county intoxicating liquor is sold.
In Milton violations of the law are getting less and less, and
I trust they will entirely disappear when the matter is
settled by the vote of this House, which I believe will be
strongly in favor of prohibition. I will not seek to detain
the House at this hour upon the question of temperance. I
do not think that would be a proper thing to do, but I wish
to read the expression of a body who has formulated their
views with regard to the question of the Scott Act in the
county of flalton, into a resolution and sent it to me within
the last week, and having done so, I will take my seat. This
is a copy of a resolution unanimously carried at the annual
district meeting of the Milton district of the Niagara Con.
ference of the Methodist Church :

" Resolved, that we, the members of the annual meeting of the Milton
District of the Methodist Church, assembled in the town of Burlington,
in the county of Halton, May 26th, 1887, and representing about 9,000
members and adherents of the Methodist Church, do hereby express our
ontinued confidence in the 8cott Aet as the most efficient law on the

statutes of Canada for the suppression and prevention of the evils of the
liquor traffic and our appreciation of the good results of said law in the
promotion of sobriety, morality, and good order in this county, where
it has been in force during the past five years, and is now being as well
enforced as most laws in the land ; and we also most emph atically
protest against the attempts being made in the Dominion Par ament to
repeal or mutilate the said A et; and respectfully pray the Dominion
Parliament to pass the amendments desired by the Duminion Alliance
as incorporated in the Bill proposed by Mr. Jamieson.

"'A. E. RUSS, Chairman,
"JOHN STEWART, District Secretary."

There you have the expressed views of the representatives
of nine thousand inhabitants of that county, formulated by
oee of the most prominent religious bodies in this country.
Now, I spent some time in Milton during the elections, and
came in from political meetings to hotels there, at late
hours on many occasions, and I saw no evidence of any
violation of the law ; and I was assured by boardors at the
hotel, that no liquor was obtainable there. The law is not
systematically violated in that place ; it is violated, but not
systematically violated, and it is not violated in the public
bouses. 1 was told that an attempt was made in the town
of Oakville to procure liquor, and that the attempt
failed. It is not true that the Scott Act is not doing good
work, and if it is efficiently enforced it will continue to
improve and advance the morality of the community. I
may say also that I have some intorests in the county of
Sirmcoe, and I am aware that in places in that county whei e
large numbers of mon are employed the Act is respected
and no liquor is sold. I know that large numbers of men
employed in the various saw mills in that county, and the
emploVers of these mon desire prohibition. I bolieve that
prohibition will prove a success, a comfort and a blessing
to the people, if it is maintained in its integrity by the vote
of this louse.

Mr. McNEILL. I wish to say one word-

Some hon. M EMBERS. Adjourn, adjourn ; twelve o'clock.

Mr. CASEY. Mr. Speaker-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Twelve o'clock.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As I know that thore are
sone bon, gentlemen who desire to speak on this question,
or rather on these questions, and as they are questions of
much importance, the discussion of which ought not to be
huarried, I will move that the debate be adjourned to be the
first Order of the Day after Routine and Private Bills on
Monday next.

Mr. LISTER. If the vote is not taken to-night, I think
it is doubtful if it is taken this Session.

Some hon. MERBERS. Why not?

Mr. LISTER. There are a good many members bore
now who will not be here on Monday.

Sir JOH N A. MA.CDONALD. That is their affair. If
they do not choose to attend to their duties it is their own
affair.

Motion agreed to.

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

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 12 o'clock.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 10th June, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

POSTING PRIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:

That in view of the advanced period of the Session, Rule 60 be sus-
pended for the remainder of the Session.

He said: This rule bas reference to posting up Bills after
they have passed the House. As the House will most likely
be prorogued on Saturday of next week, there will probably
not be tirme to post the Bills.

Motion agreed to.

EXPROPRIATION OF LANDS.

Mr. THOM PSON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
141) to amend the Revised Statutes, chapter 39, respecting
Expropriation of Lands. He said: The object of the Bill is
to make the procedure under the Court of Claims applicable
to the expropriation of lands, instead of the procedure by
the Dominion Arbitrators.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PROTECTION OF LABORERS ON BOARD VESSELS.

Mr. AMYOT moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 142)
for the protection of laborers on board vessels. ie said:
Everybody knows the fearful state into which the harbor
of Quebec has been brought by the action of the Ship Labor-
ers' Society, in preven ting any body from working at loading
or unloading vessels thore, who does not belong to their
society, and in compelling everybody who works to work at
certain wages, whieh are very bigh. The consequence is
that ships have ceased to come to the harbor, to the prejudice
of the commerce of the country in general, and more
especially of Quebec. The existing law, chapter 173 of the
Revised Statutes, is quite insufficient to meet the case.
Under that law it is very difficult to succeed in a prosecu-
tion of the offenders. For example, in the present law the
word " unlawful " is used; and as the Ship Laborers' Society
is ncorporated, and bas a right to pass certain by-laws regu.
lating its membors in their work, it is very hard to prove
before a court that when the society wants to enforce its
by.laws it acts unlawfully. This Bill is framed in such a
way as to make the act of preventing or trying to prevent
anybody from working on board or near vessels, a misde.
meanor, and any gathering of more than three people near
a vessel before the shore will be a misdemeanor, and the
penalty is made very severe. Those who know the state of
Quebec barbor, and the large organization of these ship
laborers, who have caused almost the ruin of Quebec, know
that a strong remedy must be applied, and the Bill is for
that purpose. The session is late, but as this is no party
question, I hope the Government will assist in passing it,
and in that way come to rescue of the city of Quebcc, and
of commerce generally.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

FREDERIQTON AND S'. MARY'S RAILWAY
BRIDGE COMPANY.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that, to-morrow, the
House resolve itself into Committee to consider the following
resolution :-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council
to advance to the Fredericton and St. Mary's Railway Bridge Company,
from time to time, as the work of constructing the undertaking of the
company progresses, as certified by the chief engineer of Government
railways, sums of money, by way of, loan, not exceeding 80 per cent.
of the amount expended for such construction, and not exceeding, in the
whole, the sum of $300,000, such loan to be subject to the following
conditions: The company to pay interest annually on the amounts ad-
vanced, at the rate of four per cent. per annum, and to execute a deed
of mortgage to the Crown constituting the loan hereby authorised, a
first charge on the undertaking, the comDany to be entitled to pay off the
loan, with interest, at any time within fifteen years from the making of
the first advance. The Governor in Council to have power, within five
years from the same date, to assume possession of the undertaking, on
payment of the difference between the amounts then due to the Govern-
ment for advances and interest, and the total amount expended by the
company, and 10 per cent. on the total so expended, and also to assume
such possession in the event of the company failing to carry out the
undertaking, as provided by their charter, on payment to the company
of the difference between the amount advanced and 80 per cent. of
the outlay on the works, when the same are so assumed by the Gover-
nor in Council.

Motion agreed to.

THE QUEBEC JUDICIARY.

Mr. TIIOMPSON moved that, to-morrow, the House re-
solve itself into Committee to consider the following resolu-
tion:-

Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that the salary of au additional
Judge of the Superior Court of the Province of Quebec shall be four
thousand dollars er annum, and that such salary shall be payable out
of any moneys forming part of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of
Canada.

He said: This is to provide a salary for a judge at Terre-
bonne, under an Act of the Legisla ure of the Province of
Que bec.

Motion agreed to.

DEPARTMENT OF TRADE AND COMMERCE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House re-
solve itself into Committee on Bill (No. 7) respecting the
Department of Trade and Commerce. He said: The prin-
ciple of this Bill has been adopted on the second reading,
but there are other matters connected with the organisa-
tion of the Department, and I shall briefly state what the
proposed arrangement is. The Government have come to
the conclusion that, with the rapidly and largely increasing
trade of Canada, both foreign and domestic, it is necessary,
or, at ail events, expedient, that there should be a Minister
whose time and attention and energy should be applied to
the important object of developing and maintaining every-
thing connected with our trade and commerce, whether it
be home or foreign trade. Hitherto that branch of
the public service has been attended to principally
by the Minister of Finance, and it was thought
that the time has now arrived when the duties
of that branch might be separated. I have had
opportunity of discissing this subject with Sir Leonard
Tilley, who held the offi3e of Minister of Finance for a good
many years, and, I believe, with general acceptance, and
his opinion coincided with that of the boards of trade and
commerce of all parts of the Dominion, namely, that the
duties of this service might properly be separated ; that the
duties of Minister of Finance should be, as the name indi-
cates, purely financial, such as the charge of revenues,
seeing to the balance of expenditure and revenue, and the
character of the assets, the money assets of the Dominion.
The Minister of Trade and Commerce will take charge of
every question in any degree connected with the trade of
the country, and all the questions connected with the tariff.
Then, as regards the general subject of revenue, the Minister
of Finance and the Minister of Trade and Commerce
will, in fact, form a Treasury Board. Oue will
consider the question of the tariff purely as a
matter of revenue; and the other will consider it
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from the standpoint of trade and commerce. The two to-
gether will, it is hoped, be a most satisfactory board, attend.
ing to that great branch of the public service. This will
add a Minister to the present list. On the other hand, we
consider that the two Departments of Customs and Ini and
Revenue are administrative only. They are not suggestive,
but administrative, and after the policy of the Goverument,
with respect either to internal revenue or Customs, is
settled, the Ministers at the head of these Departments will
see that the law is carried out. It is propobed, therefore,
that when the re-organisation has commenced, the Minister
at the head of Customs and the Minister at the head of In-
land Revenue will not be nocessarily Cabinet Ministers.
They will be political heads, but they need not actually, as
a matter of practice, be members of the Cabinet. The in-
tention of the Government in making this alteration, among
ot.her things, is to introduce the system which operates well
in England, of having certain Departrnents presided over by
political heads, who will thus commence their official career
by holding these offices without being, of necessity, mem bers
of the Cabinet. This is a proposition, made many years ago,
by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), who suggested that it woull be well to
introduce this system as soon as might be, and the system of
having political secretaries and important officers of the
varions Departments who would be Ministers, and yet not
be, of necessity, members of the Cabinet. It is of consid-
erable importance that the number of Cabinet Ministers
should not be increased, that is to say, that every member
holding a political office in Parliament should not, ex
necessitate, be a member of the Cabinet. That would over-
load a Cabinet, and in that regard would not promote
promptness of action; but by this system, young members
of Parliament, comparatively young members, who have
taken prominent positions in Parliament, can obtain en-
trance into public life, and commence official training by
holding these offices, and after certain probation, if they
assert themselves before Parliament, they will, very natur-
ally, be promoted and become Cabinet Ministers. A similar
proposition was, I think, made quo ad the Department of
Justice, years ago, when my hon. friend from East York was
at the head of the Government, and it was proposed the De-
partment of Justice would be divided. These propositions,
in a modified form, are now before Parliament, under the
auspices of my hon. friend, the Minister of Justice. The
proposed proposal is, that, when these Acts come into force,
the Minister of Customs and the inister of Inland Revenue
shall be members of the Government, and, on appointment,
they must seek re.election, and they will have a salary, as
it is proposed, of 85,000 a year. They will go out with the
Government, and they will be political personages as much
as if they were members of the Cabinet. It is believed that
the expense will be diminished after the new Act relating
to the Customs and Excise goes into force. It is proposed
that the permanent officer under the political head will
hold the position of chief clerk, and will have a less salary
than the present offlcers, who are deputy heads and draw
salaries of 83,200 a year each. These two Departments, the
Department of Customs and the Department of Excise,
which are the Departrments furnishing the chief portion of
the revenue of the country, will be under the control and
supervision ef the Minister of Trade and Commerce, who
will be the head of the whole of these two Departments,
will deal with matters of trade and commerce, and will
have the supervision of these two branches; and it is be-
lieved that, when they are under one head, there will be a
great saving in the way of avoiding the duplication of
offices. Now, the Departments of Inland Revenue and of
Customs are so separate that they have separate officers in
every regard. There i no connection between the two
Departments, and it is hoped that, when these two Depart-
mente are under the one Minister of Trade and Commerce,

the subordinate officers in very many parts of the country
c:an do the double duty of attending to the Inland Revenue
as well as to the Customs. This is shortly the plan of the
Government, and I invite the acceptance of the proposition
by Parliament.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it would be
convenient to have a little discussion for the purpose of
understanding more elearly what is involved in this mea-
sure, and what the hon. gentleman's intentions are. I
observe that the hon. gentleman proposes to abolish the two
Ministers of Inland Revenue and Customs, and to substitute
in their place two officers to be called what ? Controllers ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Controllers.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Controllers, who are to

be, as I understand, equivalent to the Englis Parliamen-
tary Under Soci etaries ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And be proposes, in ad-

dition, to place these under the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a point whieh

will admit in itseif of somoe argume'nt. In forrner days,
under Sir Alexander Galt and Sir Francis Hincks, the
Minister of Finance entiroly controlled the Departments of
Customs and Excise. They were, in fact, sub-branches of
bis Department, and I should have thought that primd facie
they would more properlv have been made Under-Secreta-
ries of the Department of Finance than of the Department of
Trade and Commerce. I should think it is desirable that
the Minister of Finance should be in constant communica.
tion with those two offieers, and that ho should have thom to
some extent under bis control. Of course this is a new de-
parture, and we do not know how it will work, and there-
fore I offer the opinion under correction ; but this officer
whom the hon, gentleman proposes to croate as Minister of
Trade and Commerce will, I suppose, discharge the fune-
tions which are discharged in England by the President of
the Board of Trade, wio has, I think, a parliamentary under-
secretary also.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No doubt the hon.

gentleman is aware that in England the Chancellor of the
Exchequer, to a large extent-in fact, I think, absolutely-
controls the Departments of the Inlarnd Revenue and Cus-
toms. In this, there is this practical advantage, which I
think the hon. gentleman will perceive, that the Minister
is in that way probably botter able to obtain that close,
that minute information touching the working of new taxes
which I suppose the Minister of Finance will continue to
be responsible for. It is not proposed, as I understand,
that the Minister of Trade and Commerce will bo responsi-
ble for new taxation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. So far as the policy of the
Government is concerned in the maintenance of the bal-
ance of trade and the adjustment of the tariff, the Ministur
of Trade and Commerce will havo a great deal to say.
With respect to the adjustment of the inaff i regard to
the raising of revenue, that will fall within the province
of the Minister of Finance, and the hon. gentleman will sue
that the Minister of Finance and the Minister of Trade and
Commerce, together, will, ir. fact, be a board to govern the
whole system of taxation, but one from the trade point of
view, and the other from the revenue point of view.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand that, of
course. The Minister of Trade and Commerce is to be a
sort of consulting physician in regard to the policy of taxa-
tion, but, in the practical carrying out of this scheme, I
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submit that primá facie it would be botter to connect these
two Departments with the Department of Finance than
with the Department of Trade and Commerce, in accord-
ance with the English system, which has been thoroughly
tested, and whicb, I believe, has been found satisfactory in
its working. I am bound to say that I found-and 1 dare
say the Minister beside the hon. gentleman has found-that
there was a practical inconvenience in the Department of
Customs and the Department of Inland Revenue being
severed as much as they were from the Finance Department.
I think in some respects we might have administered the
system of taxation botter if they had been, as they were in
the old time, more clo-sely connected. You cannot exorcise
the same authority over officials belonging to the Depart.
ment of another Minister as you can over those in your
own Department, and I found-and possibly some of the
hon. gentlemen who precoded and succeoded me may have
founl-that there was considerably more difficulty in ob-
taining such information, and such minute information, on a
variety of points as the Minister of Finance ought to be
kept well acquainted with, than under the old system, when
these three offices, the Minister of Customs, the Minister
of Inland Revenue, and the Minister of Finance were
combined in one, as they were before Confederation.
I throw this out simply for consideration. This is an al-
together new thing. I am not disposed to say that the
substitution of an officer having special regard to trade and
commerce is not an improvement on the present system of a
separate Minister for Customs and for Inland Revenue. We
suggested that friom this side of the House some time ago,
because we thought it was not dosirable to multiply Cabinet
officers. There is another point of considerable importance
as regards the working of this Department of Inland
Revenue and Customs to which I call the attention of the
House and of the First Minister. Practically speaking, ho
proposed-and ho used the word-to reduce the deputy
heads who are now equivalent, I think, to what in Eng-
land are called the permanent heads of Departments, to the
grade of chief clerks.

Sir JOLIN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I seriously doubt

whether that will be found to be an improvement. In Eng-
land the institution of a permanent heai of a Departmont
bas been found to be of very considerable service. He
is, it is true, in the last resort, subject to the authority of
the chief of his Department, but, in the English Civil Ser-
vice, and I hope and believe to a considerable extent in our
own Civil Service, these permanent beads of Departments
are found not to be so amenable to political pressure as men
who occupy merely the status of chief clerks would be.
And, in the Inland Revenue Department and Customs De-
partmont more particularly, an innumerable number of
cases constantly arise in which political pressure is brought
to bear upon the political head of the Department to
relieve this or that transgressor who has violated the rules
of the Department, but who is sound in his political faith.
A permanent head is in those cases very much botter able
to uphold the discipline of the Department and to seoe that
the rules are adhered to than a chief clerk can possibly
be. I think the hon. gentlemen may, if they will, recall to
mind a number of çases in which they have been pressed
to make remissions, and they will see that a permanent
head of the Department may be a very useful buffer between
themselves and their political friends, which, in my judg-
ment, a chief clerk will certainly not ho. The amount of
$400 or $500 apiece to ho saved, is not a matter which
the House should consider as compared with securing the
services of a thoroughly efficient and permanent head. A
political hoad, of necessity, goes in and out with a change
of Ministry, and political heads appointed in this fashion
wil not remain for any great length of time in one Depart-

Sir RIoIRa CARTWRIGHT.

ment ; and, therefore, I would say that it is all the more
necessary that you should have permanent heads, mon of
position and standing, who might maintain the rules of the
Department against all comers If I understood the hon.
gentleman aright, ho proposes that the new Minister is not
to have a separate department, but is to have the Inland
Revenue and Customs, as it wore, rolled into one.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The two branches will be
under him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
doos not propose to give the Minister of Trade and Customs
a separate set of officers-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-such as are usually

assigned even to Privy Councillors; he will be content with
the lniand Revenue and Customs. Then there romains
simply the consideration of the question of salary.

Mr. MITCH EL L. He must have a separate staff.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not as I understood

the pr oposition ; but if I was wrong, I would like to be cor-
rected on that point.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. For instance, he will have
a private secretary, and then ho will have a deputy head,
and there will be a deputy head over Trade and Commerce;
and not improbably one of the presont deputy heads will
take that position.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We did not heur any-
thing about a deputy head. That will come to mean a
considerable additional increased expenditure. If you have
a deputy head and a secrotary, I am sure that you will find,
under one form or another, that some other officials will be
found desirable and will be attached. Now, you mean to
take a deputy head and call him the deputy head of Trade
and Commerce. Well, I doubt whether that will ho found
as effective as a permanent head in the Department of
Excise and the Department of Customs; I doubt consider-
ably, for the reasons I have already stated and whicb I need
not repeat. One other question remains which requires
special consideration at our hands at this stage, and that is
the question of the scale. of salaries. Now, as the hon. gent-
leman knows very well in Engtand, a great disproportion
exists between the salaries of the Cabinet Minis cer and the
under secretary. A Cabinet Minister receives a salary, for
the most part, of £5,0(0 sterling,the under secretary receives
a salary of £2,000; in some cases, I think, ho only gets
£1,200 of £1,500, but I think in no case does the under
secretary receive more than £2,000 sterling. The salary
the hon.gentleman proposes,85,000, is very ciose to the salary
of $7,000 the Minister receives; and I should have supposed,
prima facie, that in offices of this kind where the permanent
heads of Departments do not, with us, receive, except in the
Law Department, more than 84,000 at the outside, they
should, as in England, have been put on the same footing,
84,000. I am inclined to think for junior members of the
House who will not be expected to uphold the dignity of
their position as Cabinet Ministers $4,000 would be quite
sufficient remuneration. No doubt the closer you come to
the scale of salary of a Cabinet Minister, the more likely is
the prize to be fought for by the older members of the party
and the hon. gentleman particularly intimated that it was
his wish to promote rising talent and give the young
mon a chance. In that I entirely concur, for my part. I
have always believed that it was a defect in our system,
seeing that younger members of either political party
could hardly expect to reach at one bound, the position
of Cabinet Ministers, that they had practically no
opportunity to serve an apprenticeship which would
have been of great value to them, and aiso give the
Prime Minister an opportunity of ascertaining how far
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they were fitted to fill more important offices. That point,
aleo, I will submit for the consideration of the House ; for
it appears to me, looking at the salaries we give to our
permanent heads of Departments, that the salary of a
subordinate Minister, who is assigned to what is practically
the position of under secretary, might very fairly be put
at the same figure. Of course any multiplication of offices
at present is to be regretted, and I may remind the House
that what I proposed at the time the First Minister
alluded to, was a reduction of the number of Cabinet
Ministers, from thirteon or fourteen, as they are now, to
a very much smaller number, and giving them permanent
under secretaries That was my proposition. I think that
thirteen or fourteen Ministers are too great a number for
this country, and that number would not have been created
but for the fact that our Confederation was brought about
by the fusion of two political parties, and in almost every
Province those two parties had to be represented ; hence
the enormous number of Cabinet Ministers which we
croate for the service of not quite 5,000,000 of people, a
number in proportion much greater than those which, I
think, are found either in the United States or England.
That was the proposition I made, and that is the pioposition,
which, if I had the power, I would like to sec carried out
in connection with this measure the hon. gentleman has un.
der consideration,

Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot say that I quite agree with
either the proposition submitted by the right hon. gentle-
man or with the views enunciated, in all particulars, by the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down. To my mind this
seems equivalent to, not exactly another seat in the Cabi-
net, but, practically, another Cabinet Minister in Parlia-
ment. Now, the hon. gentleman who last spoke, stated
very truly, that, at the origin of Confederation, everybody
believed that there were more Cabinet Ministers than were
necessary for the govern ment of this country. I have never
ceased to entertain the opinion myself, and 1 am of the same
opinion now upon that subject that I have been right along
-that, instead of increasing the number of Cabinet Ministers
in this country, which this Act practically does, we ought
to reduce the number. The right hon. gentleman says this
is going, practically to reduce the expenses. Why, Sir, we
have heard that stated in every proposition that bas come
before us. Whenever an officer bas been created, or a staff
enlarged in any direction, it was always going to lessen
the expenses of the country. Sir, I can see how this ie
going very largely to increase the expenses of the country.
The hon. gentleman, some years ago, divided up his Depart-
ment and created four heads of Department under his own
administration. We were told thon it was going to facili-
tate public business, going to lead to an economy in the
administration of the affairs of the several Departments.
But what have we found ? In almost every particular the
expense has been increased, involving new aids, another
staff of clerks, the publication of larger and more extended
reports, a staff of waiters and porters, and all the contin-
gencies connected with the soveral Departmonts. Why,
Sir, the creating of these four departinental heads intensi-
fied the expenses of the hon. gentleman's Department. But
if the creation of four deputy heads does not increase the
expense, why not unite the Inland Revenue and Customs ?
There is not too much work to be superintended by one
head; and if this country is to have sub-heads to adminie-
ter the practical working affairs of these Departments, as
thore are now deputy heads, or, as he said, chief clerks, the
Menister will still have to do the practical work of the De-
partment. There would ho not too much work in the two
branches, any more than there is in the two branches of the
Fisheries Department. I eau sec no reason why if there
was a union of the two Departments, Inland Revenue and
Çustoms, under one head, why not allow the new Minister
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of Trade and Commerce to superintend both Departments,
and let the business be administered under the deputy heads
as they exist to day, or as they may be changed and im-
proved upon-because I admit there is great room for
improvement, in one of them at all events, and if satisfaction
is to be given to the commercial people of this country
there is great improvement called for in one of those Depart.
ments. I can see where we are going to largely increase
the exponses of the country in connection with this new
Department. The First Minister, as is his habit when ho
wants to add to the expenses of the country, and he was
followed up to some extent by the hon. gentleman who last
spoke, appealed to the practice in England. The practice
of a rich old country like England is not in all cases to b
adopted as furnishing an example for a yonng and poor
country like Canada. I can see clearly that, if a Minister
of Trade and Commerce be appointed, the work of both
Departments should be carried out under his superinten-
dance and direction, without incroasing the political power
of tho Governmont in this House, or by adding praotioally
two members of the Cabinet to the voting power and the
influential power of the Governmont, which alroady bas too
much influence in power. These are not neoded at all
ovents, and we are going to add to this country, especially
when it is in a condition not well able to bear it, owing to
the depressed state of trade, a useless expense.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I regret very much that at this
very late period of the Session, when the hon. First Minister
bas already announced the period when prorogation is to
take place, that a matter of so much importance as that of
reorganising the various Departments of the Govern-
ment, should now be brought forward. It seems
to me that this whole subject is entitled to receive
from this House a far groater amount of con-
sideration than it is likoly to receive at this moment.
We are near the close of the Session, and we are asked
to change a system that has been in operation for
upwards of twenty years, and to change it upon a statement
made by the Prime Minister that bas occupied ten or twelve
minutes in delivery. I have no objection to such a readjust-
ment of the administrative work of the Government as
experience may have pointed out to be necessary. I have
no doubt whatever that in carrying on the Government for
a period of twenty years many changes have been suggested
by experience and practice, which, if adopted, would
increase the efficiency of the public service. But I think
there are two conditions which it is absolutely necessary to
observe in order that any change may be made satisfactory
to the country, especially any change at the present mo-
ment. The one is that there shall be no increase, at all
events, in the number of Ministers; and the second is, that
there shall be a large and marked diminution in the
expenses of government. It is not possible to have given
any attention to the work of administering, to the appro-
priations that are demanded from us year to year for carry-
ing on the government of the country, without seeing that
the public service has been exceedingly inefficient and far
more expensive than is at all necessary. I venture to say
that in no country as poor as Canada, having as
small a population as we have, is there so large
an expenditure incurred for administration. I say that
might be diminishod. I have no doubt whatever that the
efficiency of the public service might be increased and the
expenditure diminished by almost one-half; and that being
the case, it seems to me extraordinary that the Govern-
ment should come forward at this period to increase the
number, if not of the Ministers, of members of Parliament
who are to become Ministers, and increase the cost of
govering the country. I have no objection to the ap-
pointment of a Minister called a Minister of Trade and
Commerce. Perhape that would be an advantage, it cer-
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tainly would be of some advantage if the Government were
te indicate that they are disposed to place upon any Min-
ister of the Crown the duties which ordinarily devolve on a
Minister of Trade and Commerce; but I see no indication
in the Bill before us that there is any intention on the part
of the Government to create an officer of the Crown who is
te discharge those duties. On the contrary, it seems te me
there have been demands in the country, demands that are
reasonable, for a Minister of Trade and Commerce, and the
Government, in order to comply with the feeling of the
mercantile classs, are disposed te make the appointment of
a Minister whom tbey call a Minister of Trade and Com.
merce, and ihis Minister so appointed and so called, is to
undortake the ordi nary duties that hitherto have devolved
in part on the Minister of Customs, in part on the Minister
of Inland Revenue, and in part on the Finance Minister.
That is not the work required of a Minister of Trade and
Commerco. Some of the duties thus proposed to be per-
formed by that Minister are, no doubt, duties that
miight be legitimately and properly transferred te the
Minister of Trade and Commerce; but unless the Min-
ister of Trado and Commerce is te undertake much more
woi k, and is to do a great deal of work not hitherto done by
any Minister, the mercantile classes will not be satisfied,
and the Ministor of Trade and Commerce will be to the
people a fraud and a delusion. Where are our foreign min-
isters ? Where are our consuls ? Where are those reports
with respect te our trade with other countries which would
be required at the bands of such an officer, if we were an
indepondont people? Where are they te come from ? What
arrangements have the Government made se that English
ministers and consuls residing in those countries with which
Canada is carrying on trade, will furnish us with such
information as is doomed of vital consequence by the people
of England ? We have not the first indication that the
Government have considered the subject in any way
whatever. I believe a Minister of Trade and Commerce
would be of immense importance te the people of this coun-
try. But what communications have the Government had
with the Imperial Governmont on the subject ? Have thoy
said: We have trade with Spain, and we warit some separate
and distinct record of our trade with that country, in order
that we may see exactly what our trade is, and what oppor.
tunities there are for extension; we want, in fact, te
obtain from the ambassadors and consuls in every country
with which we have trade, that information which is ob.
tained for the use of the people of England ? When the
First Minister talked about appointiug a Minister of Trade
and Commerce, I supposed some stops would be taken
te make him really a Minister of Trade and Commerce.
But there is not the slightest indication of that intention ;
but we have an ill-defined Bill from which you cannot tell
what the duties of the Minister are te be, and so far from
the Government having made up their minds what his
duties are te be, they provide in this Bill that the Govornor
in Council may at any time assign any other duty or power
to such Minister and the duties and powers conferred on
him may be transferred to any other member of the Privy
Council, and se they do not know what duties are to be
assigned him. Tbey have assigned him certain duties ;
they do not know how long they are to remain under his
control and be discharged by him, and se they take the
power te adjust and re-adjust the departments, anddo every-
thing that I suppose the Government have the power of
doing at this moment. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is the
declaration made by the Minister, that ha is going te make
two subordinate Ministers, who may or may not be mem-
bors of the Government. Well, Sir, notwithstanding what
has been said by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright), I do not see any reason for doing that
in this case. I do not see any particular object the Govern-
ment are te gain; I do not see any provision that these

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

Ministers are to have such duties devolving upon them such
as devolve upon the Under Secretaries of-State. On the con-
trary, I say the Controller of Inland Revenue and the Con-
troller of Customs te b appointed under the Bill would not
have one of those functions that devolve upon the Under
Secretaries of State. Why, Sir, the Under Secretary of
State is simply the counterpart of the Minister whose de.
partment ho represents; he has every duty devolving upon
him that devolves upon the Minister - as an adminis-
trative officer. He takes a seat in one House while
the Minister takes his seat in the other, and it is only
intended for parliamentary convenience that he should hold
such an office. The hon, gentleman's arrangement does not
point to anything of that sort. The hon. gentleman pro-
poses to appoint two controllers with duties which are
distinct from each other, and from tho duties of the Minis-
ter of Trade and Commerce, who has wholly distinct duties
to discharge. The hon, gentleman says that the duties of
the Minister of Trade and Commerce will be suggestive
duties; that ho will collect information and assist the- Gov-
ernment in forming the policy on the subject of trade and
commerce. The duties of the Minister of Customs and of
the MiniAter of Inland Revenue now are administrative
duties. There may be suggestions growing out of those
duties, but they are mainly administrative, and so they will
continue to be. Now, I say that any proposition to increase
the number of members of Parliament in the Government,
whether you put them in the Cabinet or out of the Cabinet,
will not give satisfaction to the people of this country; and
there can be no doubt that the increase in the number of
officers implies a large increase in the expense of the
government of this country. When my hon. friend, the
member for East York (Mir. Mackenzie), was in the Gov-
ornment, he had charge of the whole policy of the construc-
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway; ho had charge of the
canals and the public works. The Department of Railways
and the Department of Public Works were combined, and ho
discharged the duties of Prime Minister as well as the ad-
ministrative duties of these offices. What have you to-day?
You have two Ministers for the purpose of administering
the duties of those offices. You have the hon. Minister, the
member for Compton (Mr. Pope), and you have the hon.
Minister the member for Three Rivers (Sir Hector Lange-
vin)-a Minister of Railways and a Minister of Public
Works. How is it that the Governmont do not come down
with a proposition to unite those offices ? What is the object
of keeping them separate ? We know that, practically, the
duties of the Minister of Railways are confined to thie con-
trol and management of the Intercolonial Railway. Why,
Sir, what extraordinary public works have been undertaken
that the Minister of Public Works could not discharge the
duties of Minister of Railways at the present time? Every-
body knows that ha can do so; everybody knows how me-
thodical, how industrious, and how attentive the Minister of
Public Works is to his duties; everybody knows that the
hon. gentleman is eminently capable of discharging all the
duties that devolve on both departments at the present
time. Now, Sir, we know why those Departments were
separated, and we know that to-day the cost of the Depart-
ment of Railways is greater than was the cost of both De-
partments when the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mac-
kenzie) was in office. This Government promised economy
to the people of this country, and they told the people
of this country years ago, when my hon, friend was
in office and had more to do than both Ministers
have to do to-day, that his Department was ex-
travagantly managed, and yet the cost of that Department
was not se much as the cost of one of these Departments is
now. If the hon. gentleman wants to practice economy, if
he wants a reorganisation of the Departments, and I admit
a reorganisation is possible, with a view of improvement, let
him come down with a proposition te unite these two
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offices; let us have a Minister of Public Works and Rail-
ways instead of having two Ministers for that particular
branch of the public service. Let the hon. gentleman unite
the duties of Minister of Customs and those of Minister of
Inland Revenue and create a Minister of Revenue, because
their duties are distinct and independent from those of the
Minister of Trade and Commerce, and we will have, not an
increase of the number of officers in the public service but
a diminution; we will have incroased responsibility with
more order and method in the conduet of the affairs of the
Government-that is, provided we have better mon. The
hon. gentleman proposes to have two law officers of the
Crown. Well, I do not know whether he intends this as a
reflection on the Minister of Justice, but I suppose that the
hon. gentleman knows that confidence is a plant of slow
growth, and the hon. gentleman may not give unlimited
confidence to his Minister of Justice. Now, the hon. gen.

Minister of Commerce with advantage, without increasing
the number of the Ministers of the Crown, and at the same
time diminish the cost of administoring the affairs of this
country by 50 per cent.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itsolf into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 2,
Sir RICHARD CART'WRIGHT. That tonds to the crea-

tion of a department in full force.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thore must be a deputy
for the Minister, who can take the place of the Minister and
exorcise the same authority administrativoly when noces-
sary.

Lught with a great deai of vigor ana Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman stated that, takinga great deal of fire the proposition made by the leader of into consideration the whole question, thero would bo athe Opposition when he was on that side of the House to reduction rather than an increase in oxponditure in conse-croate an Attorney General. The hon. gentleman disproved quence of this change. It would b satisfactory to the Houseof the office, and said that it was altogether unnecessary to if the hon. gentleman would furnîsh us with an ostimatehave such an officer. He fought that proposition vigorously, approximating to the anticipated expendituro under theand he was assisted by the hon. the leader of the left Con- roposed change. Thero is no disposition on this side of thetre. The hon. gentleman who leals the Loft Centre, is ouse to object to any changes that are manifestly in theconsistent to-day. public interest, provided they are not accompanied with a
Mr. MITCHELL. I was always consistent and econ large increase of the public expenditure. I must confess my

omical. inability to understand how such an important chango can

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell), But the hon. gentleman who be brought about without a corresponding irireaso in ex-
Spendituire. It may bc a great advantago to) rearrangre theleads the Government is not; ho now thinks it is necessary pepartme. b I thy b gt honm br torBothwrng theto hve wo aw ffiers Wel, hs popoitin l whllyDepartments, but I think the hon. menibur for, liothwoli basto have two law officers. Well, his proposition is whelly pointed out very clearly that ail tho«o advantuges might Lediffrent from that made by the leader of the Opposition when secured by amalgamating the Dopartmcnts of Customs andhe was on that side, bocause the leader of the Opposition Inland Revenue in ono,and the Departnents of Public Works

did propse to confer important duties on the Attorney and Railways in another. I think the public mind has boenGeneral. The hon. gentleman proposes to confer daties somewhat prepared for a change of that kind, considerinthat are of no importance, and that can be as well discharged the decreased railway expenditure now undor the controoutside as maide of Parliament. The only thing he pro. of the Railway Department. If the hon. gentleman could
poses is to create a Solicitor General, to provide a place for give us an approximate idea of what the increasod expen-
somu supporter of theGovernment in the louse, and further ditures would be, I think it would facilitato the discussiontamper and interfere with the independence of Parliament of this Bill.by increasing the number of those who are dependent upon
the Administration. Why, Sir, a year or two ago we hud Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that discussion
timber limits, and coal mines, and all sorts of matter3 cf that would come up more proporly on the Bill respocting the
kind, under the control of the Government, by which the Departments of Customs and Inland Revenue. When that
influence of the Government might be extended over the Bill is before the House, it can be considered how far those
House That means of influence is gone; it has lost its two Departments can ho joined together. The only sug-
attraction for members of Parliament; it has proved illu- gestion made is that the Inland Revenue Department and
sory. Mon who grasped at large fortunes found they did the Department of Oustoms can be united. This measure
not get them, except in a few instances, and the hon. gen- is in effect doing that, by appointing a Minister of Trade
tieman now undertakes to increase the influence of the and Commerce. The hon. member for Bothwell says we
Government in another way. He proposes to in. have not defined what that Minister is to do. The very
crease the number of Ministers by a rearrangement, a name indicates what ho is to do. He is to attend to every-
readjustment of the Public Departments. Well, Sir, I am thing connected with trade, foreign or domestie. He is to
opposed to the hon. gentleman's propositions. They are attend to everything connected with commerce in its widest
not those which the public interests require; they may be signification, as having a wider scope than the word trade.
those which the hon. gentleman's interests require. They He will have to look after all the arrangements for the
are not those that would commend themselves,in my opinion, steamship lines which have been and will be subsidised for
to the people of this country. They increase the expense the purpose of opening and developing foreign commerce.
of government when the Government ought to put forward Thon, the hon. membor for Bothwell says we have not
every possible effort te diminish that expense. They provided in the Bill for our consuls; why should we not
increase the inefficiency of the public service by increasing have arranged with ier Majesty's Government for having
the number of officers, without defining what the duties of consuls. That wili be the special duty, one would say,
those officers are. Why, the hon. gentleman, it is clear of the Minister of Trade and Commerce, when ho is
from the provisions of the Bill, has not sufficiently con. seeking for the extension of Canadian commerce with
sidered the subject to know what duties ho will assign to foreign countries, to see that the aid of Her Majesty is
bis Minister of Commerce. I am not going into the details obtained. We desire to have a Minister of Trade and Gem-
of this mensure; I am discussing the general features of merce whose attention will not be given to more pound-
the propositions, and the other Bills relating to the readjuast- shillings-and-pence matters, which bolong to the duties of
ment of the Public Departments. I will consider those the Minister of Finance, but whose mind will be devoted to
when the louse goes inte committee upon them, but I say considering the various means of developing and extending
we might readjust the Public Departments and have a and protecting our commerce. And I am proud to say,
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what perhaps the hon. gentleman is not aware of, that Her Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say that.
Majesty's consuls all over the world are instructed to report iMr. DAVIES (P.1!X.) The hon. gentleman ovadod giving
on the best means of developing the trade of every one of a direct answer te my hon. friond. There are some branches
Her Majesty's colonies. We receive continually, and it is of the subjet before us on whieh, of course, 1 would fot
published in the Canadian Gazette, information from the givo an opinion with great confidence. 1 suppose those who
different consuls and consular agents of the Imperial Gov- have beon Ministers of the Crown are more compotent te
ernment, acting as well for the advancement of colonial discuse certain branches of tho question, but there are other
trade as that of the Mother Country. I do not see how the branches which, I think, even the humblest intellect cau
hon. gentleman can object, in the present position of Canada clearly understand. Anyone who takes up the Public Ac-
as a commercial and manufacturing country, to our having counts eau see that oach Department costs from $24,000 to
a Minister of Trade and Commerce whose duties will be $150,000 a yoar. Those who have, as I have, watched for
altogether severed from those of the Minister of Finance. years the working of the Dopartments, find that so far from

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hear, hear. an attempt boing made, when a new Department je ereatod,toeoconomise iu any direction, the efforts of every subordi-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then we agrea. When nate-I spoak not of tho heads-are to enlarge the sphore

we come to discuss the other Bill, we can discuss how far of the Department as much as possible, and to make it as
the Departmonts of Customs and of Inland Revenue ought important, se far as expenditure is concerned, as possible.
te he under the Minister of Trade and Commerce, and how This new Minieter of Trade and Commerce will have hie
far they ouglit te bo amalgamated, with a viow of saving deputy, of course, and hie staff corresponding to hie position
oxpenso. lu the meautime, I amn very glad to flnd that and Department.

on. gentlemen opposite think we ought to have thiDe- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I id not
partirent. It is said thore will hc a largo staff. I do not SrJH .MCOAD adnt
cee that follows. There muet ho a deputy, and oeef the Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I did not understand the hon. gn-
deputy heads of the Cuetome or Inland Revenue Depart- tiemant aRnse oMy hon. friend ased hi I s defre the
mont will meet ikely bo appointed te tint office. Thon, as du ies. e answered that the name dfined the dutes. That
there is not very mucl dopartmhntal work for the Minister remind me of the story of a gentleman who asked what the
of Trade and Coýmmerce, ho need not have a large clerical duties of au archdeacon wcre. IlWhy," was the answer
staff, He can utilise the officcrd of the Customi and se given, r a fean arcbdeaco f is a man who performs archidieconal
Excise at headquarters, aud I believe that tho reenît cf functions." I oppose thiS Chang chiey becase I eliove
putting tiose two branches of the public service under thc it will add very largely, yearly, to the exponses of tho
control of tie Department cf Trade and Commerce will ho country. My short experiece bas taug t me that, rso soo
that the amount of clerical staff eau ho groatly decreased as a departmont5 y eacated, whother it be a new dopart-
at headquartors. With foparato deputy bonds, these tw ment, or a division of an existing Department, the two
Depnrtments of Custome and Inland Revenue are juet as divisions make haste te bring thoir expendituro up te an
muci severed from caci other as the Departmeuts cf amount equal t tint of any other Department. Thy seem
Customs and Justice. to think tina they wilr occupy an inferior position unles

Mr. MILLS. Net necossnriny. their expenditure je as great as the exponditure in the other
oDepartments. There may ho an advantage in having a

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are botebranches Minister of Trade and Commerce who will d hvote special
of the public revenue, and I blieve tat, with eue Minister attention tethat branci cf the service, but it seeme 1Iome
having the nbothunderhi supervision, havig them both we could have ad that witout incrcasing tieoxpenditure.
under hieyee ovory day, ho ea u arrange so that tis sever- The hen. gentleman could have merged the Departments of
ance, this complote severance mny be avoided, and that th Customs and Iniand Revenue into one; ho could have had a
number of clerks under those wo deprtm nts at hoead- Mnister f Revenue alone who would have control f bot
qupters ms ho considerably dirniised. If it je proved Inland Revenue and Cstomr. Tte-hon, gentleman thon
that the efficiency of the public service roquiros a large could have bad hie Minister cf Trade and Commerce, wio
clerical staff we muet have it, as the hon. gentleman knows would devote hiassîf te the higier branches, and te relieve

tha ere e i asnoerymchdeartentlwr o the Minister ofFncerm

t e a se osideration wh en compard e that portion of the wo k fro
wits efficiency; but I believe there eautho equal and in- which ho is te ho relieved. That could aordoue witout any
creased efficiency, whe those two Deparmets are under incretsh in th service. The Iwe staffs are thorethe one
on Minister, withas amount of cberical assistance, thau in the Inland Revenue, and the ther in the Csetomd.
under the presentsystem. Itis andexperiment. Wheher The on gentleman bas nt said whythat coursewanet
hon, gentlemen opposite or we ho in power, ilad evne ainterest adoptd. Lt is a simple eue, ene te wbich tiere eau be ne
cf every Administration t hetry and earn public applause,f objection. The hon, gentleman net having ffered any objec-
nothirg els, by au ecnomical and efficient administration tien tecil, I assume there are noue te.offer. The hen.

Mf affaire. No t ecesayt gentleman proposes tadopttheeysteefpp!utingUnder
offices with tee largo a staff of employés. B t te returu t Secrotaries of State. Se far as I am able te judge, 1 tiink a
what 1 was spenking of juet uow, I believo ittssseeoooti that diecio wul h e n eai srvce
cf putting those two great branches of revenue, foreigu and Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Tbar.
domesti , under the Minister e Tradoind Com nerce, will Mr. DAVIES (P..I.) But ted that the bongentleman
greatly tende tev effienay of those two hepartentsand oughetee reorganiso the wole service. If it were reorgaised
te he diminutione expese. as it ceuldph; if ho ad the firmatsehte put hiehandd-o the

Mr. DAVIy be(P.EI.)Thel io gentleman bas, I must work, ne man celd do ilbetter-frembis long exprience
say, rather kilflly ovaded the very pvicted question put by we will concede liat-a fewer number of Ministers weuld
the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Joues). He wi ed o carrywsn the work efficintlyovidedthoyiad a sufficiont
knw whether the ond gentleman b d fully considered thenum ber cfunder secrelaries. hiswouldgivegeodtraining
question ef expense, aud wether ho was prepared tgiveto Young mon, who, inslend ef being pitciforked jute the
this guse a statement eo what e increase would ho. Tie sente ef Cabinet Minieters, would bo put in ho subordinato
hou, gentlemanitroatsitoe questiond ea uxpnse very ligtly, positions of under secretaries. But thchon, gentleman bas
and intimates tant ho hopos te have efficiency but net net takin tnnt coursestreauld have carvediout six or
ecouomy. seven Departments hfatiate with si or seven Mfiiisters con-
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trolling them, and thon have his Under Secrotaries. The1
system he thinks a good one would be introduced, and there
would be no increase of expense. But it appears to me
that the hon. gentleman does not seem to care very much
whether the cost to the country is increased or not ; and, of
all times, it seems to me that this is the time whon our
energies may well be devoted to the reduction of the
expense, to the reduction of all unneccessary expense,
while, instead of that, propositions are made from day
to day the ultimate result of which can only be to
increase that expenditure without, as far as i can see, in-
creasing the efficiency of the service. I venture to say
that two years will not go over our heads without our find-
ing the new Minister having a complete staff, as my hon.
friend from Northumberland bas said, from the deputy head
to a doorkeeper, chief clerks, first-class élerks, and all the
officers who belong to one of the great Departments.
We were told a year or two ago, when the bon. gen-
tleman divided the Department of Publie Works and
Railways, that it was because we were engaged in the
construction of the Canadian Pacifie lRailway, and that
the magnitude of the work was such as to require the1
entire energy of one man and of one mind. There was
something to be said for that, and the louse agreed to the
proposition, and the Department of Railways was croated
and was separated from the Department of Publie Works.
The reason which existed then has ceased now, but is it
proposed to make those two Departmen ts into one? Not ut all.
The work connected with the Canadian Pacific Railway bas
ceased; the work whieh the new Minister was to supervise
and control is at an end. The hon. gentleman certainly bas
still to control the Intercolonial Railway, and some other
roads, but so h. had before the Departments were separated;
and I believe that the hon. gentleman who is at the bead of
that Department will not take the responsibility of saying
that after the Canadian Pacifie Railway is completed, one
Minister could not very well discharge the duties of
Publie Works and Railways and Canals. Our publie works
are not so large as they were, and I hope they will
not be as large as they were. There is no reason wby
those Departments should not be amalgamated, but we never
hear of any such proposition. A year or two ago, a small
Department-the Department of Marine and Fisheries-
was divided into two in order to give an office to somebody.
fias there been a decrease of expense in that Department ?
Not at ail. You find first-class clerks, and second-class
clorks, and so on, in each branch of that Department, and
the expenses have been largely increased. The hon. gen-
tleman has now bad an opportunity of reorganising the
whole system, and ho has great power in the House, and
great power with his supporters, to enable him to do that.
1 believe that he could very well reduce the number of
Ministers and of members of the Cabinet in creating Under
Secretaries of State, and largely reducing the public expon-
diture, but ho lias not done that. Instead of that, ho makes
a proposition which 'w ilI involve an increase of between
$30,000 and $40,000 a year. I have taken the trouble to
go over the expenditure on the Departments, and I find that
the average cost of each Department is between $54,000 and
$64,000, and I undertake to say that this new Department
will not be long before its cost is equal to the others.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman who leads
the Government has told the House that the ofMcers in the
Department of Customs and in the Department of Inland
Revenue are largely a reduplication of each other.

Sir JOHN &. MACDONALD. I did not say so. I said
they were largely administrative.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Ho said more than that. He
laid that many of the duties which were undertaken by the
ono might be discharged by the other. How does he pro-
prose to reduce the expenditure ? By merging these omces

under one Minister ? Not at all; but by putting one under
a Controller of Customs and the other under a Controller of
Inland Revenue. The distinction is to be kept up.
The distinct organisations are to be kept up. How
thon is ho going to bring about a diminution iu the exeense,
and to put an end to that duplication of offices wbich at
the present time is altogether unnecessary. I do not objeet,
as I have said, as we all on this side have said, to the hon.
gentleman having his Ministor of Trade and Commerce. We
think it is well to have a Minister of Trade and Commerce, if
you give him the duties of a Minister of Trade and
Commerce to attend te; and that will be quite
sufficient; but you should unite the duties of your
Minister of Customs and your Minister of Inland Revenue,
and have a Minister of Revenue. Lot him discharge the
duties which would devolve upon him. They are quite
sufficient, and they are distinct from the duties of a Minister
of Trade and Commerc. In that way, you may socure
economy by placing thoso two Departments under one
Minister, and by putting an end to unnecessary offices, and
to the salaries which now go to puy those unnocessary
offleors in the two Dopartments, which could be combined
in one, and the saving would supply you with the means te
pay the staff of the Minister of Trade and Commerce. We
have suggested to the hon. gentleman a way in which ho
may economise and may diminish tho number of' offices.
Tho hon. gentleman says that his provision is prac-
tically the same as the English provision for Under
Secretaries. I say it is not tho samo. The Under Socretary
in England has the samo duty as the senior officer to
dischargo. He is not a momber of' the Cabinet, but
bis administrative dutios cover the same ground as thoso
of bis senior. Ho takes a seat in one louse while his
senior takes his seat in the other. It is a mattor of con.
venience, and they are thero to explain their administra.
tion. They can do in England what wo cannot do bore.
Men in England do not refuse office because they cannot
afford to accept it, becauso they cannot accopt the small
salary which is attached. They are mostly men of fortune;
but how many mon bore could accept 82,000 or $3,000 a
year and discharge the duties of a subordinate Minister ?
Our circumstances are altogether difforent and require a
different policy to be pursued ; wo have adoptod a different
policy, we have acted upon a different policy, and the hon.
gentleman knows that bis proposition is not one to change
that policy and to introduce the English system, but is
merely one to increase the expense and te make the machine
of government more expensive, more unwieldy, and more
cumbrous thau il is ut prosent.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It seems to me that the
hon. gentlemen opposite ought to unite on some ground of
opposition. The hon. gentleman says he is opposed to
this, and believes that the English system would not apply
here. The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) says otherwise, and the hon. member for
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) sees a great deal of
merit in having young mon brought in as members of the
Government without their boing members of the Cabinet,
but ie thinks this is going to cause a great deal of expense.
He does not object to bringing in the subordinate members
of the Government. That cannot be hi eobjection, for ho
approves of that. Thon hie objection must be that a man
is called the Minister of Trade and Commerce inetead of
Ministor of Revenue. We will have the Minister of
Finance. You do net want te do away with the Minis-
ter of Finance ? Then, they do not object to the Minis-
ter of Trade and Commerce, and thon they desire
a Minister of Revenue, so they desiro three Ministers by
way of economy, while we only propose to have two.
We propose to have a Minister or Trade and Commerce-
that is one ; we propose to have a Minister of Finance-
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that is two. These hon. gentlemen propose three, but we
propose, instead of a third Minister, to have two subordi.
nate Ministers, and two of the hon. gentlemen opposite
approve of that course. The hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), the hon. member for
Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies) say : Yes, that is very good.
It is cumbrous, expensive and adding to the inefficiency
of the Department, says the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills). Well, gentlemen, settie it among yourselves, agree
upon it. In the meantime I believe we are introducing econ-
omy. The hon. gentleman says : Why do you not propose
to unite Publie Works and Railways ? We have not much
encouragement from hon, gentlemen opposite, when we
come down and propose to diminish the number of Ministers
when we are attempting to simplify a Department, and to
reduce the number of Cabinet Ministers. This is an attempt
to reduce the number of Cabinet Ministers, and to bring
forward the young talent of this House and enable them to
acquire training in the public service. It is of very great
importance indeed, that men should not at once step into the
more important offices of the Government, and at the same
time be members of the Cabinet, and potential in governing
the political destinies of the country, and the great ques-
tions connected with the Dominion as a whole. Now, it is
quite clear, if the Minister of Trade and Commerce is hon-
estly chosen for his ability, if he bas under his Department
the Inland Revenue and Customs, if he sees the work
under bis own eyes of these two branches of the public
service, he can at once discover where there is a redundancy
of employment, where there is an opportunity of uniting
the work in the same hand. The hon. gentleman says:
Well, there are two deputy heads in that important De.
partment of Marine and Fisheries. There must be, in order
to have efficiency, and an efficient classification of the work,
and you must have men specially adapted and trained.
Take for instance, the Department of Marine and Fisheries.
The officer who is in charge of the fisheries has got specific
duties to attend to, requiring special study, special aptitude
and attention to that branch, to look after the encouragement
of the fisheries, to look after the protection of rivers, to look
after the development of that great branch. Then the Minister
Marine bas got most multifarious duties connected with
navigation, with shipping, both on the great lakes and on the
greater ocean. These classifications are absolutely necessary,
and it is quite absurd to say that we are going to promote
efficiency by making, for instance, one man look after all
the questions arising in the Customs, and all the very diffi.
cult questions that arise with respect to the administration
of Excise. You must have special officers for both these
branches, and our proposition simply is that for each of
these branches there will he a political head who will be in
Parliament, and who will have special charge of each of
these classes. Depend upon it, this is a well meant attempt,
and I think will be a successful attempt, to carry out
increased efficiency and incieased economy as well.

Sir RIC.iARD CARTWRIGHT. I may take occasion
to remind the Firet Minister that I myself expressly stated,
in discussing bis remarks, that the system I should prefer
was that which was explained by the hon. member from
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), of largely reducing the num.
ber of Cabinet Ministers. I took occasion to say that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And the hon. gentle.
man knows that it is not an opinion of yesterday, that I
have expressed it in my place in Parliament on varions
occasions and at varions times; and that I thought the cir-
cumstances attending Confederation had caused a far greater
number of Cabinet Ministers than we need.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Quite truc.
SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I may say this to the
First Minister, that we have been discussing this matter, so
far, in a very fair and friendly spirit, I think, and if the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille), who bas devoted a great
deal ef attention te the working eof constitutional systems,
differs from me, or my hon. friend from Queen's, P.E f. (Mr.
Davies), I think it is quite proper that he should state lis
views.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, Certainly.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I do not think, when

we are taking this up in the fashion we are, that the on.
gentleman is quite fair in saying that there is a great
discrepancy of opinion between the hon. gentlemen on this
side. We are candidly and fairly giving the House our
opinions, and in that we are strictly in accordance with
our duties. But if there is a slight difference on the main
point, we are all agreed that we would like to see the num.
ber of the Cabinet largely reduced, and that je the point in
reality between us and the First Minister. However, so
much for that matter. The point to which I want to call
his attention is this: I heard him just now declare that he
wanted the Minister of Trade and Commerce to be able to
concentrate his whole mind and attention on those large
and broad questions affecting the trade and commeree of
the whole Dominion, which are becoming more and more
important every day. That was his contention. He did not
want him to have to do with the pounds, shillings and pence
side of the question. He stated that; I took down his words
at the time. Now, I may say it appears to me tirat if he is
head of the Department of Customs and the Department of
Inland Revenue, of necessity an enormous number of ques.
tions will arise which will have to be referred to that hesd,
that they will occupy his time very much, to the erclusion
of the larger duties which the hon. gentleman desireas to
assign to him. The inferior membere in the Administration
who are specially charged with the administration of the
Department, will find themselves unable to decide these
questions without an appeal to the Minister, whether he be
Minister of Trade and Commerce or whether he be Minieter
of Finance; and if the hon. gentleman's object be, as he
says it is, that the Department of the Minister of Trade and
Commerce should give special attention to the larger ques-
tions, the mere fact of bis being the official head of Inland
Revenue and Customs will, I think, greatly interfere with
his discharging that function. The President of the
Board of Trade, although I do not know that ho is
quite as important an officiai in the British Cabinet as the
hon. gentleman proposes to make this officer, is obliged,
if my memory serves me, to keep in constant communica-
tion with all the numerous representative commercial
bodies thronghout the kingdom, and he is obliged also to
keep a special eye over the consuls and foreign commerce of
the country. Those are his two chief functions, they occupy
him fully. In Canada we have not got so much foreign
commerce as yet-although I hope that, in course of time,
it will attain to a much larger development -as to exact
the same engrossing attention. But as the hon. gentleman
knows, we have an enormous number of cases submitted to
the Minister of Customs and the Minister of Inland R ivenue,
in the nature of appeals and pleas for remission, and pleas
for consideration, and all that kind of thing, Now, my
opinion is that these will come, in the vast majority of
cases, to be decided by the officer of Trade and Commerce,
and if you make him the head of that Department that he
will find that they will absorb almost his whole time and
attention.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say in the first
place that I quite appreciate the spirit in which the hon.
gentlemen opposite have approached this question. They
are really assisting the Government by their advice in dis.
cussing the measure, and my remark was merely a good-
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natured chaif across the floor about differing opinions of universal suffrage to be discussed, and also the large
among gentlemen who, politically, are known to be associ- question of pensions and superannuations. The pruning
ated, but it l quite right that in a question of this kind in knife should be applied there, and it is necessary to consider
which the whole House are interested, every hon. member how this is to be done. There was no one subject more agi.
on both sides should express his opinion. The hon. gentle- tated before the people than the question that this country
man points out that the attention of the Minister of Trade is too much governed. What was meant by that was that
and Commerce will be greatly taken up by the number of we had too many legislators.
questions that will arise in the Oustoms Department, as well
as in the Inland Revenue Department. But the hon. gen. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I really must rise to a
tleman muet remember that the Minister although not a point of order. The hon, gentleman is not speaking to the
Cabinet Minister is, so far as the publie is concerned, a third clause. He is speaking on every possible subject. We
member of the Cabinet, and his decisions will be just as are in committee, and hon. members should only discuse
binding as if he were a Cabinet Minister and called the the clause before it,
Minister of Customs. The Department will be under his Mr. MILLS. The right hon. gentleman bas discussed the
supervision and control. The Mnister of Trade and Com- general principle, and ho undertook to reply to me after we
merce will have the supervision of those two Departments, were in committee.
and he will have the controllers of the two Departmente
under his management. Mr. BURDETT. I was saying that the pruning knife

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentle- should be applied. I understand that a larger number of

man ermit me to read him a hrase in the clause, which new mombers were roturned to this House at the last elec.
man prm me to ra hlm a pas tion than to any other Parliament since Confederation,is vory fuli and very strong. It says: which is to my mind a clcar indication that the people

"Any duty or power assigned to the Controller of Oustoms or the desire a different order of things, possibly not a change of
Controller of Inland Revenue shall be performed or exercised subject Governmont, but a different management of public affaire ;
to the direction and control of the Minister of Trade and Oommerce." and if there was one pledge given by the candidates to the
Those gentlemen will be, therefore, practically in the electors more frequently and more vehemontly than anothor
position of inferior officers, subordinate officers, Under it was the pledge that they would aid in every possible way
Secretaries or what you will, to the Minister of Trade and to secure economy in the public service. I fbund since I
Commerce. That is the intention of the Government, I came here every ingonuity used to devise means to increase
suppose ? the expenditure ; wu have increased the number of senators

and it is now proposed to incroase the members of the Gov-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is so. But the bon. ernment under one guise and another. It is idie to argue-

gentleman will remember that the Chancellor of the on the ground of economy that you can increase the num.
Exchequer in England never las Oustoms or Inland ber of officiais in the Government. I should like to know
Revenue cases brought before him; they are all dealt with when the right hon. gentleman has ever introduced such a
by other officers, although he is nominally at the head of moasure during his political caror and bas not urged that
the whole fiscal system. However, in order to meet the it was introduced with a view of economy, and I should
view of the hon, gentleman on that point I will consider it like to know any one case in which such measure did not
in the other Bil whether-because, to a certain extent, all increase the public expenditure. I think the object of the
reorganisation muet be tentative and experimental-I can Bill could be attained in a difforent way. If it is desired to
insert a clause that those two Departments shail be under have a Minister of Trade aud dommerce, unite the offices
the control of the Minister of Trade and Commerce or un- of Minister of Castoms and Minister of Inland Revenue un-
der any other head that the Governor in Council might der one head, and place this office under another head. That
order. would be a satisfactory arrangement. I am not aware that

Mr. BURDETT. It is to be regretted that a measure of any of the Ion. gentlemen are ovorworked, for they appear
this importance las been brought forward so late in to enjoy ample leisure; they tako rest, and they visit their
the Session. As the leader of the Government has intimated friends, and travel thi same ai other people do. They are
that we should forward the business as much as possible not, therefore, overworked, and those two positions could be
by making our speeches as short as possible to hasten united under a Minister of Trade and Commerce in the way
prorogation, I would respectfully suggest that this meas. I have indicated. Thon, if it is desired to have a Solicitor
ure should be allowed to stand over until next Session, in Genral-and I should think it is hardly desirable under
order that members may ascertain what are the views of existing circumstances-unite the offices of Minister of
the people in regard to it, and whether they consider It will Railways and Minister of Public Works. The cause for the
benefit the country or not. I think that would be the pro- separation of thoso two positions having passed away, thero
per action to take. I see no necessity to have this measure is no reason why they should not be united, and have a
passed this Session and before the country las expressed Solicitor General to occupy one of those positions without
its opinion upon it, because the Bill provides that it need increasing the expenditure. For my part, I am opposed to
not be. brought into force until a later period. It is still having undorstrappers in the Government or anywhere
more important, in my judgment, that this measure should else. Any man in the Government should bo in
be postponed, because other matters which are more urgent the Cabinet and bear hie share of responsibility for the
and which are forcing themselves on the attention measures of his Department ; and when charges of misman-
of the country, should be discussed and should occupy the agement were brought against his Department he should
attention of the House. The first in importance is that of not ba able to screon himself behind a subordinate officer,
commercial union with the United States-unrestricted who would be used as a scape-goat, in time of need, to bear
trade with our neighbors. That question is now agitating their sins into the wilderness of public obliquy. I entirely
the country, and it muet neocessarily occupy the attention of object to that system. If it is necessary to have such changes
this House. The right hon. gentleman may smile if he secs as have been suggested, abolish the useles and expousive
fit, but there is such a feeling in the country, there is so office of High (3ommissioner to England. The reasons
much uneasiness in regard to the way in which public affaire given for creating that office have proved to have no founda.
are being managed, there is such a feeling of gloom prevail- tion, and that office should be abolished and this new office
ing that thora may be a political revolution in this land of Minister of Trade and Commerce created in its place, if
before many years have passed. Then there is the question it is absolutely nocessary. We were told that if a High



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 10
Commissioner were appointed in London, our financial ar- Inland Revenue Department last year had no less than nine
rangements would be conducted by him; but we find this first-class clerks, and so it will go in the new Department
Session that a payment of $29,000 has been made to one all the way down the gamut to the doorkeeper. He has
gentleman for putting through a loan. We were also told omitted the private secretary, but he must know that the
that we would save the expense of Ministers going to and Minister of Trade and Commerce will have a private
fro between here and England so frequently. But they have secretary, and so it will go all the way through. I think
gone more frequently, and it is apparent that that office the hon. gentleman will find that my estimate for the extra
could be very con veniently abolished, As the Finance Minister amount is a very moderate one.
was brought back by the party because it was absolutely ne-
cessary to do so to prevent the storm breaking over the heads On section 4,
of the Government, why not retain him here and let that use-
less office of High Commissioner go by the board ? From r RCHlARD CARTWRIGHT. I should say that the
the position taken by him here, it is manifest that the fourth clause was ont of place in connection with the
political life of the Governmont would be very short with. Department ofTrade and Commerce.
out him. It is useless to have all these offices, and if the Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. That clause was put in
United States can manage with five Ministers I fail to most of the Acts with regard to the Departmonts, in 1867,
understand why we cannot do with a like number. 1 know and I think it should be put in here, expecially as it can do
it has long been the practice to refer to English precedents no harm.
for an excuse, when English precedents will answer the
purpose, but why should we not go te a country which is Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It was put in at a time when
nearer to us, and has a system more like our own in this the whole business of the Government was tentative. Now
direction-a country from which we can draw a useful the hon. gentleman has been for the greater portion of
example of economy in the management of public offices. twenty years at the head of the Government, and surely
It is said that this Minister of Commerce would look the period of tentative government ought by this time to
after the shipping of our country, but I have been be over; we ought by this time to be able to settle dowa to
enquiring among thoso of the Maritime Province members a proper system of institutional Iaw and decide what are
whom I know, and they all tell me that the policy of the precise functions of the various Departments. We had
this Government has driven the shipping from their coasts the Department of Indian Affairs in the Interior, and now
-that it has destroyed their shipping trado. As far as the tho hon. gentleman has transferred it to the Presidency of
Solicitor G-encral is concerned, it appears to me, from the the Council. There was the Police Department, which was
large amount of law feos which are now paid to friends of put under the Secretary of State, and afterwards under the
the Government outside, that such an officer is not nocess. Minister of Justice, but is now under the Presidency of the
ary; but if he will do all the work which is donc by these Council. So these various duties, instead of being indicated
outside gentlemen, to whom enormous and extravagant fees by being placed under a particular officer, are made to trave 1
are paid, it may pay to appoint him, and unite the other from one Department to the other, so that the name of a
two offices as I have i ndicated. I would urge upon the Department is no indication of the functions it is discharging.
Minister that he should permit this matter to stand over The hon. gentleman takes powcr in this Bill to transfer
until next Session so that we may ascertain in the mean- those duties, which are so proporly indicated by the name,
time what the feelings of the people are on the subject. He to another Dapartment of the Government-to, say, the Min-
may feel the pulse of the people through the press or at the ister of Justice, the Secretary of State or the President of
bye elections, and, as there is no urgency in the matter, I the Council. It seems to me that if it is proper to create a
hope he will postpone the measuro until next year. I Minister of Trade and Commerce, to discharge the duties
think that in the meantimo hon. gentlemen could better which devolve upon a Minister of Trade and Commerce,
employ their time in applying the pruning knife to the there is no necessity to travel those duties on circuit from
prosent extravagant and inefficient officers under the one Department to another.
Government, than by adding new offices at an increased Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It occurs to me that thecost to the people. clause is a valuable one. It gives the Government power,

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) The han. gentleman has said if any particular branch happens technically to be under

that, in all Probabilit no other officer under the ead of one Department, to transfer it to another, and the hon.
tha i ailmP proilty ne other office ande t head gentleman has himself given an instance of the kind. Hethe Dopartment would be necessary, except a deputy head. mentioned that the Mounted Police were under the Depart-Why thon does he take power by this clause to appoint a ment of Justice, which is, perhaps, the proper place, as theynumber of these other officers ? He is taking that power are police officers. But the Minister of Justice of that day,because he knows it will be found necessary to have these in the Government of hon. gentlemen opposite, did not likeother officers and clerks. I don't know whether the hon. that arrangement, and ho transferred the Mounted Policegentleman was serious-he seemed to be speaking in a rather to the Department of the Socrotary of State. Then it washumorous way at the timue-whon he said that the pro- thought that the Mounted Police should be under the De-position advanced from this side of the House would cost artment that has to deal with the Indians, and with thethe country more than the one he proprosed. Lot us take indian movements, because the police force is really therothe figures and see. Now we pay 07,000 a year to a Minister to restrain the wild Indiaas of the west. The hon. gentle.of Customs and the samo amount to a Minister of Inland man's instance shows the value of this clause which, at allRevenue. The hon. gentleman proposes to roduce thom to events, can do no harm.85,000, calling them respectively Controller of Oustoms and
Controller of Inland Revenue. Then there will bo the On section 5,
Minister of Trade and Commerco at $7,000, and a Deputy
Minister at $3,200, making $20,200 as against $ 14,000, which Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I would ask the hon. gentleman
is the amount now paid. Daes any hon. gentleman in this if he really thinks this clause is necessary ? There is such
louse, much less the right hon. gentleman himself, believe a provision with respect to the other Departments, but it is

that the deputy head of such a departmnt-a personage of not carried out. fere we are just verging on the close
mach more roal importance than the political head, will of the Session, and we have been looking for the Fish-
not have his chief clerk ? Of course ho will have a first- eries report day after day for twenty-one days, but it has
clas clerk and second-class clerks. We know that the not been distributed. For my own part I do not expect to

Mr. BumiT,
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get it, though perhaps we may get it as a present just when
we are going home.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Or get it after you go home.
Sir JOH N A. MACDONALD. I wish to insert a clause

here to provide that the Bill shall not take effect until it is
brought into force by proclamation.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is not a measure of urgency
thon ? Botter let it stand till next Session.

Amendment agreed to.

On section 6,
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I see that the hon, gentleman

provides for the appointment of a deputy, but no provision
is made for the salary of that officer.

Committee rose and reported progress.

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURTS ACT.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 111)
to amend the Sapreme and Exchequer Courts Act, and to
make better provision for the trial of claims against the
Crown.-(Mr. Thompson.)

(In the Committe'e)
On section 3,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Does the hon, gentleman intend

to transfer to the Exchoquer Court the exclusive jurisdic-
tion in every case, so that the Supreme Court shall cease to
be a court of original jarisdiction in any respect?

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is not necessary to go into a

discussion of the general principle of the Bill now, but 1
think it is certainly not an improvement on the existing
means for the administration of justice. The Supreme Court,
besides being a court of appeal, is a court of original juris-
diction as an Exchequer Court, and 1 think the public would
have been botter served and satisfied if the hon, gentleman
had allowed that jurisdiction to continue, and, if he thought
necessary, had appointed an additional judge to the Supreme
Court. Under the Bill there will be a great many impor-
tant matters to be tried in a court consisting of one judge,
and almost every case will be followed by an appeal. The
hon, gentleman, I am satisfied, has taken a retrogressive
step in proposing this change.

Mr. THOMPSON. I would remind the hon. gentleman
that Exchequer cases are now tried by only one judge.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What is the objection to the
course proposed by the hon. member for Bothwell of increas-
ing the number of the Supreme Court judges, if necessary,
and maintaining the Exchequer Court as it is at present.

Mr. THOMPSON. It would be directly contrary to the
principle of this Bill, and open to these objections. In the
first place, we would have no distinct tribunal, but we would
have seven judges, each of whom would be charged with
E xchequer business ; and there would be this additional
disadvantage, that all the Exchequer Court business of the
Dominion would be concentrated in the city of Ottawa. It
would be practically. impossible for the Supreme Court
jadges, discharging appellate duties, also to travel ail over
the country to take evidence on petitions of right; but the
judge under the Bill will go to the points where it is most
convenient to take evidence.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The judges of the Supreme
Court of the United States have jurisdiction as Circuit Court
judges. The whole United States is divided up into circuits,
one of the judges of the Supreme Court is united with the
District Court judge on every circuit. 1 can see no diffi-

liq

oulty in dividing up canada into circuits, and the Supreme
Court judges going over the country in the same way.
That would meet the objection of the hon. gentleman, and
he would accomplish all ho proposes to accomplish, so far
as the board of arbitrators are concerned, if ho would
subordinate that board to the Supreme Court in its Exche-
quer capacity.

Mr. THOMPSON. In the «United States there are Circuit
Court judges of the Supreme Court, who are not the judges
who sit to hear appeals.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman is mistaken.
There aré two courts in the United States besides the
Supreme Court-the Circuit Court and the District Court.
The District Court judge sits with the Supreme Court judge
in the Circuit Court. The hon. gentleman is altogether
mistaken in supposing that the judges of the Supreme Court
of Appeal do not also sit as Circuit Court judges.

Mr. THOMPSON. I think I am not mistaken at all. But
the question is not material to the present argument. If
Parliament will give me anything like the staff, considering
our territory, that the United States Supreme Court has,
and is willing to bear the expense, my objection will be
removed.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There is no difficulty about the
expense.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). There would not be
any more expense than in the system proposed in this
Bill. The objection of the hon. the Minister of Justice
would have weight were there too few judges in the Su-
preme Court to do the business required. But as he pro-
poses to croate another judge, any objection on that score
disappears. The additional judge, which he proposes to
name, ho might add to the Supremo Court, instead of giving
him special jurisdiction, and any one of the judges of the
Supreme Court could then exercise in the Exchequer Court
the special jurisdiction under this Bill, without interfering
with the business of the Supreme Court. I cannot under-
stand the objection to employ one of the judges of the
Sapreme Court in these cases. In the Province of Quebec
we have the Court of Queen's Bench, which has an origi-
nal jurisdiction and an appellate jarisdiction-original in
criminal matters, and appellate in other matters, and
no difficulty arises. Some difficulty did occur until a
few years ago, owing to the fact that the number of judges
was insufficient, but since the appointment of an additional
judge the court of original jurisdiction and the court of
appellate juriediction may be held at the same time. There
is no reason why the same cannot be done here. Further,
if you appoint one judge to deal solely with one kind of
business, you cannot expect to obtain the services of so able
a man as if you were to appoint an additional judge to the
Supreme Court. The hon. the Minister of Justice says
there is an objection to taking away a judge from the
Supreme Court; but this has been going on whenever the
Exchequer Court is held. I have seen a judge of the
Supreme Court occupied at the Exchequer Court in a case
which took up three and a half months of his time. I have
no objection to the plan of handing over the business of
official arbitrators to a regular court. That suggestion was
made by the leader of the Opposition when the Bill of last
year was introduced, a Bill very different from the present
one. The leader of the Opposition then suggested, as an
improvement to the Bill of the Government, that it would be
botter, instead of appointing a special court of arbitrators,
to give the duties of arbitrators to the Exchequer Court. I
do not see why this plan should not be adopted.

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not eee the slighest advantage
in such a scheme, and the hon. gentleman has not given
any reason in its favor. He has merely stated that it has
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occurred to his own mind that the plan would be a good
one, without stating why it would be preferable to the one
proposed. He thinks my objection to it was badly taken,
because the judges at present go on circuit and hear
petitions of right. So they do, and, as far as their appellate
duties are concerned, no great itIconvenience bas resulted.
We are, however, transferrirg to them all the duties of the
board of arbitrators, and instead of having one of them
occasionally going on circuit as at present, we shall have at
least three of them engaged permanently in circuit duties.
If, on the other hand, we give the Exchequer Court business
to one judge, ho shall have no appeal duties to discharge.
We wculd not do botter by giving him a thousand dollars
more and compelling him to hear appeals likewise. A great
advantage will be obtained, as regards cortainty of practice
and speedy despatch of business, by placing all this kind of
business in the bands of one judge, instead of having to
inconvenience the judges of the Supreme Court by asking
them to deal with those cases, when they have many other
important duties to attend to.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebee). If one judge is able to
attend to all this work, I do not see why an additional
judge in the Supreme court would not bo sufficient also for
the work. if it is expected that one judge alone will be able
to attend to those duties, I do not see why an additional
judge, who would be a member of the Supreme Court, would
not be able to attend to them, and he would, besides, have
the assistance of the other judges when they have leisure,
which very often happons ; whereas, under this Bill, ho
would have no assistance at all. This will entail the noces-
sity of appointing jnore judges hercafter, as one judge will
not be enough to exorcise the jurisdiction. Either the busi.
ness of the court will be neglected, or it will be necessary
to increase the number.

Mr. THOMPSON. The addition of one judge to the Su-
preme court would not meet the case, lie would be clothed,
not only with Exchequer Court jurisdiction and duties, but
with appeal duties likewise. fHe would have as much to
do in the Court of Appeals as the present judges, yet you
would expect him to discharge all the Exchequer Court
business and all the business of the Dominion arbitrators.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There are one or two difficulties
which the Minister of Justice can hardly have considered.
if you have but one judge, ho must befamilar with both lan.
guages, as ho would have to hold his court in Quebec as well
as in the other portions of the Dominion. No matter what
eminence ho may have attained at the bar, it is absolutely
necessary he should speak French as well as English.

Mr. AMYOT. We have any number of men who know
both languages.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). So you have, and that means the
judge must be taken from the Province of Qnebec. The bon.
gentleman wiil see when he, through necessity, must take a
judge from the Province of Quebec to discharge the duties of
judge of the E xchequer Court, he could strengthen thejudi-
ciary of that court, to far as Quebec is concerned, by making
him a judge of the Supreme Court, because thon you would
have tbroe judges in the Supreme Court acquainted with the
Quebec civil law where you have only two to-day. That
would be a considerable advantage. The hon. gentleman
says it will require three judges to discharge these duties,
but il yon appoint one in a separate court and he alone is
able to discharge them, I do not see the force of his state-
ment.

Mr. THOMPSON. At present there is a rota of duties
in the Supreme Court in relation to Exchequer business,
and suitors can only expect the judges of the Supreme Court
to take Exchequer business in the intervals when they are
not called on to perform their other duties. For that reason,

Ma. THOmPsoN.

if we require all the judges to do duty in the Appeal Court,
we can only take the intervals of their time between appeal
terms for the other business, and it would require more
than these intervals to dispose of all the Exchequer business.

On section 1,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I do net propose te reopen the dis-

cussion, as the bon, gentleman insists upon proceeding with
his Bih, but, suppose this new judge cannot act in the case
of illness, as the whole jurisdiction is withdrawn from the
Court of Exchequer, what provision is to be made ?

Mr. THOMPSON. That is provided for. He appoints a
deputy judge.

Mr. DAVIES. You do not utilise the judges of the
Supreme Court ?

Mr. THOMPSON. No.

On section 15,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I see that notice bas been

given of the introduction of a Bill by the Minister of
Customs. Of course, I do not know what that is to be, but
i was wondering whether ho was contemplating the adoption
of some suggestions which were offered last year, as to the
reference of questions of Customs seizures to a judicial de-
cision, instead of leaving them as at present.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Does the bon. gentleman
ask whether the Customs decisions are to be referred to this
court?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Last year there was a good
deal of discussion on this point, and the bon. member for
Glengarry at that time, following my bon. friend from
Chateauguay (Mr. Holton), suggested that, in questions of
seizures, after the goods had passed out of the charge of the
Government, the duties having been paid, the recourse
must be had then, not by way of appeal from the decision
of the Customs Department, but at the instance of the Cas-
toms themselves, in order to recover the goods in the court,
and that there should ho something like there is on the
other side of the line in reference to that matter; and ho
said that if the Minister of Custorns did not introduce a
Bill looking in that direction this year, ho would feel it
incumbent on him to do it himsolf. Of course, the thon
member for Glengarry, whether ho bas felt it incumbent
on him or not, is, unfortunately for him and, perhaps, for
the country, not now in a position to introduce such a
measur. The Minister of Customs bas given notice of a
Bill to amend the Customs Act, and I was anxious to know
whether ho proposes to cover that point, because it is not
covered in this Act,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, it is not. I rather
think my hon. friend the Minister of Justice will carry on
this Bill on the lines ho now proposes. The Minister of
Customs bas now under consideration the question whether,
in his measure, ho will throw that additional jurisdiction
on this court. That is at this moment under consideration.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If the jirisdiction is limited
as it is in this Act, could the Minister of Customs afterwards
do that?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend the
Minister of Justice says ho could.

Mr. DA.VIES (P.E.[.) The hon.gentleman seems to have
changed the phraseology somewhat. The old jurisdiution
clause provided that there should ho jurisdiction in regard
to any claim against the Crown or any offleer of the Crown.
Does the hon. gentleman know that, in England, it is cus-
tomary to sue the Crown by suing the officers of the Crown
-the Secretary of State for instance. I suggest that those
words ought to be put in, because there are many suite
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which must be brought against officers of the Crown in Bill on the part of some of bis constituents, as well as
England and cannot be brought against the Crown itself. on the part of a considerable portion of my constituents.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. This Bill deals with a very important question. It
proposes to bar the Richelieu River by a dam at the head

After Recess. of the rapids which are situated between the town of St.
John's and Iberville. If the dam is built, the consequences

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READING. migiht be very serions to the riparian owners above
the dam. They have sent petitions against this measure,

Bill (No. 98), to incorporate the Dominion Oil Pipe which wore presented to this House a few days ago by My
Lino and Manufacturing Company.-(Mr. Moncrieff.) hon. friend, and some by myself, and those petitions were

covered by numerous signatures. It is true that a petition
has beon presented to Parliament in favor of the passage

ST. JOHN'S AND IBERVILLE HYDRAULIC MANU- of this Bill, but I noticed that it was signed only by the
FACTURING COMPANY. promoters of the Bill. Three years ago, I think, an exami-

nation was made of the Richelieu River, by order of the
Mr. COURSOL moved the second reading of Bill (No. Government, and it was then asceortained that there existed

119) to grant certain powers to the St. John's and Iberville between Lake Champlain and St. John's, a distance of about
Hllydraulic and Manufacturing Company. 25 miles, a difference of level of only four inches and a half.

Mr. BOURASSA. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, before the Well, every one can easily understand that the least obstruc-
question is put for the second reading of this Bill I desire tion in that river will raise the water for a long distance
to make a few remarks to the Hose on this Bestion. I upwards. Already, when the waters are high in the early

t make an f e r i s tlae, the flouse on this quest in spring, a large tract of land is flooded by the water. It ismuet say, in the first place, that not ene land owner having estimated that between 2 0,000 and 30,000 acres of good farma river irontage on tho Rcheieu River lias ever addressed land are flooded in this way. In some years the water is
a petition or a demand et any kind te this Hlouse in favor hge hni te eradte h adi loe ni
of this measure. On the contrary, we have learned that higher than i other year, and thon the land is f oodd un nly
nearly ail the river proprietors were ready te sign petitiens ais 1late as the latter part of Juno, se that the farmers eau on ly
gneayal the aioer propriets if thadto sgn beton, sow their grain in the first days of July, when it is too late

agaist the adoption of this Bill. If that has not been done, to sow anything but buckwheat. They fear that if this
it is ow g to the fact that we have only roecived this Bill company is allowel to dam the river, a portion of their
to-day. 'The petitions which were sent hre in favor of this land will remain flooded during a much lon er period.
Bill have been drafted from the notices given by the com- They have consequently asked me, and my hon. friend from
pany, and the Bill was sent in tco late to allow of petitions St. John's, to look after this matter, and to offer, in theiragainst its adoption being sent bore before its second read- name, opposition to this Bill. I now take this opportunity
ing. I behieve, however, that if proper time had been of calling the attention of the Government, and more
allowed, these petitions would have been signed by seven- particularly of the Minister of Public Works, to thiseighths of the proprietors having a river frontage on River question. The object of this Bill is mainly to secure aRichelieu, on River du Sud, on Pike River, on Missisquoi water power. No doubt the establishment of water powers
Bay, against the passage of this Bill. After theexprience we there would be a public benefit; but, at the same time, ashave had, the hon. member for Iberville (Mr. Béchard), the the interests of so many people in regard to lande mi iht behon. member for Missisquoi (Mr. Clayes), and myself, we affected by this Bill, those interests ought not to be o nogbected.eau certify that if this measure is adopted it will entail y
great losses on the river proprietors by causing their lands rapids, and people complained that, at e ring hfoods, theyto be almost constantly flooded. The promoters of the Bill caused the water to remain over their lan longer than pre-pretend that they will favor navigation by keeping the low viously. Those weirs were removed, and since that timewater level two feet higher than what it is now. And at the people say the state of things ha@ much improved. OldSt. John they say that they will thus aid the Government members of Parliament, and the Minister of Public Works,in protecting navigation. I can assure this House that will remember that, on a everal occasions, I called the atten-there are no less than 25,000 or 30,000 acres of land on tion of the Government to this subject, upon the complaintwhich a crop is nover put in except at times when the of the riparian owners, who still contend that the piers ofwater is quite low. e have the experience of our fore- the railway bridge belonging to the Central Vermont Rail-fathers on this point. In years gone by, fisheries had been way as well as the piers of the wharf buil t by that companybuilt near the St. John's Rapids, which raised the water alongside their bridge, prevent to a considerable degree thefrom li feet to two feet. Well, as long as these fisheries flow of the water in spring. But when they beard thatwere there, the proprietors were unable to get the value this newly formed compa intended to have a dam erectedof 25 cents on any acre of the lands which were oat the head of the rapi s at St. John'a, this increasedfloodeda We succeoded in having these fisheries removed ; their fears. Tnis Bill is a very important one, andthose lands were restored to cultivation, and regained their it cannot pass this House without the consent of the Gov-original value. I am satisfied that if the hon. Ministers who ernme nt, but I will not take any steps to-night to preventcompose the Government were perfectly informed of the the Bill ng to some standing committee, I supi se thereal state of things, they would never have allowed this Bi l Private oils Committee, because I am sure the use isto be brought before the House, or, at least, thAy would not not now prepared to give an oinion upon it as there is ahave allowed its second reading. I hope the House will question of engineering involvp that will probabl decidenot allow it to go any fnrther. I will not move that this i question can be discassed thorougly onlyBill be rejecte:1, because it is not customary to do so with in committee, I repeat that I will not take any stopsregard to private Bills; but I think the Government have against it at this sta e, but I aga call the attention of thethe right to act as they think best, and if they can see their Minister of Publie orks to if and te its probable effect.
way to it they will confer an immense favor on the countiesd oitprblefec*
which I have named, and which have an interest in not Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. My attention was called tohaving this Bill adopted; and 1 will resume my seat in the this Bill some few days ago, and I was informed that itshope that justice will be done to the river proprietors. promoters outside of Parliament had obtained from the

Mr. BÉlCHARD. As my hon. friend from St. John's Local Legislature of Quebec at its last Session an Act of
(Mr. Bourassa) has said, there is strong opposition to this incorporation, but that the company came here to seure
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powers they could not obtain from that Legislature, viz.,
to deal with the waters of the River Richelieu and lace a
dam acrosa the river. The matter was stated to me y one
of the promoters, perhaps the most prominent promoter,
and ho thought that the objections that were beîng made
to the proposed improvement would not be pressed when
the true position of affairs became known. Upon receiving
that information I did not go into the details with that
gentleman, but I told him that, perhaps, it would be botter
for his company to get the Bill before this House, and after
having it read the second time defer it until next Session
when it could be reintroduced. I do not know what the
promoters of the Bill will do ; but it is not customary for
this House to reject a Bill at its second reading when it
relates to a matter of this kind, and, therefore, I would
suggest to the two hon. members, whose counties will be
affected by it, that they adopt the course they seem disposed
to adopt, that is to allow the Bill to go to the committee.
They will no doubt take care that the engineering difficulties
and all other matters are carefully considered, and I am
sure the members of the committee will give it all the
attention it deserves, because it certainly affects the vested
interests of'a large number of riparian proprietors in those
two counties. Under these circumstances I will not oppose
the second reading.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 102), to amend the Act respecting the Pontiac
Pacific Junction Railway.-(M r. Bryson.)

Bill (No. 118), respecting the Guelph Junction Railway
Company.-(Mr. Innes.)

Bill (No. 124) respecting the Ontario Pacific Railway
Company.-(Mr. Rykert.)

Bill (No. 125) to incorporate the Manufacturers' Acci-
dent Insurance Company.-(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 132) to further amend the Act respecting the
Canada Atlantic Railway Company.-(Mr. Perley, Ottawa.)

Bill (No. 133) respecting the Manitoba South-Western
Colonisation Railway.-(Mr. Haggart.)

Bill (No. 131) respecting the Nova Scotia Permanent
Benefit Buildin Society and Savings Fund (from the
Senate).-(Mr. upper.)

Bill (No. 134) to enable the St. Martin's and Upham
Railway Company to sell its railway and property.-(Mr.
Skinner.)

Bill (No. 128) to enable the Western Canada Loan and
Savinge Company to extend their business, and for other
purposes (from the Senate).-(Mr. McCarthy.)

RELIEF OF MARIE LOUISE NOEL.
Mr. SMALL moved the second reading of Bill (No. 108)

for the relief of Marie Louise Noel.
House divided:

Messieurs
Armstrong, Bickey,
Bain (Wentworth), Hudspeth,
Baker, Jamieson,
Bowman, Lang,
Boyle, Livingaton,
Brien, Macdonald (Sir John),
Brown, Macdonald (Huron),
Bryson, MacDowall,
Burdett, McCarthy,
Campbell (Kent), McOu ca)
Cargill, Mco d (Victoria),
Charlton, McDougald (Pictou),
Clayes, MeLelan,

Sir icEToR LANGEcVIN.

Robertson (Hastings),
Robertson (Shelburne),
Roome,
Ros,
Scarth,
Semple,
Shakespeare,
Shanly,
Bkinner,

Bmall,
Smith (Ontario),
Somerville,
Stevenson,

Oockburn,
Daly,
Davin,
Edwards,
Eisenhauer,
ElUs,
Fisher,
Foster,
Freeman,
Gillmor,
Guillet,
Haie,
Hall,

Amygot,
Audet,
Béchard,
Bernier,
Bourassa,
Burns,
Cameron,
Oasgrain,
Chapleau,
Ohisholm
Ohoquette,
Colby,
Oouglin,
Coursoî,
couture,
Ourran,
Dawson,

Mclillan (Huron),
Mcmullen,
MoNeil,
Mallory,
Mar,

aisson,
Mille (Bothwell),
Moffat,
Montagne,
O'Brien,
Perley (Ottawa),
Porter,
Putnam,
Reid,

NAYs:

Messieurs
De St. Georges,
Desauiniers.
Deesaint,
Dupont,
Perguson (Welland),
Gauthier,
Gigault,
Girouard,
Godbout,
Grandbois,
Guay, '
Guilbault,
Holton,
Joncas,
Kenny,
Labrosse,

Taylor,
Trow,
Tupper (Pictou),

Ty, itt,
Wallace,
Ward,
Watson,
Weldon (St. John),
White (Oardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilson (Elgin),
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood, (Brockville).-8L.

Landry,
Langeller (Quebec),
Langevin (Sir Hector),
Laurier,
McDougall(OapeBreton)
McGreevy,
MoMillan (Vaudreuil),
Pely (Issiniboia)
Perry,
Platt,
Robertson(King's,P.E.I)
Ste. Marie,
Thompson,
Turcot,
Wright.
Yeo..-49.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

Mr. TROW. The hon. member for Rimouski (Mr. Fiset)
did not vote.

Mr. FISET. Mr. Speaker, I have undertaken to find a

pair for the hon. member for Bonaventure (fir. Riopel),
and not having found one I cannot vote.

Mr. CHARLTON. I notice that the hon. member for
Welland (Mr. Forguson) did not vote.

Mr. FERGUSON (We1land). At the time the motion
was at first read I did not hear my name announced as
seconder, but upon its being read the second time I did. I
suppose I could have voted, but for that reason I did not
vote. If I am obliged to vote now, I will vote nay. I
allowed my name to stand as seconder of the motion merely
as a matter of courtesy to the member for Toronto (M.r.
Small), but if I am allowed to vote I will vote nay.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon, gentleman is allowed to vote.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Thon I will vote nay.

FIRST IREADINGS.

Bill (No. 144) for the relief of John Monteith (from
the Senate).-(Mr. O'Brien.)

Bill (No. 143) to enable the Canada Permanent Loan and
Savings Company to extend their business and for other
purposes (from the Senate).-(Mr. Cockburn.)

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER ACTS AMENDMENT.

flouse again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
111) to amend the Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act, and
to make better provision for the trial of claims against the
Crown.

(In the Committee.)

On section 15,
Mr. DAVIES (P. B. I.) Has the hon. Minister of

Justice decided to copy the phraseology of the other Act
in this clause?

Mr. THOMPSON. It is just the same as in the other
Act with regard to the exclusive jurisdiction.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Do the words exclusive juris.

diction imply that the ordinary provincial courts can be
given jurisdiction ? My own impression is that we cannol
exclude a provincial court from having jurisdiction.

Mr. THOMPSON. I meant to imply by this that, so far
as we had power te legislate, we would give exclusive
jurisdiction to the Exchequer Court.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Exclusive of any other court
created by this Parliament ?

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes. Of course it does net interfere
with provincial legiElation at all.

On section 16,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) By this section the hon. gentle-

man extends the jurisdiction of the Exchequer Court very
materially. Among the claims against the Crown is
included:

"Every claim against the Crown arising out of any death or injury
to the person or to property on any public work, resulting from the
negligence of any officer or servant of the Crown, while acting within
the scope of his duties or employment."

I quite approve of the object of this clause. The House i
aware that it ias been held by the Supreme Court that no
action can be maintained against the Crown for any injury
resulting from negligence on the part of the employés of
the Intercolonial Railway, and I suppose the object of this
clause is te give that which we have contended for several
years ought te be given to the subject, namely, the right of
action against the Crown if the Crown becomes a common
carrier, on the same grounds as actions against ordinary
carriers. But I think a clause should be inserted affirming
the liability of the Crown. The mode of procedure is given,
but no liability is declared, and if it were not declared, by
the decision of the Supreme Court no liability would exist.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). As my hon. friend says,
there should be some explicit statement in the Bill of what
is the liability of the Crown. But I would go further. I
think in many cases an action of tort should be allowed
against the Crown. It seems to me we ought to put the
Crown as a common carrier in the same position as any
other common carrier. If we are going to have a procedure
which recognises a claim against the Crown for an injury
or death on a public work, the liability should be declared,
so that the matter should net be left te inference.

Mr. MaCARTHLY. I quite agree, that it would be a gross
hardship for the Crown te carry on business as a common
carrier all the way from Quebec te Halifax, without there
being any redress for loss or injury te property carried by
it. It is not the first time I have expressed that opinion,
and I trust that the Minister of Justice will deal with the
matter.

Mr. IILLS (Bothwell). It appears te me that we
shall require te go a great deal further than this section
goe. It relates to procedure, and brings a remedy against
the Crown in cases where there is negligence on the part of
a person. But suppose there is no negligence on the part
of a person, but, as happened on the Prince Edward Island
Raiway, the road i allowed te get out of repair, and injury
te persons or property is the result. If the property were
the property of a corporation, the corporation would be
aiable; and, where the Gevernment undertakes the work of
a ceMmon carrier, it seems to me that all the obligations
which apply te common carriers ought te apply te the
Government, and this will be a proper place te provide for
a liability of that kind. Of course, where the Government
is carrying on business through the agency of private parties,
and those private parties are guilty of carelessness or mis-
conduct, the Government ought to be liable for their
careleness or misconduct in the same way sa an ordinary

l- employer. But we ought to go further, and maire the
eGovernment, when performing the work of a privato cor-
,poration, liable te the same extent and in the same way as

those parties would be liable.
r Mr. WELDONT (St. John). lIn the Provinco of New
6Brunswick rnany cases have occurred ini which parties who

have been injured have brought actions agairiet the Orown,
-and the Crown has paid damages, but simpiy as a matter

of favor and net as a matter of right. But I think that if
ethe Government accept the duties and privileges of a cern-

mon carrier, they ought to beur the burdens of a common
carrier, the saine as an ordinary individual or corporationi
and instead of injured parties being obliged te sue the
officiais of the Crown, thera ouglit to be an opportminity for

*them te sue the Crown which is the real offender.

Mr. TIIOMPSONI'. I think there is a great deal in the
contention that inasmuch as the Crown is deing the business

y of a commen carrier, it should be subject to ail the liability
ýof a common carrier. Practicaily that ie the casie now,
nthough 1 admit there is ne obligation, and ne petition of
right would probably lie in many of those cases. But this

8Bill is nlot intended te enlarge the remedy of the subjeet
oagainst the Crown. I think any change of that kind ouglit

F te corne by way eofarncnd ment te the Petition of Right Act.
dlion. inombors speak as if the clause reiatcd te jiirisdiction;
sbut in tliat, respect it is very littie more than a transcri pt of
lthe Officiai Arbitrators Act, sec. 6, ef chap 40, which 1 wil

read:
1 -f gay p=snlias any ciaini for property taken, or for ailegZed direct

7or consequetl damage to propterty arisilg frorn or connecte d with the
construction, repair, maintelance or working of ati public wark, or
arising ont of anything done by the Government of (Janada, or arising
out of any death, or any injury te person or property on any public work
or any claima arising out of orconnected with the execution or fulfilment,
or on account of deductions made fur the non-execution or non-falfil-
ment of any contract made or entered into on behaif of fier &Iajesty,
mucl person may give notice, in writing, of sncb dlaim, to the i3ecretary
Of State, stating the particulari thereof, and how the sanie has arisen,
which notice the Secretary of State ehali refer to the head of the De-
partment, wstb respect to which the dlaim bas so arisen, and thereupon
the Minister may, at any time within thirty days after such notice, ten-
der what lie considers a fàir compensation for the sanie, with notice
that the said caim will be submitted to the decision of the arbitrators,

7 nus the murn so tendered is accepted within ten days after such ten-
der."

That jurisdiction is tranýferrod te tho new tribunal. As
far as possible, I have boe.n treating, this Bill as a Bill rela-
ting to precedure, and not doahing with the substantive law.

Mr. WELDON". According te tisesection the hon, gen-
ttleman has quoted, it would bo a matter of favor, on the
part of the Goveramont, te give compensation.

Mr. TELOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. WELDON. But, in this case, the court is a final

one. It is a judicial tribunal, and there might be a ques.
tien as te whether thore was any option on the part of the
Governmen t.

Mr. THOMPSON. A Minister will be enabled te refer
to thié; court any dlaim made againtit a flepartinent. Thuns,
if wili enable, for instance, the Minister ef Railways or the
Minister of Public Works te give redress in that way, that
ho couid net do otherwise, as the subject wouid have ne
remedy by petitien of right. ln respect et these dlaims
whieh are thse subjeet of reference te, arbitrators, and in
respect et whicb there is no legal obligation, though there
is the moral obligation after the award lias bean given, in
respect of these dlaims we preserve prcîeely thse same
remedy.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I a3kcd the hon. gentleman the
other day when he gave notice that ho was about to introduoe
this Bill, whether it was te establish judicial procadure or a
mere enquiry, with the view ef leaving with the Govern-
ment the dincretion as te whether payment wouid take place
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or not. He said it was to be a iudicial tribunal giving judg.
ment in all cases, and not a more tribunal for the purpose
of giving recommendations to the Government. Under this
provision, it is not a judicial tribunal but merely a tribunal
for the purpose of informing the conscience of the Admin-
istration.

Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman must have mis-
understood my last explanation. I intend that the Bill
shall provide that, where referenco is made by the Minister,
the judgment is final, precisely as on a petition of right,
and we must pay; but we proserve, as we did in the Arbi-
tration Act, the power to refer claims in respect of which a
petition of right would not lie.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E..) Whon the hon.gentleman does exer-
cise that option, will the judgment be final ? There may be
something said in favor of proserving the law as it stands,
but I am sure ho must recollect the number of cases which
arose through accidents on the Prince Edward Island Rail-
way, and must admit, from his appreciation of these cases,
that the law is not such as would commend itself to his
judgment. The judge in one of the cases gave damages to
the extent of $30,000, and in others from $2,000 to $5,000,
according to the injury sustained in each case. The Crown
appealed to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court held
the bald doctrine that the Crown was not liable for any
negligence on the part of its servants. In other words, the
Crown could become a carrier and sell tickets, and if,
through the negligence of its officials, a passenger was
injured, ho had no remedy. The matter was discussed
at some length when the Minister of Railways intro
duced lis Bill consolidating railways. The hon. gentle.
man then intimated it was the intention of the Government
to move in the direction of giving a special remedy against
the Crown, and when I saw this clause I was satisfied it
had a larger scope than my hon. friend claimed for it. I
thought it was the intention of the Government to give to
a passenger on the Intercolonial Railway or the Prince
Edward Island Railway the same right as a passenger has
on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, namely, if ho is injured
through the negligence of a servant of the corporation, ho
has a remedy against the corporation. The Supreme Court
applied, in the cases I have mentioned, an old, obsolete,
technical rule, that ought not to apply to this country. It
i3 a ruie which is unfair to the people of the Maritimq Pro.
vinces, who are compelled to travel on these Government
roads, and who carry their lives in their hands, as no matter
what accidents may happen through the negligence of the
employés, they have no redress.

Mr. TROMPSON. I think this is a subject which ought
to be very fully considered and a remedy applied, but I do
not think that can be done in this Bill. In the decision of
the Privy Council on a recent petition of right, the principle
is distinctly laid down thatthe Crown is liable for its wrong,
when that wrong is a breach of contract.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). In this Bill the Minister of Jus-
tice has not defined the juriediction of the court. He bas
stated what its original jurisdiction is, and what its concur-
rent jurisdiction is. It is not meroly a Bill providing for a
mode of procedure, but also indicating the subjects with
which the court may deai.

Mr. WEILDON (St. John). The Crown has practically
admitted its obligation in many of these cases by referring
the matter to the judgment of arbitrators. I would suggest
that the responsibility be extended to all cases of wrongs
committed as well as to breaches of contract.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There is an English case, the
title of which I cannot call to mind, where the doctrine
was laid down that where certain duties devolved on the
Department, and that Department entered into contract or

Mr. lLLS (Bothwell).

arrangement with the subject, it was a suit toobtain remedy,
because the contract or arrangement was not one made
with the Crown, but with a body created by the Crown.

Mr. McCART1HY. I would point ont to the Minister of
Justice, that the 19th and 20th clauses of the Bill seem to
lay down matters of law. They certainly are no matters of
procedure, and, therefore, it would not be at all outside the
general lines of the Bill, if my bon. friend would provide
for what seems to be conceded by all as right, and that is
the liability of the Crown in all cases. As the hon. Minister
bas stated, the decision of the Supreme Court might not
probably be arrived at to-day, because it does appear that
when a man buys a ticket there is a contract, which gives
jurisdiction under the ordinary petition of right. I remem-
ber one case where the Crown were liàble, where the liability
waqadmitted, and where the Crown only dealt with the
party simply as a matter of grace. It was a case in which a
vessel somewhere in the Maritime Provinces-1 forget the
name of the ship, but it was a valuable ship I know-was
injured and sank, by running against a Government dredge
which was put in such a position in the harbor that the
vossel, without fault on her part, ran against the dreige.
There was a hole stove in her, and she sank.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). That was the City of St. John.

Mr. MoCARTB.Y. Yes. It appeared that the Govern-
ment, in order to carry on its business economically, had
built this dredge. If it had been built by a contractor, the
contractor would have been responsible, but the Crown was
not responsible, and the Crown saw fit to deal with it as it
sometimes does with persons who suffer loss. There is no
use in discussing the matter now, but I will ask the Minister
if, before a further stage is taken, le will consider the
questi>n and see the principle we are contending for, and
introduce an affirmative clause defining the liability of the
Crown.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I was the counsel in the case
to which the hon. gentleman refers. We sued the captain
of the vessel and recovered large damages against him
twice, but the Crown refused to accept any liability what.
ever.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L.) The hon. gentleman will sec that,
according to this section, the limitation is so strong in the
concluding words that the court could not entertain the refer-
ence made to them, unless direct negligence was proved on
the part of a servant. Sometimes injuries are sustained,
and you cannot trace them to the negligence of any parti-
cular servant. Take the case that we have been talking
about, the case of sleepers, where the timbers get actually
rotten, you could not trace that. I understand from this
section that the court could only entertain the matter if
negligence were proved on the part of a servant.

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think it would be so re-
stricted as that.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Suppose Parliament failed to
vote the money and the repairs could not be made, you
could not cali that the negligence of a servant ?

Mr. THOMPSON. I should call that breach of contract.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Suppose the officers of the road bai
$50,000 voted to repair theroad, used that amount prudently
and carried out the work efficiently, but it required $8100,000
to put the whole road in repair, and an accident occurred
because sufficient money was not voted-that could not be
put down to the neglience of a servant.

Mr. THOMPSON. I would rely upon the contract con-
tained in my ticket.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) I did that, and the Chief Justice
and the other judges toid me that I had no case. -
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Mr. THOMPSON. That is a reflection on the court.

On section 17,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). Where provincial legislation

has been had, it is botter that the reference should remain
to the Supreme Court instead of to the Court of Exchequer.
According to my recollection of the sections governing this1

matter, they provide that, where there is provincial logis.
lation empowering them to do so, the judges of the Provin-
cial Court may refer a matter to the Supreme Court. It
would be botter that such a matter should be referred to the
full court than to a single judge.

Mr. THO MPSON. The sections which refer to this sub
ject are those which refer to the Court of Appeal, and they
provide that any controversy between the Dominion and
any Province, or between any two Provinces, may, when
the Legislature of any Province has passed an Act to that
effect,,be referred to the Supreme Court. The Province of
Ontario has passed the Act, and the Province of Nova
Scotia has passed the Act.

Mr. MoCARTHY, But in this case there would bp
required to be further provincial legislation, because the
reference is to the Supreme Court and not to the Exchequer
Court. Suroly, in a matter which is in dispute botween the
Dominion and a Province or between two Provinces, it
should not go to a single judge, but to the bighest court that
we have. There would always be an appeal.

Mr. THOMPSON. At present it is tried by one judge
at first in the same way.

Mr. McCA RTHY. Oh, no. It goes directly to the
court.

On section 18,
Mr. AMYOT. By this clause I am afraid the Crown

will have the power to bring a man who is sued for a pen-
alty from any part of the Dominion to plead bis case in
Ottawa. Suppose an action is taken against a man in
Prince Edward Island, ho may have to come to Ottawa and
defend himself.

Mr. THOMPSON. This is giving concurrent jurisdic-
tion, and that is the case now. The provision is merely
permissive.

Mr. AMYOT. That is what I object to.
Mr. TIIOMPSON. That is the present law.
Mr. AMYOT. The present law causes any amount of

embarrassment. We bave to come to Ottawa, incur many
expenses, appoint agents here, and so on. The Crown will
bave the choice of bringing any man to Ottawa to defend
his case. It is rathor hard to bring a man from Prince
Edward Island to Ottawa because you believe ho is subject
to a penalty. You bring him to Ottawa, and, if the court
is not ready or the case is not ready, ho may have to come
here three or four times. I know the jurisdiction is con-
current, as the Crown chooses to make it, and they may
make the man come here five or ten times, perhaps.

are instituted here, the case will ho tried here. On the
contrary it is recognised that the judge is to go where it is
most convonient ; and, as to the Crown bringmg pro.
ceedings oppressively against a subject, there is always the
responsibility of Ministers in Parliamont to act as a check.

Mr. A MYOT. Judgment on that will b given only
every five years by the people, and many poople might
suffer during that time.

Mr. THOMPSO-T. The existence of the responsibility is
a check upon the power which a Minister might use oppres.
sively, and I think it bas been shown to be a check upon
the exorcise of that power, although it is a very arbitrary
one, to bring all proceedings for penalties bore, by the fact
that it bas not been used in that way. Proceedings bave
never been taken here unless Ottawa was a convenient
place to try the question.

Mr. MoCARTHY. I would like the Minister of Justice
to state what is covered by this sub-section 6.

Mr. THOMPSON. I intend to move an amendment to
that.

Mr. McCARTRY. Before the bon, gentleman makes bis
amendment, I want to ask whothor it is intended to take
away the jurisdiction now exercised by the Minister of
Agriculture with regard to that.

Mr. THlOUPSON. No; but I int<ni to amend sec.
tion 6 so as to limit it to cases in which the Attorney
General appears.

Mr. McCARTIHY. I would ask the hon. gentleman to
consider whether it will not be advisable now to take away
that jurisdiction ? The Minister of Agriculture could tell
whether it is a jurisdiction that ought to be exercised by
him, A year or two ago, you may remember, Mr. Chair-
man, I brought in a Bill for the purpose of endeavoring to
make some machinery for the trial of these cases before the
Minister of Agriculture, and although my Bill was rejected,
still there was a promise made by the prosent Minister of
Rai iways that he would bring down a Bill incorporating
the procedure which was in my measure. The lion. Minis-
ter, however, in the pressure of othor business, bas forgot-
ton that piomise. Now, there is an opportunity for the
transfer from the Executive Department to the Judicial
Department of theso cases. Thero can b no good reason
whatever why a deputy hoad-bcause it is a deputy head,
sometimes a more clerk, who sits boside the Minister of
Agriculturc and tries these questions-why people's rights
should be disposed ofi l that way without any appeal.
Witnesses are not examined upon oath, there is no power
to bring witnesses who may know. It seoms to me extra-
ordinary, and I would press, thorefore, on the Minister of
Justice that ho would so amend one of theseosub.sections as
to give jurisdiction, ample and complote, to the new Court
of Exchequer.

Mr. POPE. The objection I have to it is this: It was
put into the law, when the law was first framed, for the
purpose of reaching a decision upon matters of fact wbich

n t it was su pposed the Minister could understand as well as logalMr. WELDON (St. John). That is not only ain the cae gentlemen. These were the questions: Did that man im-
of an action by the Crown by penalties, but by an iformer. port that thing into the country after the time allowed byI would also call the attention of the Minister of Justice to law ? Or, did ho make it in the country as the law required
Eub-section 6, which is very wide. hoe should do ? These wore the questions for the Minister

Mr. THOMPSON. I am going to move an amendment to decide. It is very important that a man taking out a
to that. I may say to my hon. friend frein Bellechasse patent sbould have the use of bis patent as early as possible.
(Mr. Amyot) that the effect of this will be to ameliorate If yon keep him two or three years in a court of law, going
that provision of the law. At prosent, the courts have from one court to another, you destroy the usefulness of that
concurrent juriadiction. The Crown can proceed for a patent. And when I was Minister of Agriculture, when I

penalty either in the Provincial Court or in the Exchequer had a case brought before me, it was supposed that it would
Court bore if it chooses. Thiis is intended to be a migratory be decided quickly, as the only question to ho decided was
court, and it will not follow that, because the proceedings the matter of fact. But as to any other cases under the
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Patent Act, as to any infringement, or anything of that
kind, they go before the courts in the ordinary way, and
parties fight them out.

Mr. McCARTHIY. What the hon.gentleman just said shows
the impropriety, if I may say so, of continuing this jurisdie.
tion. It is important, the Minister of Railways saya, totry
a question of fact, but this question of fact is tried on
the evidence of tho witnesses who are not sworn, and it is
tried by a tribunal who has no power to compel the attend.
ance of witnesses; so a man, who may be able to clear
up the matter, declining to appear, cannot bo forced to
attend.

Mr. POPE. Amend that.
Mr. MOCARTHY. The hon. Minister promised to amend

it sometime ago, but has not done so.

Mr. POPE. You know very well I was not Minister of
Agriculture, the next year.

Mr. McCARTHY. But I thought the promise the hon.
Minister made bound bis successors in office. At ail events,
I do not like to make an effort again in that direction, after
the summary rejection of my feeble efforts to improve that.
I would ask the Minister of Justice to consider whether it
would not be proper to deal with this matter now ? This
court sitting here at Ottawa, and expressly charged with all
the machinery, and ail the facilities of trying questions of
this kind, is surely a more proper tribunal than the Min-
ister of Agriculture. Now, as to the matter of delays: my
experience, not very great, it is true, is that there is cer-
tainly no expedition in the trial of cases before this tribunal.

Mr. THOMPSON. That was not overlooked. But I
would ask my hon. friend to allow me to get this court on
its feet, without undertaking to revise ail the statutes in
doing so. The other suggestion was for amending the Peti-
tion of Right Act. This would involve a very serious
amendment to the Patent Act. I think all this Bill under-
takes to deal with is pertinent to the subject of the Exche-
quer Court. If you will allow me, I will now move these
amendments. In sub section a, after the words " in ail cvil
cases," add "relating to the revenue." In sub-section b,
after the words "in all cases in which it is sought," add the
words "at the instance of the Attorney General."

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.). It seems to me that sub-section
b gives enormous power of j irisdiction to this court. There
might be a bond in British Columbia or down in Prince
Edward Island for a smalil amount, and you give jurisdiction.

Mr. THOMPSON. That is just a transcript of the pre-
sent Act.

Mr. AMYOT. If the old law was bad, it is time to change
it now.

Mr. THOMPSON. Wc are changing it by putting this
concurrent jurisdiction in the hands of this court.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). It is possible that the civil
right might belong to the Crown under local law. Suppose
the Federal Government purchase a property under the
law of Quebec, an action taking place with respect to it,
might be brought before the Exchequer Court, and this
provision in the Bill would be an invasion of provincial
rights. The only court in whieh it could be brought would
be a court under the law of Canada, whereas it should be
under the provincial law.

Mr. THOMPSON. If the Crown acquired a property, I
claim we would have the right to decide as to what court
s hould adjadicate on any claim respecting it.

Mr. LANGELIE R (Quaebec). I will state a case. Suppose
the Crown purchases a property in Quebec, but the property
is not transferred, and the Crown take action against the

Mr. Popi.

seller, that must be done before the Exchequer Court under
this law.

Mr. THOMPSON. We had the right to settle that point,
and the Province of Quebec could not pass any statute limit.
ing our right to say where it should be tried.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). It is a right under the
laws of the Province of Quebec.

Mr. McCARTHY. The moment the Crown purchases
any property it belongs to the Dominion, and under a clause
of the British North America Act we have jurisdiction to
make laws respecting it.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). This Parliament has only
jurisdiction to constitute courts for the better enforcement
of the laws of Canada.

Mr. McCART HY. The property is purchased; it becomes
the property of the Crown; the Crown is represented by
the ominion. That moment this Parliament has power to
make laws relating to that property.

Mr. M[LLS (Bothwell). No. The hon. gentleman will
sec there are certain powers given to expropriate property.
For ail those purposes the property will be under our juris-
diction. There might be circumstances under which we
might acquire property by contract or by negotiation, and
such property would not be under our jurisdiction.

Mr. McCARTHY. Yes.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You purchase a certain quantity
of land for a farm. You cannot take that farm from
under the control of the Province.

Mr. McCARTHIY. Yes, you can. Take the experimental
farm which the Dominion has expropriated in the county
of Carleton. It has ceased to be under the control of the
Provincial Legislature and is now under the control of this
Parliament.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). But that is limited, for we would
be compelled to conform to drainage and health laws pres.
cribed by the Province. So it is with respect to all yir perty
expropriated under the powers of eminent domain under
the British North America Act. Here, for example, is a
railway corporation which is authorised to expropriate
lands under powcrs given it by the British North America
Act. Can you say they shall not be subject to health regu-
lations with respect to drainage?

Mr. McCARTHlY. I am not speaking as to what powers
may belong to corporations chartered by this Parliament.
My point is this: The moment the Dominion expropriates
property, although purchased from individuals and subject
to provincial laws, that moment it became subject to laws
made by this Parliament, and the Local Legislature cannot
make any laws regulating or dealing with the property of
the Dominion. So I say that the moment property is
acquired in the Province of Quebec or elsewhere by the
Dominion, it comes under the laws of this Parliament.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). My difficulty would be
removed if the words " under the laws of the Daminion"
were added.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Where does the hon. mem-
ber for Simcoe (Mr. &cCarthy) find that power in the
British North America Act ?

Mr. MoCARTHY. " The public debt and proporty." It
is in the very firet clause, line one. The Provinces cannot
tax any buildings owned by the Dominion, any post office
buildings or similar buildings, nor eau they make uny laws
relating to them. They could not insist that the Govern-
ment should drain or do anything, for Domin'on property
is under the jurisdiction of this Parliament.

Mr. AMYOT. How bas the clause been amended ?
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Mr. THOMPSON. We have added the words "at the

instance of the Attorney General." lie could only claim as
Attorney General that the patent be set aside and the land
should be revested in the Crown.

Mr. AMYOT. I said that the words Attorney General
apply to the last part but I may be wrong.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The 25th section of the
British North America Act says that such properties shall
not be subject to taxation.

Mr. MoCARTHY. The hon. member for Quebec (Mr.
Langelier) speaks of property which is purchased by the
Dominion, and in that case it would be subject to Dominion
law.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). My point is that this
Parliament has not jurisdiction in the case of such property,
but if the bon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) is
correct this Parliament might croate a court to deal with
property held by the Dominion Governmènt.

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the hon. gentleman mention the
sub-section to which he refers ?

Kr. LANGELIER (Quebec). It is sub-section b.

Mr. THOMPSON. I certainly entertain the view that
when property is acquired by the Crown this Parliament is
the only Parliament which can deal with it.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). But it does not follow asa
consequence that this Parliament can create a court for that
purpose.

Mr. THOMPSON. That is involved in it. The Local
Legislature cannot croate a court to deal with our property ;
they cannot confer jurisdiction on any court to deal with it;
they cannot give any procedure, ana it follows that if the
Provincial Legislatures cannot, we can, bocause we have all
the power which is not given to the Provinces.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). But all the powers granted
are specially mentioned in this particular clause.

Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman is confining his
attention to one particular clause. I do not think that this
clause is the only one that will apply, because this is not
the creating a court, but rather regulatiiug the procedure in
a court.

Mr. DAVIES. It is a new court established by this Act.
Mr. THOMPSON. It is merely a transcript of the pro.

sent law.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The point is simply that by the

101st section we can constitute a court for two specific pur.
poses, but we cannct constitute a court under provincial
jurisdiction ; we must take advantage of the laws of the
Provinces.

Mr. THOMPSON. That is probably so under the 101st
section, but under the one relating to public debt and pro-
perty it appears to me that the sole power to legislate lies
here.

Mr. MOCARTHY. The moment it becomes the property
of the Dominion it is subject to Dominion law, and the
clause says the court may bo established for the better ad-
ministration of the laws of Canada.

On section 19,
Mr McCARTIY. I would like to ask the Minister

whether al the usual limitations are included here ? It
appears to me that all the provisos which are necessary to
take in a case are not provided for. For instance, a person
may have a r:ght to property in reversion, but he may find
himself dut off without a remedy. I would suggest that the
section of the Limitations Act be provided for in this Bill

111

so as to afford the subject the same protection as in other
cases.

Mr. THOMPSON. We had botter let the section stand
for the present.

On section 20,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think

should confine the holding of the court
which the case arises.

that the limitation
to the Province in

Mr. THOMPSON. The object of the clause is to prevent
claimants proceeding in two places.

Mr. McCAR fHY. The case of the Western Counties
Railway illustrates that fact. But this clause would shut
out an action against the Crown in such a case.

Mr. THOMPSON. The Western Counties Company were
not professing to act under the authority of the Crown.

Mr. MoCARTHY. Their defence was that the thon Min.
ister of Public Works, the hon. momber for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie) gave instructions to Mr. Brydgos to take pos.
session. Their only defence was that tbey were acting
under the Crown; the Crown professed to be acting under
the statute, but that clause would shut out the remedy
against the Crown in the case of the Western Counties
Railway.

Mr. TIHOMPSON. My point is this: that the Western
Counties Company was not in a position to justify under the
Crown. They were not acting under the authority of the
Crown or professing to do so. They set up the defenco that
they were, and judgment was given against thom because
they were not.

Mr. McCARTHY. Judgment was not givon against
them because they were not acting under the anthority of
the Crown, but because the Crown had no right to give that
authority. The statute was passed bore in 1874, by which
it was intended to transfer the property of the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway to the Western Counties Railway Com-
pany. The hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
gave instructions to Brydges, who was thon in charge of
the Government railway, to take possession of the Windsor
and Annapolis line and to put the Western Counties Rail-
way Company in possession, which ho did. The court bold
that the statute did not confer that power, and that the
Western Counties Company were trespassers. Bat this
clause would have been an absolute defence to the Crown,
and would have prevented the Crown being responsible in
that very case.

Mr. THOMPSON. The only result would have been
that the petition of right could not have been filed for a
few months after it was filed. But I have no objection to
striking ont the words "or professing to act," as they may
lead to ambiguity.

Mr. WEL DON (St. John). I think there ought to be some
restriction upon the judge as to naming the place for the
trial of a claim. I think it should be within the Province
in which the cause of action lies.

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think we onght to restrict
the venue. This is a mere transcript of the present Act.
The judge will, of course, as all judges are bound to do, fix
the venue at the most convenient place. There might be a
case that was not contested as to the facts at all, and not
requiring the judge to go to the Province, but such an
ar.endment would require him to do so.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). He might be limited in cases
cf fact. While this is a transcript of the old law, the old
law related to five judges who had control of the business,
and they could regulate it to suit themselves.
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Mr. THOMPSON. When we come to section 26, we will
deal with trials of issues of fact.

Mr. AMYOT. We might provide that it will be the duty
of the judge, as much as possible, to sit in the Province
where the cause of action originated.

Mr. THOMPSON. An expression of opinion on the part
of Parliament like that would be after ail expressing only
what is the plain duty of the judge, and a duty always recog-
nised by judges. In ail systems of procedure the principle
is recognised that the judge must go to the most convenient
place of trial, subject, of course, to the raies of the court,
which rules are to be laid on the Table and subject to the
approval of Parliament.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this is an illustration of
the irmpropriety of constituting this court of a single judge.
If you retained the present Exchequer Court, you might
divide the country up into districts, and say in what par-
ticular district or circuit an action might arise. But under
this an action might arise in British Columbia and be tried
in Ottawa.

On section 22,
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What are to be the rules

of evidence in this court ?
Mr. AMYOT. If the laws of England change every year,

we shall have to follow them. I think we should say what
laws of England shall apply to us.

Mr. THOMPSON. The ruies now prevail which pre-
vailed before the adoption of the judicature system in
England. As they are peculiarly applicable to the Exche.
quer Court, notwithstanding the adoption of the judicature
system in England, those ries still apply to Exchequer
cases. We, therefore, simply adopt the present law, which
has been prevailing for the last forty or fifty years in
Exchequer cases.

Mr. AMYOT. Could we not provide that the practice
and procedure of our Superior Courts be followed ? This
would prevent the application here of the new rules of
practice in England.

Mr. THOMPSON. They would not apply here.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). In the Circuit Court of the

United States, the rules of evidence and procedure are the
rules in the State courts of that particular portion of the
district where the cases arise. The practice and procedure
for the whole circuit is not uniform, and the practitioner is
only required to be familiar with the practice of his own
State. There might grow up in time a very considerable
divergence in practice among the different Provinces in the
Dominion. The procedure and practice in Ontario is different
from that in British Columbia, and it would be inconvenient
to insist on uniformity in practice for a court that extends
over the entire Dominion.

Mr. TROMPSON. The hon. gentleman will find that
bas been done. This is a new section and is intended to
preserve the existing practice. There is another section
of our Statutes which provides for what the hon. gentleman
wants. Chapter 139 of the Revised Statutes has a section
relating to evidence, and section 10 in that provides
that in ail proceedings over which the Parliament of
Canada bas legislative authority, the laws of evidence in
force in the Province in which such proceedings are taken
shall apply to such proceedings. It keeps the law of
evidence in each Province applicable to proceedings of the
Exchequer Court.

On section 24,
Mr. AMYOT. This clause says, "no fiat shall be given."

I would suggest that the words "shall be necessary" should
be substituted.

Mr. WELDON (St. John).

Mr. THOMPSON. That would change the meaning.
The intention is to provide, when the head of a Depart-
ment refers a claim, there shall be no fiat given on a peti-
tion in respect of the said claim. This is to make the one
adjudication final.

On section 54,
Mr. THOMPSON, I propose to insert a provision which

will enable the head of the Department to use the referees
for ti-e purpose of having a claim against the Crown re-
ported upon without going to the court. The provision is
as follows:-

"That the head of any department in connection with the adminis-
tration of which any claim arises may, instead of referring such claim
to the court for adjudication thereon, refer the same to one of the official
referees for examination and report both as to the matters of fact involved
and as to the damages, if any, sustained, and such official referee shall
make such examination upon the oath or affirmation of witnesses, and
shall report his finding upon the questions of fact, and the amount of
damages, if any, sustained, and the principle upon which such amount
has been computed."

On section 59,
Mr. THOMPSON. I propose to make the clause read

thus: "All matters pending before such official arbitrators
when this Act comes into force." I would ask the com-
mittee to reconsider section 50 in order to make a verbal
amendment as follows: "Any matter pending in the Ex-
chequer Court when this Act comes into force." Section 13
is amended so as to make provision, as we have done in the
Estimates, for an assistant reporter.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). There seems to be
some contradiction between section 13 as amended, and
section 112. Section 13 says, that the Governor in
Council may appoint the necessary reporter to report the
decisions of the Supreme Court; while section 112 says
the decisions of the Supreme Court may, if the Governor in
Council so determine, be edited by the registrar of the
Supreme Court. I do not see any necessity for having so
many people to report the decisions of the Supreme Court.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Now that you have withdrawn the
original jurisdiction from the Supreme Court altogether, it
seems hardly necessary to duplicate the reporter.

Mr. THOMPSON. There should be an amendment in
section 112. The word "edited " sbould be "published."
That is what it is in the present Act.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) He is supposed to edit them now,
is he not ?

Mr. THOMPSON. He edits them to the extent of re-
vising the manuscript and supervising the preparation of
the head notes. He takes charge of the accounts for the
publication of all the reports.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I understand the reason
the assistant reporter was appointed was, that there
was some difficulty on account of the difference between
the laws of the Province of Quebec and those of the other
Provinces. The precis writer was not as familiar
with the laws of the other Provinces as he was
with the laws of Quebec. I understand now that
an assistant reporter, for whose salary a provision has
been made this Session, has been appointed. I do not sec
any necessity now for anybody else but the reporter and
his assistant.

Mr. THOMPSON. The reason for the appointment was
to enable them to get up with the work, whîch was a good
deal in arrears.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Was not that caused largely by
the reporter being a good deal of the time employed in the
Exchequer Court ?
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Mr. THOMPSON. No, he was secretary to the judges;

but he was not employed in the Exchequer Court otherwise.
I think that ought to be struck out. I do not think the
reporter ought to have any other duties than to
report. The statute at present contains this pro-
vision, that five judges of the court shall constitute a
quorum, but in the absence of a judge from illness or any
other cause he may hand in his judgment to be delivered
by a brother judge. Some doubt has arisen aï to whether
judgment can be given unless a quorum of judges are pre-
sent. I, therefore, propose to amend the clause by setting
forth that in such cases it shall not be necessary for five
judges to be present at the delivery of such juigment.

Mr. TUPPER (Picton). I propose to add the following
words to section 24:-

And in cases in the Provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island wherein the sum or value of the matter in dispute
amounts to $250 or upwards in which the court of first instance pos-
sesses concurrent juridiction with a Superior Court."

At present, in those Provinces, we have no regular Court
of Appeal, as the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario possess.
We have there County Court jurisdiction and one Supreme
or Superior Court. Under the present Supreme Court and
Exchequer Court Act no appeal lies for any case origi nating
in the County Courts of those three Provinces, and the
Local Legislatures are continnally extending the jarisdiction
of those County Courts, until, in the Province of Nova
Scotia, the County Court decides cases dealing with amounts
as high as $400; and we have the anomalous state of affairs
that, in those cases in which the Superior and County Courts
have jurisdiction, the defendant cannot coo to tho Saprmâeo
Court of Canada, if the case bas been tried in the County
Court, but an appeal will lie ifthe case is tried in the Supreme
Court in the first instance. ln order to prevent any abuse
f this privilege of appealing cases from the courts of
first instance, they are limited to cases involving an amount
of $250. I may mention that I have submitted the
amendment to members of the profession from those Prov-
inces, and it has met with their approval.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I am very glad my hon.
friend bas moved this amendment, because the Local Legisla-
tures are continually increasing the jurisdiction of the
County Courts; and in fact in New Brunswick since the
Supreme and Exchequer Court Act was passed the jurisdic-
t on of the County Court bas been largely extended, and the
right of appeal which we had bas been practically taken
away by the action of the Local Legislature. The proposed
amendinent is one carrying out the intention of the Supreme
Court Act.

Mr. THOMPSON. I want to call the attention of the
Committee to a proposed ameudment to section 29 of the
Revised Statute. it is as follows:-

" No appeal shall lie under this Act, from any judgment rendered in
the Province of Quebec in any action, suit, cause, matter or other
judicial proceeding wherein the matter in controversy does not amount
to the sum or value of $2, 000."'
Now there has been a decision to the effect that the amount
in controversy must be ascertained by the amount claimed
by the plaintiff, but it had the effect of enabling the plain-
tiff to say whether the matter should be appealable or not.
If his real, bond fide claim was only one thousand dollars, if
he claimed two thousand it was appealable, and that bas
never been remedied by statute. I may take the liberty of
saying that the amendment was suggested by one et the
judges'.

Mr. LANGELIER, (Quebec). I am quite sure that this
amendment will meet with a great deal of opposition
in the Province of Quebec. On the first occasion on which
this matter came before the Supreme Court, there
was a division in the court, a majority of the

judges being of opinion that so far as cases from Quebec
were concerned, the amount in controversy should be the
amounit demanded, and not the amount granted by a judg-
ment of a court. Since that time that rule has been followed
without interruption in the Suproie Court, with regard to
the Province of Quebec. That is the rule which has been
adopted by our Court of Appeais, and that is one of the
reasons why it was mentioned in the statute constituting the
Supreme Court. I am quite sure that the whole bar of
Quebec will be opposed to this amendment, as they are
accustomed to the law as it now prevails, and as it bas pre-
vailed for over thirty years. I may say that we follow the
same rule in appeals to the Privy Council.

Mr. THOMPSON. Of course the bar of the Province bas
not had an opportunity of considering it; and as there is
no hurry about the matter it may stand for the present.

Mr. MoCARTIIY. The amendment which I propose to
the 41st section is to extend the time of appealing from 30
Io 60 days. I think experience bas proved that 30 days is
too short a time to permit parties to perfect their security.
It does not interfere with section 41, where notice is re-
quired ;.the notice will remain as it is, But in the per focting
of the appeal, and especially in appeals from the outlying
Provinces, 30 days has been found to be too short a time.
You can appeal to the Privy Council any time within two
years, and in England you can appeal from a court to the
House of Lords any timo within one year. I may state
aiso that 30 days is allowed in Ontario to appeal from a
Divisional Court to the Court of Appeal.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quobec). I think the time is too
short, but, perhaps, putting it at 60 days without leaving
any power of execution would bo too long. In Quebec, in
appealing from the judgment of the Superior Court to the
Court of Appeals, a party may take out an appoal any time
within a year, but ho cannot prevent oxecution except for
15 days. You might give a longer tire, leaving power
in the meantirne to take ont an execution.

Mr. McCARTHY. This does not stay execution at ail.
The execution may go on, and the appeal may be made
within 60 days. There are constant applications made to
the courts now to extend the lime, and the courts will not
do so unless the party proves that be cannot pay within 30
days.

Mr. WELDON, If there is any change made, I should
like it to b hin the direction of making the time longer.

On schedule B,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would like to ask the hon. gentle-

man if he sees his way to amending the 52nd section of the
Act which confers concomitant powers on the judges of the
Supreme Court, with regard to writs of habeas corpus. There
have been some serious cases in which writs have been
refused in the lower courts, and the parties come up to the
Supreme Court and get a writ from a single judge. I
believe that has been found, in practice, not to work well,
and 1 thought the bon. gentleman might have proposed
some amendment withdrawing that power.

Mr. THOMIPSON. I think that will be found not to
work well, and I think it is a mistake to have concurrent
power for the judges of the Supreme Court for tho issue of
writs of habeas corpus, except where the writ is incidental to
some case before them. But the power is very seldom ex-
ercised, and I understand that the attempt to take it away
some years ago was attended with some remonstrances, and
I do not propose attempting it now.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The power is now being used
extensively under the Scott Act.

Committee rose and reported progress.
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MINISTER OF TRADE AND COMMERCE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House
resolve itself into Committee to consider the following resolu.
tion:-

That the salary of the Minister of Trade and Commerce be $7,000.
Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Com-

mittee.
(In the Committee.)

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There is no prov*sion for the
other officers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Civil Service Act
provides for all that. I move that the resolution be referred
to the Committee of the Whole for consideration with the
Bill.

Resolution concurred in, and referred to the Committee
of the Whole on Bill (No. 7).

EXCHEQUER COURT OF CANADA.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the report of
the Committee of the Whole, on resolutions (p. 590) respect-
ing the salaries of the judge and officers of the Exchequer
Court of Canada, be now received.

Resolution concurred in, and referred to the Committee
of the Whole on Bill (No. 111).

CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 41) respecting the Department of Customs
and the Department of Inland Revenue. He said: I do
not propose that the House go into Committee of the Whole
on the Bill to-night, as there are some amendments to be
printed and distributed. I shall take the opportunity of
adopting the suggestion of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) of leaving it to the option
of the Government to put the two subordinate officers under
the Minister of Finance or under the Minister of Trade and
Commerce.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

CUSTOMS DUTIES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 93) to amend the Act respecting the Depart-
ment of Finance and the Treasury Board. He said: The
exact effect of the Bill is, that instead of having the cast iron
rule under the present statute appointing certain members
of the Government, certain heads of Departments as mem-
bers of the Treasury Board, the members of the Treasury
Board will be appointed by order of the Guvernor General
in Qouncil.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. Under this you might
have neither the Minister of Finance nor the Minister of
Trade and Commerce on the Board.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Governor in Council
and the Ministers of Trade and Commerce and Finance
will attend to that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That might be, but
they are not ex-ooîcio members of the Board.

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

(In the Committee.)
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should imagine some

legal officer in the Government should be on the Board. If
we are going to have two of them one or the other should
be on ex-oo7cio, and also the Minister of Finance.

. Mr. DAVIis (P.E.I.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole of this Bill is
on the principle that the Council are the best judges as to
who should sit on the Treasury Board.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I take it for granted,
as a matter of justice, you will have one, as the questions
which come up before the Board have almost always a legal
element.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, and therefore we
have always of late days the Minister of Justice on the Board.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

FANNY MARGARET RIDDELL RELIEF BILL.

Mr. TUPPER moved the first reading of Bill (No. 145)
for the relief of Fanny Margaret Riddell (from the Senate).

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time on a
division.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading of
Bihl (No. 115) to amend the Dominion Elections Act. He
said : This Bill, in effect, enacts one of the clauses in the Bill
introduced by the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr.
Edgar), with the addition of constables, who were omitted
in the clause suggested by the hon. gentleman.

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

House

(In the Committee.)
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH'. Is this a retrospective

Act ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, it is declaratory.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This may have the

effect of confirming an election wrongfully carried, if these
people had not the right to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no doubt that
they have the right to vote, but this is declaratory of that
fact.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Suppose the courts
should take a different view ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But they will not take a
different view.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They will not after
this Bill passes, I presume.

Mr. McCARTHY. I think it is better to put this as a
sub-section to section 42 of the Act, which is the clause
which disqualifies certain parties, and this would explain
that it was not intended to disqualify these people. I pro-
pose that the section shail read :

The following shall be reai ai sub-section c of clause 42 of the
Dominion Elections Act -

" Nothing herein contained shall disqualify or make deputy return-
ing officers, poll clerks and constables, whether appointed by the
returning officer or by a deputy returning officer employed in connec-
tion with any election, incompetent to vote in any election, and it shall
be declared that such persons are and always have been entitled to vote
at an election of a member of the House of Gommons of Canada."

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) Do you strike out the preamble ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I want to see what the effeot is.
Mr. McCARTEY. Just the same. It is the same as the

Local Act. It is simply declaratory.
On section 2,
Mr. McCARTHY. Before section 2 is put, I move the

amendment of which I have given notice, which is as fol-
lows ;-
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The following is to be read as a sub-section of section 13 of the said

Act:
That if, in the opinion of the returing officer, the polling dis- lowed to hire a vehicle and drive the people to the polil.

tricts fixed or defined by the revising officer or revising officers are too Along our coasts man of our fishermen have not the means1y-of our£fishermen have-not-the meanY
large, or for any reason are inconvenient to any considerable number of
electors in such polling district, he may fix more than one polling
station for such polling district, placing the same in convenient places
therein.

The object is to enable the returning officer to have addi-
tional polling places if the polling districts are too large.
That is the present law in the Province of Ontario. Of
course, the risk is that a man may repeat his vote, that ho
may vote in two places, but that is a risk which occurs
every day in towns. In the town in which I have lived
for many years, I suppose one-third of the voters can vote
in more than one ward, but no practical difficulty arises
from that. A man's name may appear in every voters'
list in a county, but there is no substantial wrong, because
the oath can always be administered, and the man can be
made to swear that he las not voted before. In the district
of Muskoka, for instance, I know that the polling districts
were so large that, in some cases, men had to travel twenty
miles to vote. That is a great inconvenience, and this is
simply to enact what is now the law in the Province of
Ontario. Accompanying that will be the following& pro-
vision :-

Section 43 of the Act is hereby repealed, and the following is substi-
tuted in lieu thereof:-

Each elector shall, subject to the provisions containedin the next fol-
lowing section of this Act, be entitled to vote only at the pollng station,
or ifthere be more than one polling station, at one of the polling sta-
tions of the polling district, or one of the polling districts upon the list
of voters for which his name is entered as such voter, and at no uther
place, and the deputy returning officer shall secure the admittance of
every elector into the polling station, and shall see that he is not im-
peded or molested at or about the polling station.

Mr. JONES. I think if the hon. gentleman would say
that where electors live at more than a certain distance
from the polling station, the returning officer shall be
obliged to open a poli for them, that would fix it. But in a
case like this it appears to me it would be completely in the
hands of the returning officer, who might fix the poli at
such places, if ho was so disposed, as would be very incon-
venient to a large number of electors, and practically dis-
franchise them. I would suggest to the hon, gentleman to
name a distance at which the poli should be fixed for any
number of people. I know in a county like mine, in the
straggling districts, some people have to go 20 or 30 miles
to vote, and it might be a great convenience to have a poil
fixed for them. This cannot be done under the present Act,
because it requires a certain number of electors to be in a
certain neighborhood.

Mr. McCARTHY. I do not think there is any objection
to that. But this is an improvement, because at present
there can be only one polling station in the polling district.
This is to permit the returning officer to have more than
one. It is an amendment in the right direction, and is
enlarging the powers of the returning officer.

Mr. JONES. That is in one district, but instead of mak-
ing the one district, I would make an additional district.

Mr. McCARTHY. But hoe cannot do that. It is not the
electoral district, it is the polling district, with 200 names
in it. There may be a polling sub-division which is found
to be so large that it is inconvenient for the electors to
attend at any one place, no matter where it is, in sparse]y
settled parts of the country.

Mr. JONES. But then my hon. friend will see that if
the district was too large for one polling place, it could
easily be divided into three districts.

Mr. MoCAIRTHY. That is what it proposes-two or
three.

Mr. JONES. I mean that where any number of electors
live at a greater distance than whatever might be decided

of convoyance; they go largoly by water, and when they
have any considerable distanee to go inland, it is difficult to
get them to the polls. I think it would meet the case
more directly if a certain distance was named which would
be more convenient to the people.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He cannot do that.
Mr. O'BRIEN. Speaking for the Muskoka district and

other outlying portions of the country in the northern parts
of Ontario, this difficulty must nccessarily be found because
it is impossible for the revising officer, unless ho multiplies
the number of hie polling divisions, and consequontly multi-
plies the expense of everything connected with the Act-
it is impossible for him to change the polling divisions so
as to meet the convenience of electors in the way in which
it can be met by this clause. This clause does not go one bit
further than the clause in the Ontario statute which has
been in operation for some years. Section 3S, chapter 10,
Revised Statutes of Ontario, enacts that :

" A returning officer may, in his discretion, grant such additional
polling places in any polling sub-division as the extent of the sub-
division and remoteness of' any body ut its voters from the polling
place may render necessary."

There can bu no objection to it, except, possibly, that sug-
gested by the hon. member for North Simeoe (Mr.
McCarthy), of voters repeating thoir vote. That danger
is so veryremote,that practically it amounts to nothing in
scattered districts; and, practically, in the unorgunibed
townships in Ontario at the present moment, the same
difficulty existe in the Ontario elections, bcatuso there is
no voters' liste; they have nover had voterm' lists there
before ; so it is possible for a man to vote anywhere and
everywhere. That risk is not increased, but the conve-
nience to the electors is very groat. I hope the commit-
tee will allow this Act to pass. It will be a great conve-
nience in the Algoma district, and it is not in any sense a
party measure.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this is too important a
measure to be dealt with in this hurried fashion. We are
here within a week of the closing of the Session, an d now the
hon. gentleman proposes to introduce very important
changes, The old Act provided that polling divisions should
be fixed by the returning officer. We discussed the question,
and the First Minister decided that it was botter that the
polling divisions should bo fixed by the revising officer, and
ho conferred the power upon the revising officer. Now, the
hon. gentleman proposes to give to the returning officer
power to review the revising officer's work, and to undo
'what ho bas done. The hon. gentleman who has just
spoken telle us how sparse the population is in the districts
of Muskoka and Algoma. Well, the sparseness of that
population is as well known to the revising officer as it is
to the returning officer, and it is much botter for the revis-
ing officer to have the power, in these exceptional cases, to
establish districts with a smaller population than the popu-
lation named in the Act, where the population is sparse, than
that this power should be given to the returning officer.
The returning officer is not appointed until the writs are
out. He is appointed by the writ, ho bas no opportunity
of considering the wants of the districts of which ho is
returning officer. But the revising officer knows, ho is
obliged to go over the ground in order to prepare the voters'
lists. He has an opportunity of acquiring the knowledge
which the returning officer has not; therofore, it i of conne-
quence, if there is to be an amendment of this sort, that it
should authorise the revising officer to do this work, and
not the returning officer. The returning officer has not
time to make that investigation. It is necessary to know
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what sub-divisions should be made, and where the pollis
should be held. The revising officer bas time for the con-
sideration of that subject, and if there is to be a change at
all, the hon. gentleman should, by his amendment, confer
upon the revising officer power to make these alterations in
these exceptional cases, instead of upon an officer who bas
no time to make the necessary enquiry.

Mr. O'BRIEN. The returning officer bas to go over the
country and fix the polling places himself. That is bis
duty.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Not at all. If the returning
officer does it, there is no opportunity for repeating votes,
because a man's name will be in the proper sub-division
where the vote is to be polled.

Mr. MaCARTHY. Unloss he has property in both.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then the name will appear in

both, unless the revising officer knows that it is the name
of the same party, and then it is his duty to allow the party
to make a choice.

Mr, McCARTHY. No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am satisfied that it is not a

jair interpretation of the law to give him an opportunity of
putting his name down every time that ho is assessed for
a separate piece of property.

Mr. McCARTlY. This does not at all interfere with
the duties of the revising officer. He bas a year before he
settles the lists. In order to avoid the expense of printing
and other expenditures, ho makes a division as large as he
can in that sense-large as long as it doos not excoed 200
names. Now, the returning officer comes on the ground,
and ho bas to fix the polling station, and it becomes his
duty to ascertain where that polling station can be most
conveniently placed. Now, if he finds that a polling division
is so large that, no matter where ho places it, it would be
exceedingly inconvenient to a large number of electors,
which nobody, I think, except the hon. member for Both.
well (Mr. Mills) would object to, although it is the law in
the Province where all the laws are so wisely made and
ably administered by the hon. gentleman's friends there,
and never supposed to work badly or improperly-it
permits him to multiply these polling places. The only
possible objection can be on the ground of expense, because
it is absurd to talk about the chance of a voter repeating.
That ho can do so in every town or village in Ontario is
well known; I do not think I exaggerate when I say that
twenty-five per cent. of the names appear more than once
on the lists.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And those are sworn in every
case.

Mr. MoCA RTRY. And so they can bo here. The ques-
tion is whether you will compel men to travel twenty
miles in a difficult country as they had to do in the recent
election, or multiply the number of voting places, in the
discretion of the returning officer, to meet the difficulty. I
am inclined to meet the view of the hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones), who holds that no voter should be
compelled to travel more than a certain number of miles to
the poll.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It cannot be done.
Mr. McCARTHY. There is surely no objection to going

as far as we can for the purpose of accommodating the
voter.

Mr. DAWSON. It would be a great improvement on
the present system if the returning officer had power to
appoint more than one polling place in each polling district.
Along, with this amendment there should be a further
amendment in such a district as Il represent. My district

Mr. MILrLs (Bothwell).

'is 1,200 miles long, of great width and with numerous
islands in it, and the people are, to a certain extent, migra-
toi y in winter. They go off into the lumber districts and
on different expeditions, and it is very desirable that the
voters in that district should have a right to poll t heir votes
in whatever polling district they might be on voting day.
In the last election in Algoma one half the votes were not
polled, bocause the people were not at home, and because
the polling districts were so.large they could not get to the
polls. The polling districts in Algoma are as large as an
eloctoral division in the other portions of Ontario. I would,
therefore, suggest an amendment that voters should be
allowed, as far as regards Algoma, to poll their votes in any
part of the district they happen to be in at the time. This
might be made exceptional as regards Algoma, for under
the General Elections Acts there are special provisions at
present for Algoma and Muskoka, so that there would be
nothing new in such an arrangement.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman said the suggestion I
made could not be carried out. I can point out to him a
way in which it can be carried out. It is to make it obliga-
tory on the revising officer when ho goes around the country
and makes up his list, becanse of necessity h muast travel
over the section of country, to arrange that no voter shall
have to travel a groater distance than five miles, and ha
could make up a list to meet the case; whereas under the
operation of this Act, in a large district liko my o wn county,
the returning officer who may be appointed, probably, and
more than probably, never visits the district at all. He
receives his writ for the election and takis up the list by
the old sections, and ho appoints a poll at a certain place.
He is not familiar with the locality; he does not know
exactly where the bulk of the people live, and ho takes the
report of other people. But if the revising barrister, who
will be familiar with the district, were to arrange his lists
in the way I have indicated, it would accommodate a greater
number of the electors. But it should not be permissible, it
should be obligatory, and thon the returning officer
would carry out the work which the revising officer had
commenced. In my own coanty the returning officer could
not be familiar with the county or district where the people
are called on to vote, and could not know under what
circumstances the changes of the polling sections might be
made. Moreover, there is another objection to this pro-
posai. If, as ia otten the case, a large proportion ot the
electors of a certain district live at one end of the district,
the returning officer might fix his poll, if ho were so disposed
-and we have seen in the case of the returning officer for
Queen's what returning officers will do -ho might fix a
polling place at a very inconvenient position, which would
practically disfranchise the largest number of people in that
section. In my county, when the elections are in winter, it
is almost a matter of impossibility to get men to the poll,
and, therefore, every assistance sBhould be given them in the
way I have pointed out. By the revising barrister having
the lists so arranged, ho would enable ail the electors to
poll their votes, and not compel them to travel a distance of
over five miles. This would be an improvement on the
amendment of the bon. gentleman.

Mr. DAVIES (P-E.I.) Some simple provision might be
made which would be an improvement in a district like Al-
goma. The amendment I do not think is in the right direc-
tion. The revising officer is bound to make himself thoroughly
acquainted with the list, and the names of the polting
places are printed in the district and put at the head of the
list, and are known by the electors. When the pol.is fixed
by the returning officer the chances are that h. will fix it
in the most convenient place.

Mr. MCCARTHY. The intention is to fix the polling
districts in two places and give each deputy returning
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officer a list, so that the man has a chance. The danger is
that a man might vote twice.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If the hon. gentleman were not
such an old campaigner I would think he was poking fun
at the House. If you are going to give in 210 constituencies
two polling places in each, there will be at least twenty or
thirty persons repeating votes.

Mr. MoCARTIIY. We have bad this matter tried in
Local elections for years and without that result: It has
been the law for years.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman knows that
with some of those districts there are a great number of
Indian voters. fheir notions of voting, and the propriety
of voting, are not exactly the same as those of the white
population, and they would be in a large degree at the dis.
postl of those who chose to press them into voting as often
as possible. The result of this would be simply to delay,
because it would be quite impossible that a single voter
would be allowed to vote without being sworn. Thon, you
have, as the hon. mem ber for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) said,
the case of bis constituency, in which a large portion of the
voting population are migratory, fishing at one point to-day
and camping at another to-morrow. They wander over a
territory nearly one thousand miles in extent, and it would
be impossible in that case to adopt the bon. gentleman's
proposition without serious danger of wrong.

Mr. JONES. I think if the hon. member desires really
to amend the law, he will adopt my suggestion and compel
the revising barrister to settie the boundaries.

Mr. McCARTHY. We are dealing now with the Do.
minion Elections Act. The amendment which the hon.
gentleman refers;to would be an amendment to the Franchise
Act, and when it comes up the amendment may be made.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Make it an amendment to that
Act.

Mr. McCARTHY. But the revising officer has already
fixed the polling districts, and, when an election comes, the
difficulty then occurs with the electors, and then the return-
ing officer would step in and correct the difficulty. Of
course if the revising officer makes the sub-divisions small
enough to be convenient this clause will not apply.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). He cannot make them more than
200 votes.

Mr. MoCARTHY. Yes, but that may cover a very large
territory.

Mr. WEL DON (St. John). I do not think that such an
important change in the law should be made so late in the
Session.

Mr. McCARTHiY. What difference does it make whetber
it is late or early ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It is entirely novel to ns,
and I think it will act very injuriously. In the first place,
I feel that it would be very unsafe to put this power in the
bands of returning officers.

Mr. MoCARTIY. If the hon. gentleman does not desire
it in bis Province, I am willing to confine it to the districts
of Algoma and Muskoka in my own Province. I am satis-
fied if the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) desires
bis constituents to travel fifty miles to vote.

Mr. MALLORY. I agree with the hon. member for St.
John (Mr. Weldon) in thinking that this is too important an
amendment to the law for us to discuss and place upon
the Statute-book at so late a period of the Session. I cannot
see why the hon. gentleman should be in such a wonderful
hurry to get this amendment placed on the Statute-book,
inasmuch as he, at least, believes that there will be no

general election for some time to come, so that I do not
think the country would suffer if we left the amendment te
another Session, so that we might consider it in a proper
manner. I think, Sir, that the revising barrister, so long
as we have a revising barrister, is the proper person to
define the limits of the polling sub-divisions. He bas, in the
first place, in order to make up bis preliminary lists the
assessment roll and ail the information he can gather; he
is not limited as to the time at bis disposal, and he could go
fully into the whole subject. He knows, or he ought to
know, all the particulars with regard to the bound-
aries of the varions polling sub-divisions, and if, as
they exist at present, they are too large, he should have the
power of revising them and making them convenient for
the electors. In preparing the lists for the final court of
revision he as to visit the various municipalities, and to
hold courts of revision within thom, and, therefore, he should
know their boundaries. But wu know that in many cases
returning officers are appointed who reside outside the rid-
ing for which they are appointed, and they are, therefore,
not conversant with the boundaries of the polling divisions.
In some ridings in Ontario they do not reside in the elec.
toral districts at aIl; they know nothing about the ridings
or the polling sub-divisions which Lhey are supposed to
arrange, if this amendment is adopted. In many instances
they do not visit the polling divisions at aIl, but send their
clerks to them, while they remain at their own offices. I
think this is too important an amendment to the election
law to take up at this late hour, when we are asked to ex-
pedite the business of the House as rapidly as possible in
order to get away next week. Inasmuch as there cannot
be any possible haste in regard to this matter, as it is not
likely that any number of elections, except a bye.election
iere and there, will take place for several years, there is no

great reason why an amendment to the law should be
hurried through at this period of the Session, whon we
should have plenty of time to consider it.

Mr. MoCARTHY. If it is thought advisable, I would
ask that the amendment be limited in the way I suggest.
I do not desire to force it upon the Maritime Provinces,
but I do know that in Algoma and Muskoka they suffer
very great inconvenience as the law stands at present; and
I should rather think that North Victoria must suffer in
the same way. My hon. friend from MaLitoba (Mr. Scarth)
says that in that Province it would be a great convenience.

Mr. M[LLS (Bothwell). Then the proposition is to
apply this provision to two districts in the whole Dominion.

Mr. McCARTH Y. To meet your views.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No, I expressed no opinion in

favor of such a proposition. My proposition was that the
districts should be defined by the revising officers. I hold
to that opinion; the same opinion was expressed by the
Prime Minister himself, but now he seems to have had new
light. I would like to know what new light the hon. gen-
tleman ias had, to make him see the propriety of
conferring this power on the returning officer, when
he told us before that it was very important that it
should be taken froin him, and that the revising
officer was the proper party to possees this power.
We concurred with him in that view. If it is necessary to
confer this power upon anybody-and I admit that it is
reasonable, where the population is very sparse, that the
extent of territory and not merely numbers sbould govern
-it sbould b. conferred upon the revising barrister, by an
amendment to the Franchise Act providing that the revis-
ing barrister, in certain cases, should govern himself by
the extent of territory rather than by ttbe number of elec-
tors. I suppose that the hon. gentleman is assuming that
the bon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), and the hon.
member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) are to be unseated,
and that there are to be new elections. I think the hon.
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gentleman is prejudging the cases of his friends who are
sitting beside him. But if there are to be elections there,
and if it is necessary to establish more convenient polling
divisions, by ail means confer on the revising offier the
power of revising his work, and of altering and improving
the public divisions in the way the hou. gentleman desires.
Take the case of Algoma. I venture to say the hon. gen-
tleman who represents that constituency has a good many
voters in it, as to whom no white man could tell whether
they had voted once, twice or five times.

Mr. DAWSON. Allow me to correct the hon. gentle-
man. He would have to be an exceedingly active voter if
he could go from one to another polling place in one day.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If some of the dusky electors
in the hon. gentleman's constituency voted twice, nobody
could prosecute them, because nobody could know whether
the Indian who voted at poil A was the same Indian who
voted at poli B. So I say, if there is to be an amendment,
the hon. gentleman had better adhere to the doctrine laid
down by the hon. First Minister, and confer this power on
the revising officer, and not on the returning officer, who
is appointed on the eve of the election and who has ro
time to do this work properly.

Mr. WATSON. I certainly approve of giving the power
to some person to establish more polling booths. In my
own county in some cases electors had to travel as far as
twenty-five miles to vote, which was a very inconvenient
thing in the month of February. I would much rather see
that powcr conferred on the revising officer than the
returning officer, because the returning officer has to
locate each polling place, and I would not like to see
the power placed in bis hands of sub-dividing the list, and
saying that a certain man should go to one polling place
and another man to some other polling place. It would be
much better to have the power conferred on the revising
officer, so that he could make up the lists to suit the elec.
tors. I may say that I have had several communications
from electors in different sections of my county, where
settlement is sparse, and where the polling booths were
inconveniently situated, asking me to endeavor to secure
for the revising officer power to locate polling booths in
different places in that district, and the revising officer has
expressed bis willingness, wherever he could place n polling
place more conveniently for the electors, ho would do it.

Mr. JONES. Some time ago, in reply to my suggestion,
the hon. gentleman said that it would come properly under
the Franchise Act. If the Government propose to deal
with the Franchise Act, will the hon. gentleman say the
Government will insert that amendment, making it impera-
tive on the revising officer to divide the district so that the
electors shall not have to travel over five miles to reach a
pol ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not prepared to say
that we will take it into consideration. The hon. gentle-
man may have bis amendment prepared and move it when
the Bill comes up.

Mr. JONES. I do not want to occupy the time of the
House with that amendment unless it will ho passed. I am
speaking of this matter with reference to a county like
mine, where the people have to travel a long distance to
vote. I would suggest to the hon. leader of the Govern.
ment that if he would incorporate, in any amendment he
proposes to make to the Act, the provision that the revising
officer visiting a district, should take that into consideration
and locate the polling places that the electors would be
within five miles of a polling place, ail difficulty would be
obviated. I am informed that such a course would be only
consistent with the hon. gentleman's action on a previous
oceasion.

Mr. MILLs (Bothwell.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will call the attention
of the Minister of Justice to the suggestion of the hon.
gentleman, as he is in charge of the Bill.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like the hon, Minister
Io say if he is disposed to accept an amendment we offer.
He takes Algoma and Muskoka out of the general policy,
and deals with them in this Act exceptionally. Surely, if
ho intends that this Act shall apply at bye-elections, ho
sbhould provide for ail bye-elections that may occur.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There seems to be avery
considerable opinion in the committee against making the
change general. The hon. gentleman proposes to limit the
provision to those two counties. We have heard the
representatives of those two constituencies, who have no
objection to the course proposed. I did not wish to be
understood as saying that I would act on the suggestion of
the hon. member for Halifax. I merely said I would ask
the Minister of Justice to take it into consideration, and I
will do so aiso.

Mr. DAWSON. The hon. member for Halifax said that
no voter should have more than five miles to travel to get
to a polling station. That argument shows the necessity
of making some special provision for Algoma, because if he
placed the polling stations in that district so that no voter
would have to travel more than five miles, you would
require more than a thousand polling stations in that
immense district.

Mr. JONES. Then, I suppose my hon. friend from Si rcoe
will have no objection to include Halifax with Muskoka
and Algoma.

Mr. McCARTHY. If it was not for fear of rousing the
wrath of the hon. member for St. John, I would be disposed
to do so.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I think that shows the undes-
irability of the change at ail.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This is an instance of that rule
of uniformity which the First Minister insisted upon during
a period of three months.

Mr. MALLORY. The House is evidently not prepared
to deal with this matter as it ought. The hou. member
for Marquette states, with reference to this matter, that bis
constituents have complained to him, and that he has made
representations to bis revising barrister, who is prepared to
do what the hon. member for Marquette asks, if only the
law would allow him. This amendment discriminates
against the hon. member for Marquette, and in favor of two
friends of the Government. If the amendment is a good
one, it ought to extend to the whole Dominion, if not, it
ought not to be proposed at this late period.

Mr. WATSON. Rather than see the returning officer
have this power, I would prefer seeing the Act as it is. In
ail cases, the returning officer is a partisan, while the
revising barrister, as a rule, gives satisfaction. In my
county, the revising barcister is Judge Ryan, who gives
entire satisfaction. Extended powers ought to be given the
revising barrister, such as that of locating the polling dis-
tricts. In my constituency, the electors in some of the
districts had to go 30 miles to poll their votes, and that
was in the middle of February. I hope the First Minister
will accept the proposal of the hon. member for Halifax
when this Bill comes up again.

Mr. JONES. While I prefer this Act should be amended
generally, still, to meet the special views of the case, if the
hon. gentleman is going to press this amendment, I would
move to have the words added "in the eloctoral districts of
Algoma, Muskoka and IHalifax."
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. After hearing what has

beon said on both sides, I would suggest to my hon. friend
to withdraw the amendment, and when the Bill relating to
the Franchise Act is under consideration, to-mortow or
Tuesday, the suggestion of my hon. friend can be put into
practical shape and considered.

On section 1,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would amend this

section by substituting for the words "subject to the
reversal on petition," the words "subject to recount or
reversal on petition."

Mr. WATSON. It is important better instructions should
be given to returning officers, to know who shall be entitled
to vote at the different polls. In one particular district in
my constitutency, where five polls were held, some 66
agents voted. To my mind, that is contrary to the election
law, and the returning officer beld the same view until
within 24 hours of the polling being held. I was in a distant
part of the county, but, on arrividg home, went to his office
and found ho had made ont some 72 certificates for agents,
men coming from Winnipeg to vote in the town of Portage
la Prairie. These mon did not act as agents, and I believe
the returning officer was forced into the position he took by
the advice of Winnipeg lawyers, that any man could be
appointed an agent and go and vote, provided thero were
not two men holding agents' certificates in the booth at the
same time. If it is the intention of the Government to
make this legal, that ought to be distinctly stated. As I
understand the Act, only two agents can vote at a poll.

Mr. McCARTHY. I desire to propose an amendment to
section 128. It reads at present;

No election shall be declared invalid by reason of non-compliance
with the provisions of this Act as to the taking of the pol or the count.
ing of the votes or by reason of any want of qualification in the persons
signing a nomination paper received by the returning officer under the
provisions of this Act or of any mistake in the use of the forma contained
in the schedules of this Act, if it appears to the tribunal having cogni-
sance of the question that the election was conducted in accordance with
the principles laid down in this Act, and that such non-compliance or
mistake did not affect the result of the election.

I desire to put in, at the suggestion of one of the learned
judges, who sent me the amendment, the following words:-

Any irregularity in any of the proceedings preliminary to the
polling, or by reason of a failure to bold a poll at any place appointed
for holding a poli."

The whole clause is subject to the proviso at the end, that
it does not affect the result of the election. This is amend.
ing the law exactly as it has beon amended in the Local
Legislature, owing to a case in which I happened to be
concerned. lu the East Simcoe case, the returning officer
did not open the poll until a few minutes after two o'clock,
owing to a snow storm, and at the trial the two learned
judges differed. One learned judge thought the election
must be set aside in consequence, and the other took an
opposite view. In consequence of that, these words which
I have read were put into the Local Act. The effect is
that no irregularity preliminary to the holding of the poll
is to interfere with the election, provided the result of the
election is not thereby affected.

Mr. JONES. Suppose a man did not put up bis deposit ?
Mr. McCARTHY. That would come into the question

as to its affecting the result of the election.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This is rather an important
amendment, and it might be moved on the third reading
and printed in the meantime.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwehl). The committee might rise and
report pî'ogress and ait again.

Amendment negatived, and Bill reported.
112

SOLICITOR GENERAL.

Mr. TRlOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.
42) to make provision for the appointment of a Solieitor
General.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It seems to me rather late in
the evening to take up that Bill. There will certainly be a
good doal of discussion on that. The hon. gentleman had
botter take some other measure about which there will be
less controversy.

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

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 12:45 a.m.
(Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

SATURDAY, llth June, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYZas.

BILL WITHDRAWN.

Bill (No. 110) respecting the Saskatchewan and Western
Railway Company.

ALLOWANCE TO GODEFROI LAVIOLETTE.

Mr.THOMPSONmovedthe secondreadingof Bill(No.138)
to provide for the payment of a yearly allowance to Gode.
froi Laviolette, late warden of the penitentiary of St. Vin.
cent de Paul.

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

(In the Committee.)
Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. I ask the Minister of

Justice whether he has considered well the precedent which
is being established in this? It is true sceh matters are not
likely often to occur, but our practice has been to give a
superannuatioh allowance and a gratuity for the services
that may be rendered, and I think, by tiat mode, we might
have the case botter than by granting the entire xalary for
the term of the gentleman's natural life.

Mr. THOMPSON. I have considered that point, and
that was really the only diffculty in dealing as liberally as
we propose to deal with Mr. Laviolette. I think a gratuity
would not meet the case, for the reason that Mr. Laviolette's
health is so seriously impaired, there is no probability of
his having any lengthened expectation of life, and the more
payment of a gratuity would have left him, entirély without
any means of support for himself and family.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. The hon. gentleman
has misunderstood me. I said that in some what Analogous
cases our practice had been to grant supeMrhnuation allow-
ances, plus a number of years' extra servioe, and a gratuity.
This would, perhaps, have met this case. I mention this,
not that I partiotlarly object to conduct like the warden's
being specially recognised, but simply because the pro-
posed course creates a precedent.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. I have endeavorei in the preamble
to state this is a very speolal case. It is a precedent that
ought not to be followed, except in extreme cases.

Mr. MKoULLEN. I think it is not at ail in the interest
of the country that we should adopt this principle. We
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now pay about $200,000 a year for the superannuation of
civil servants, and we are asked in this case to pay $2,600
a year. If we set this example, the probabilities are we
will have this thing repeated year after year. It was quite
plain, from the remarks of the hon. member for Quebec
(Mr. Langelier), that this man was not wholly irresponsible
for the troubles that occurred, and I do not think this idea
of paying him this enormous sum annually is one that will
meet with favor in this country. If a civil servant suffered
injury through an honest and earnest defence of his posi-
tion, and in the discharge of his duty, it would be reasonable
to allow him something sufficient to support him annually;
but to allow a man who has been in receipt of $2,600 a year
for several years, out of which ho should have put apart a
considerable sum to meet the case of old age and infirmity,
a continuance of that annual amount, is a gross injustice to
the poor and struggling ratepayers of the Dominion. By
following a course such as this, we have run public expend-
ituro up to an enormous sum; we are collecting about
$35,000,000 a year for all purposes, and it is likely the
amount will be more before the year closes. We
should not sanction incroased expenditure of this
kind in connection with superannuation. Our super-
annuation system has not certainly been worked
in the interests of the country for many years. A
great many of our retired civil servants are going around,
enjoying the balance of their lives comfortably, and living
at the expense of the country. The people cannot afford
that; we have the right to investigate such matters as
this when they come before Parliament, and [ desire to
enter my humble protest, both against the continuance of
the present system, and the inauguration of a new system
whereby individuals are selected, and allowances equal to
their salaries granted to them. It.is unnecessary that a man
should be allowed $2,600 a year for his support. Any man
who occupied the position this warden had, should be able
to live on half that sum. How many mon are there who
struggle for a lifetime to gather a competence for the bal-
ance of their days, and have not been able to accumulate
half that sum; yet we, in the pride of our hearts and of our
greatness as a nation, contribute to one man $2,600 a year,
in order to keep him in a comfortabte position for the bal-
ance of his days. I say it is wrong. We have no right to
consent to this thing, and, for my part, I am determinod
to offer my opposition to it at every stage.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

DEPARTMENT OF TRADE AND COMMERCE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House
again resolve itself into Committee on Bill (No. 7) respect.
ing the Departmont of Trade and Commerce. He said: The
Biill went through oommittee before, but we return to it in
order to insert the clause fixing the salary of the Minister.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itseolf into Commit-
tee.

(In the Committee.)
Sir JORN A. MACDbONALD moved that the blank be

filled in by $7,000.
Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURTS ACT.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
111) to amend the Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act.

(In the Committee.)
On section 19,
Mr. THOMPSON. It was understood that I should as-

certain whether that clause, as drafted, covered all the cases
Mr. MCMULLEN.

of limitation required. I move the following as a substi-
tute :-

The laws relating to prescription and limitation of actions in force
in any Province between subject and subject shall, subject to the provi-
sions of any Act of the Parliament of Canada, apply to any proceeding
against the Orown in respect to any cause of action arising in such
Province.

Bill reported, and read the third time on a division, and
passed.

DOMINION LANDS ACT AMENDMENTS.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee on Bill (No. 113) to amend the
Dominion Lands Act.

Mr. DAVIN. Before you leave the Chair, I wish to say
a few words on the general scope of this Bill, which I
think will facilitate our work in committee. I have studied
the Bill very carefully, and have come to the conclusion that
it would not satisfy tle people of the North-West.
It fails from the point of justice and from the point of view
of policy; and if I make a few remarks that will
lead the House on both sides to look into the Bill, I think
that we may, in committee, after all, shape such a measure
out of it that it will be effective for all desirable purposes.
Now, Sir, I lay down two propositions: I say, first, that the
Bill fails from the point ofjustice ; and I oall the attention of
my hon. friend the Minister of Interior to the argument on
this head, the points in which, although we have met several
times, I have not put before him, because they have not
struck me on either occasion of our interview. The
second homestead was established by the Act passed
May 25th, 1883. That clause has been said to be ver.
missive. I will not dwell on the question whethei it
was permissive or not, because I believe-indeed, I think
I can say with authority, from having conversed with the
hon. gentleman on the subject-I believe the Minister of
Interior would not like to have it supposed that the Gov-
ernuient would rest anything whatever on the permissive
quality of that clause. But it may be said, in passing, that
it would be a perfectly monstrous thing to put a clause in
this Bill of a permissive character, as it would Istrike
the eye of a lawyer, but which an agent could use in
England, Ireland, Scotland and Germany, and which
would enable him to say to the intending immigrant: You
can have a second homestead; but whon that man came
out here, he should be told : You can have a second
homestead if the Minister of Interior wishes to give it to
you. So I will assume that that clause must be considered
to have established the right of any immigrant coming in
here, after the passing of tbe Act on May 25th, 1883, to a
second homestead, as soon as he had fulfiled the pre-con.
ditions, viz., that he had made an entry for the homestead
and got his patent. Now, Sir, what happened ? On June
2nd, 1886, you passed an Act which abolished second home-
steads. The second homestead clause was in existence three
years and a few days, about the period within which it
was absolutely necessary, under the provisions of the Act
before it was repealed, to fulfil the conditions whieh would
enable a man to get a second homestead. Therefore,
persons who came into this country with what might
be called a right to a second homestead, could not
get it under the legislation of last year, and the only per.
sons who could get second homesteads are the very persons
that went into the country never expecting to get them,
prior to the Act of 1883, having no right whatever to
them. Looking at the fact that they went into the country
before the passing of the Act of 1883, of course, they are
not in a position to say, as other mon can say, who came
in here under the inducements of that Act: We came
in here, and when we have performed the pre-conditions,
when we have had our homesteads comple ted, we cannot
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get a second homestead 1 It may be said that those who
have no title, no moral title, certainly, to a second home-
stead, can get one, whereas those who had a moral and legal
title, prior to the Act of 1886, are deprived of it. I call the
attention, especially, of the Minister of Interior to that point,
because I think in that respect it clearly fails from the
point of view of justice. Every immigrant who came
in bore in 1884, 1885, and in the spring of 1886, of
course expected to be able to get a second homestead.
I have letters here from fathers of families, from men of ail
sorts, who say that they came here expecting to get that
second homestead, for the purpose of getting that second
homestead. Adopting June 2nd as a hard and fast line,
could not fail to create a certain amount of discontent.
Men who failed to get their homestead patented felt
they had a grievance, and it is to meet that grievance alone
that this Bill is proposed. Those persons who came in
before the second homestead was established, but who had
not got a recommendation for their patent on June 2nd,
1886, could not get the second homestead; but under this
Bill they will obtain it. But those are persons who never
came into this country with the inducement held ont to
them thatthey would get such a homestead. Take the
mon who have come from England, from Scotland and from
Ireland in 1884, 1885, and 1886, believing they would get a
second homestead, that being part of the inducement held
out to them-they will find themselves left completely out
in the cold. The Bill also fails from the point of view of
policy. Of course, it is as important, as that it
should be just, that this Bill should also be success-
ful and acceptable to the people of the North-West. If
it is not acceptable to thein and deos not satisfy
them, there will still be a sense of grievance: and what can
fail to make a greater sense of grievance than that the mon
who came into the country with this allurement before
their eyes and this motive playing on their wills, should be
deprived of the second homestead, and see men who came
into the country before the Act was passed, before the right
to a second homestead was established, enjoying a second
homestead ? Thus, from the point of view of justice,
and from the point of view of policy, the Bill, in its
present form, will fail. I know it twill be said that the
second homestead was a bad policy. I grant that it
was a bad policy and a mistake; but whose mistake and
whose bad policy was it? It was our mistake and our bad
policy. It was not the mistake of the Englishman, who, in
1884, on the Downs of Devon, met the emigration agent, and
learned from him that in this great liberal land, that in this
paradise of the settler, he could get a second homestead if
he came here. It was not the mistake of the Scotchman,
who, in 1885, met an emigration agent who told him ho
could get a second homesteal if ho came here. We are the
persons who are responsible for it, and we cannot turn
round to these people, when they come bore and
ask for their second homestead, and say: " Oh, it
was a bad policy." The man will reply : " I
will keep you to your word." We can, of course,
reply that " We are the Parliament, and while all over this
country individuals and corporations can be kept to their
word, we can, in successive Sessions, repudiate the responsi-
bility undertaken in previous Sessions." So I consider that
this Bill-and I have been looking over it since my last
conversation with the Minister of the Interior, and 1 have
had-the honor of having had many conversations with him
-and the more completely I have looked over it the more I
am satisfied that it will fail from the point of view of jus-
tice and from the point of view of policy. It will not bear
powder and shot for a moment when you bring the test
of justice to it. I tell the House this: The people of the
North-West, if this Bill is passed, will repudiate it. I know
thoir opinions very well-they will utterly repudiate the
Bill. $o much with respect to the second homestead ques-
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tion. I desire now to touch on another point. There are
a number of persons in the North-West who have been there
for four years, which have been lean years, in which those
who have gone there with their little capital and their
courage, have had their capital dissipated, and have nothing
but their courage left. I am glad to say their courage
still remains strong, and there are this year indications of
a bountiful harvest. There you have as fine a class of
settlers as ever inhabited any part of the world, who have,
in the face of the greatest possible discouragement, in spite
of failure after failure of crops, bad year after bad year,
in an expansive country to live in, never lost heart or
hope, but, toiling on, left their families on their farms, and
went into the towns to work, and on the railways to labor;
and these men come to this fouse and say-what ? Es-
tablish a policy for the future ? No, nothing of the kind.
They say: I We have been sufferers; do something like
justice to us. You cannot possibly put us in the same
position we occupied when we came to this country, but
do something like justice, in view of the sufferings we
have endured." All they ask is this : That their families
having lived on the farms, on the homesteads, and in the
buildings erected on the farms, and, having cuitivated the
land, that should be accepted for cultivation purposes, and
they should be entitled to thoir patents. My hon. friend
from East Assiniboia (Mr. Perley) and myself, have
presented, I suppose, some fifty or sixty petitions from
every part of the large district of the Assiniboias, praying
this House to make the change suggested in the Bill
which, with great presumption, I presented to this House
in the first week of this Parliament. It was shown
to all my friends from the North-West, and some of my
friends from Manitoba. One or two of the clauses I in-
serted at their suggestion; I think there are only four
clauses of my own there, and I know this, that the whole
Bill met with their approval at the timue. How they now
feel about it, or what influences may have operated on thoir
minds, I really do not know; but I know this, that I am just
as convinced of the need of carrying out the provisions of that
Bill as I was when I left my prairie home and when I came
from the people amongst whom I live, for whom I pload
hore, and with whose needs I am acquainted. A short rosi-
dence in Ottawa bas in no way dulled my sense of what
they need. I have made these few remarks with the hope
of calling the attention of the Minister especially to an argu-
ment I had not previously placed before him, and also of
calling the attention of the House to the Bill generally, so
that when we go into committee we may possibly hope that
we may see in this House what, in other days, was seen in
Parliaments, what was seen in Parliament in the best days
of Parliaments, in the Parliaments with the best and noblest
traditions-something like plasticity, something like that
capacity for being convinced which the very idea of a Parlia.
ment implies, and without which a Parliament is a mockery,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think it wouid be well that
we should now go into committee, and when we oome to
the particular clause to which this question of second home-
steading has relation, we eau discuss it. I may say that,
while I have listened with great pleasure to the hou. gen-
tleman's speech, I cannot quite say that I am altogether
couvinced y it. However, we will disecus it when we go
into committee.

Mr. SCARTH. I would ask whether members will have
the right to suggest other amendments than those in the
present Bill,-

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Certainly.
Mr. SCA RTH-amendments not referring to the clauses

that are in the Bill ?
Motion agreed to, and louse resolved itself into Com-

mittee.
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(In the Committee.)

On section 3,

Mr. CHARLTON. The provisions of the law with
reference to homesteading entry are not, I believe,
sufficiently liberaL The object and desire of this House,
and of this country, no doubt, Sir, is to secure the rapid
settlement of the North-West; and the future of Canada
depends very largely upon our success in inducing settlers
to go into that country. Now, I believe we have hitherto
pursued a policy, with regard to our vast domain of public
lands, which is not of a character sufficiently liberal. We
have at the south a country which bas also a large public
domain, and which is seeking to people that public domain
with settlers. That country is eminently successful in its
efforts. We have been constantly failing behind that
country in the race of progress; we have not succeeded, as
they have succeeded, in inducing immigrants to people our
unoccupied lands. Now, I believe, Mr. Chairman-
and I have before urged My view in this respect in this
louse-that our policy with regard to our public lands in

the North-West ought to be, at least, as liberal as the policy of
the United States, and I believe, if we adopt a policy not as
liberal as that of the United States, we will continue here.
after, as has been the case heretofore, to fail in our efforts
to secure the rapid settlement of that country. This clause
with regard to homestead settlements proposes to continue
the policy hitherto pursued by the Government, that is, to
allot certain locations in townships for homestead settle.
ment, and allow homestead settlement on no other loca.
tion. Now, the practical effect of that, when compared
with the United States law, is to place the homestead settler
in Canada at a great disadvantage, as compared with the
homestead settler in the United States. I do not complain
as to the details of the policy-as to the number of years'
residence required, as to the time required, or occupation of
the entry, as to the conditions with regard to settlement
and cultivation. All these, I believe, are proper enough ;
but 1 think there is one change which it would be in the
interest of this country to make-a change in the direction
of the homestead laws of the United States. In that coun-
try, wherever public land is situated, it is open either for
homestead or purchase; there is no restriction in the one
case or the other. The homestead settler can settle on a
quarter section outside the railway belt, or upon 80 acres
inide the railway belt, wherever he finds land unoccupied.
I believe, if we are to induce homestead settlements in the
North-West, on a scale commensurate with our desires, we
should change our policy and open our publie lands, wher-
ever they may be situated, for homestead settlement;
whorever lands are open for sale or settlement we should
alèow homestead settlement upon those lands, instead of lo-
cating homesteadors here and there in isolated positions.
1 tbink this is one of the radical defects of our law,
and I call the attention of the Minister to it, with
a sincere desi'e ihat ho may promote a policy more
conducive to the rapid settlement of the North-West than
that which bas hitherto prevailed. We know that settle-
ment bas proceeded slowly; that our policy has been one
calculated to scatter settlement. We built the railway,
perhaps, too rapidly, and the result is that we have seat-
tered settlements along the line between Winnipeg and the
Rooky Monntàino, that might botter have been concen-
trated within a limited area. I would suggest, therefore,
that the law should be amended. Perhaps it will be an act
of presumption on my part to propose such a change, but
what we want is a system which would conduce to the
rapid homestead settlement of the c>Juntry; conduce to the
sale of land, and the rapid settlement of the country. I
propose to alter the third clause so that it shahl read as
follows:-

Mr. ScARTH.

Every person who in the sole head of a family, and every male who
ha attained the age of eighteen years, who makes application in the
form A in the achedule to this Act, shall be entitled to obtain home-
stead entry for any quantity of land not exceeding one quarter section
of land which is open for sale or settlement-

without any restriction whatever as to where ho shall
make his location.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The honi gentleman bas
opened up a large question which is not touched in this Bill
at all. The question of whether the odd sections should be
open for homesteading is one upon which there is reasonable
ground for difference of opinion. Recently, in the land
grants we have been giving to the railway companies-or
to many of them, at any rate-we have adopted the prin-
ciple of granting alternate townships instead of alternate
sections. The motive for that change has been two-fold.
In the first place, especially in the southern part, where it
was first adopted on what is commonly called the Galt Rail.
way, the land was botter fitted for grazing than for ordinary
settlement purposes ; and the other motive-and I may say
the ruling motive with myself--was that, in the alternate
townships reserved, every quarter section would be open for
homesteading, as the hon. gentleman suggests, and in that
way we could secure compact settlement, which is, undoubt-
edly, a matter of very great importance. But that is not
what is referred to in this Bill. Under the law as it stands
today every person going into that country bas a right to
enter for a homestead of 160 acres, and for a pre-
emption of 160 acres alongside it. After he has fulfilled
his homestead duties by a residence of at least six
months in each year, for three years, and reasonable
cultivation, he is permitted, within six months after
that, to purchase his preemption at the price fixed,
whatever that price may be-$2 or $2.50, accordiug to
location. Now, in many cases it has been found that home-
steaders have abandoned their preemptions. Owing to cir-
cumstances which have existed in the North-West during
the last three or four years, circumstances which are not in
any way due to the land laws, but circumstances over which
no Government could have any control, a good many of the
farmers do rot find themselves in a position to purchase
their preemptions, and, as a conscquence, they are aban-
doning them. There is a difference of dpinion, even among
gentlemen in this House from Manitoba and the North-West,
as to whether 160 acres is not sufficient for a bomestead, and
as to whether we have not made a mistake in allowing
preemptions at all. But what I propose in thi1s Bill is that
we shall open these preemptions immediately to home-
steaders, and to that extent I am going in the direction of
the hon. gentleman's suggestion. The chief reason for
adopting that principle bore is, that I think it is most im-
portant, in connection with the settlement of that country,
that the homesteaders should be actual residents on their
lands, and that the practice should be discouraged, as much
as possible, of persons getting possession of land, leaving
their families on it, and going elsewhere to work, or, per-
haps, getting the work done through someone else, and in
that way obtaining possession of 160 acres wbich they
never intend to cultivate. The motive in inserting this
clause, in regard to those pro-emptions, is that we may
abolish the two principles that have been adopted in for-
mer Acta relating to homesteads. The first is tho pi inciple
adopted in 1884, [ think, by which a person living within a
radius of two miles, can enter for land, being oompelled
at the end of three years to put up a habitable
house and reside on the land three months beforo he gets
his patent, In the meantime ho is away. To my mind,
this has not proved, on the whole, a good principle for the
settlement of the country. The other plan, which is prac-
tically abolished by this measure, is that which we adopted
last year, by which a person can enter for a homestead,
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have five acres broken in the first year, five acres cultivated,
and ten more prepared for cultivation the next year, and
thon, at the end of the second year, become a resident and
live on the homestead for three years. The proposal in
regard to the abandoned preemptions is that the person
shall o at once on the land, become a resident, and thus
contribute to the settlement of the country, and to the greater
advantage of the settlers already there. This is all that is
done bore, and it is in the direction the hon. gentleman
suggests.

Mr. CHARLTON. As I said before, I do not raise any
objection to the details relating to the conditions of settle.
ment on homesteads, which,~in the main, meet with my ap-
proval. The point which 1 raise is that there is a funda-
mental error in our policy with regard to homestead settle-
ment. In place of limiting the locations available for home-
stead settlement, we should throw open the whole area
in the North-West, under Dominion control, for settlers,
and let them settle wherever they please, permitting them
to take up land, either by homestead entry or by purchase.
Our object is to get the land settled, and we should open up
to settlement every section we own. In doing this we
would liberalise our settlement laws, conforming them to a
certain extent to those of thelUnited States, and offer as great
inducements to settlers as that country does. We do not offer
as great inducements now, and the resuIt isshown in the fact
that we do not secure the settlers. The majority of our Cana.
dians who go west settie in Dakota and elsewhere, for the
simple reason that they can buy public land cheaper there
than they can in the North-West, and they can settle wher-
ever they wish without being hampered in any way. In
holding and restricting the land from sottlement, as we do,
we are not promoting the public interest as we would if we
gave it away, providel we could get bond fide settlers upon
it. I urge upon the Minister of the Interior the importance
of liberalising his policy by permitting the homesteader to
settle wherever ho chooses, and the purchaser to purchase
wherever ho can find the land, having no restriction in one
case or the other. I am sure that if that policy were
adopted, the result would be greatly to the interest of
Canada.

Mr. WATSON. I rise to endorse the views of the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). I might differ
with him a little in one respect, that is, as to the purchaser
being allowed to purchase land wherever it is to be found.
1 believe it would bc well to reserve the even-num.
bered sections for homesteading, but the odd-numbered
sections ought to be opened fcr homesteading. At pre-
sent the odd-numbered sections are held for sale. I have
always objected to that. We have always held that a
Eettler is of more value to the country than the price ob.
tained for the land; and settlement in that country is re-
tarded by so much land being locked up in the hands of
speculators. I presented petitions to-day from three
municipalities, regarding a corporation that holds thoa-
sands of acres on which it pays no taxes. The land was
parchased from the Canadian Paciflc Railway Company,
and no taxes are paid on it simply because the agreement
of sale was not registered. The fact that so much land is
held by speculators, without paying taxes, is retarding the
settiement of the country. Of course, it will be said that
land has to be given away for the construction of railways.
Well, I caim that all lands held by the Government, except
lands given to aid in the construction of railways, ought to
be opened to homesteading. I believe that if that course
had been pursued in the past, instead of having a
sparsely-settled country we would have a compact settle-
ment within a radius of 200 miles. Another thing that bas
tended to cause dissatisfaction is that the price of preemp.
tions bas been too high. I have no doubt the Minister of
the Interior has received a large number of petitions from

the North-West, making strong representations that the
price of preemptions should be reduced te S1 per acre.
For reasons which ho has explained, farmers, who took up
320 acres of land, half freehold and half preemption, have
found that they were not able to pay 62.50 per acre for
their preemptions, and the consequence bas been that they
had either te loEo their preemptions or be row money te
pay for thom. They thus involved themselves in debt, and
have not been able to recover. Tho result is that the loan
companies to-day are holding large sections of land in that
country that have been granted as preemptions as
well as homesteads. If preemptions were reduced to
$1 per acre, that reduction would encourage settlement, be-
cause a large number of homstmeaders went into that coun-
try, took up their lands during the boom, expecting teobe
able to pay 82 or $3.50 an acre for preemption ; but, un-
fortunately, the country net having progressed as it should,
they find the land is net actually worth the amount they
agreedto pay. While we are on the subject, I would refer te
two or three minor matters in the interest of the settler. I be-
lieve all the timber required by tho homesteaders should be
allowed to them froe of dues, for improving thoir home.
steads, erecting buildings, foncing, &o. I wouldrecommend,
aho, to the Minister that ho should allow settlers throughout
ail that country te tako ail the dead and dry timber free
of dues, because we have had Ead experience of tracts of
valaable timber land having been overrun by fires, and
the green timber is in a great measure killed by the
dead timber with which the ground is covered. I am satis-
fied that if the dead timber were allowed sottlers free
of duos, they would take it lin preference te green tim-
ber and paying duoes, and thereby protect the forests.
It is of ho utmost importance that the forests in Mani-
toba andt ho North-West should be protected, net only
for the purpose of fuel, but for the effect forests
have on the climate. I am ploased te sce the Minster
makes it statutory that all cancelled homesteads and pre.
emption lands should be allowed as homesteade. The
policy of the Government in the past, as a rule, selling those
lands or cutting them up in smaller parcels than 1£0 acres
te a homestead, bas net tended te promote the settlement of
that country. I would like to sec the Minister, not only allow
a new homesteader to take up a preemption as a homestead,
but also te allow the original homesteader te make a second
homestead on bis preemption, on; similar conditions te
those set forth in this Bill. It appears te me, by talcing
that course, ne injustice would be done te the Government,
and it would ofly be fair and reasonable to the settler. The
settlers of that country have net had the smooth path te
travel that:some people imagine; they have had afew back-
sets, asbas been said by hon.gentlemen opposite, andit would
be a great boon te the early settler of Manitoba te allow
him te make a homestead of bis preemption on similar
conditions te those set forth in this Bill, the preemptions
being cancelled. 8e far as this Bill goos, there is little or
no difference between it and giving te the original home.
steader the right te homestead bis preemption, because, as
soon as he is entitled te the patent for bis homestead, he
ean take up his homestead, fail te falfil the conditions
required for his preemption, and he, or some ofb is friends,
can thon take u p the preemption as a homestead. Instead
of compelling him te take that roundabout way, it would
be botter te allow the original homesteader te make a
second homestead of bis preemption. Failing this, I would
urge that the price of preemptions should be reduoed to
81 per acre.

Mr. DALY. I agree with a great deal the last of the pro-
viens two speakers has said in reforence te the homesteading
of odd sections. As far as Manitoba is concerned, there is net
much land left for that purpose, owing te the fact that the
odd sections have been granted as railway lands or taken
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un by the Canadian Pacific Railway; but, so far as the
North-West Territories are concerned, if the Government
would take the matter into consideration, no doubt a large
number of odd sections in that country would be opened to
homestead entry. I am of opinion, with the hon. member for
Marquette (Mr. Watson), that the settler in that country is
worth more than the $2.50 an acre which the Government
may derive from preemption, and I think every settler
Bhould be pormitted to have a homestead, provided he per-
forms his homestead duties as laid down in the Act. The
only thing I see in the previous clause, and the clause we
are now discussing of this Bill, which I look upon as not
sufficiently liberal, is the fact that we have at least now
about three or four different ways of homesteading. As
stated by the hon. the Minister, there are three modes in
which a homestead can be granted, each imposing dif.
feront conditions on the homesteaders. When the pre-
emptions are opened for homesteading, it is providod
by sub-clause a that certain conditions are to be performed
by the person homesteading a preemption. Settlers from
the old country are unable to distinguish the difference
between making a homcstead of a preemption and of a
cancelled homestead, or to undorstand the different entries
provided. This is overcome to some extent by sub-clause
2 which provides that whon a settler is making application
for entry he shall specify which mode ho intends to adopt;
but, at the same time, groat difficulty has been occasioned in
the old country by the Dapartment of Agriculture not
apparently acting in accordance with the Departmont of
Dominion Lands, and sending immigration literature with-
out having expressed in that literature the latest addition
or amendments to the Land Act, so that settlers who come,
believing that they can homestead under certain conditions,
find the law amended. It is stated in sub-section a that :

"'ny person obtaining homestead entry for the land included in such
forfeited preemption entry shall be required to perfect his entry by
erecting a substantial house."

A substantialihouse would be looked upon as a frame house.
A great many settlers who have lived on their lands from
three to six years, find a sod house, or ordinary shanty, quite
sufficient for all their purposes; and I think if the Minister
insists on this condition, the word "substantial " should be
struck out and replaced by "habitable." That is all that is
necessary for any person who intends to take up a home
stead. I should like to see it la.id down, that where a pre-
emption has been abandoned, preference should be given to
the son or sons, or to one of the sons of the man who aband.
oned it. I know of instances where fathers have come out
with large families, and were induced to come simply be.
cause they had a number of sons whom they wished to see
settled near them on lands of thoir own. Owing to the
numerous settlements, their sons have often to go distances
of from 12 to 15 miles to get lands, and, I think, if the pre-
forence were given to one of the family of a man who has
abandoned his preemption, for the first right to homestead
that preemption, a great deal more would be done towards
promoting settlement than is done by this Bill. It
is provided by this that a house must be erected,
and that a settler must be on the land during
six months in the year, so that every condition of settle-
ment would be fulfilled ;! and it would be much botter the
son should have the preference of living beside his father,
than that a perfect stranger should come in. I agree with
the remarks of my hon. friend from Marquette (Mr.
Watson) with reference to fallen timber. As ho las stated,
fires have caused great depredation among our timber, and
the settlers are removed at great distances from wood. I
think, therefore, that, instead of the present timber law
being as it is, an amendment should be made providing that
settlers may take all the fallen timber they require, pro-
vided they take it for thoir own use. Of course, if there
be not some restrictions to the permission to take timber,

Mr: DALY.

settlers would take it for the purpose of selling it; but, I
think, if they were given permission to take it for their
own use, without having to send to the Dominion lands or
the timber office at Winnipeg, a great deal of good would
resuit. As to the present mode of homesteading, there is one
matter I would like the Minister to consider, and that is this:
some two years ago provision was made that all cancelled
ho mesteads could be homesteaded again, but that a person
applying could only get 80 acres as a homestead and 80 acres
as a preemption. I would ask the Minister to consider that
a provision should ho made permitting any person who
homesteaded 80 acres of such cancelled homestead, to have
the whole 160 acres as a homestead, and be refunded the
$2.50 an acre preemption he has paid; or, if he as not
paid, the preemption of 80 acres should ho abandone I en.
tirely as sucb and be included in locatees homestead.
As to the price of preemptions, I think myself that
$31.50 is too much, and that the price should be reduced
to $1 an acre, and I think the Government would promoto
settlement botter by permitting bondfide settlers to obtain
their preemptions at 81 an acre instead of $2.50. I may
bo permitted to call the attention of the Minister of the
Interior to this sub-clause a. I think the wording of that
will requiro to be changed. I would like to see the word
"substantial " struck out and the word "habitable " put in,
and a provision made that it should be within six months
from the date of perfecting such homestead entry. The hon.
Minister will remember that, by the Act of 1883, a settLier
is given six months in which to perfect his entry, and 1
suggest that that clause should be applied to meet the con-
dition of matters sot out hore.

Mr. PERLEY (Assiniboia). I will claim the attention
of the House on this subject. I generally keep my seat
when anything which does not affect the North-West is at
stake, but I laim the indulgence of the House for a few
moments as this is a matter which affects my country. Yon
have heard the very able speeches of my two legal friends
from that country, but they are not farmers, as was stated
on a former occasion. I am a farmer; I have always been
a farmer, ani I am farming now; and, knowing that
country as I do, having lived in it four years-i an
speaking now of the North-West Territories more
particularly, and not of Manitoba -I say that 160 acres
is not enough for a farmer in that country. Our
great misfortune does not lie in the fact that our
land has been too dear, or that the land regulations have
been too severe, but that our climate las not been so good
this last two or three years as we would desire. We have
suffered both from frost and from drought, and the country
that we expected would be a great grain-growing country,
and that everyone expected they could raise wheat in, to
such an extent that they would get rich by it, has
proved by experience, by bitter experience to most of
those who are there, that that wili not do in the
North-West, and that it is necessary to adp' a
system of mixed farming-that a farmer there must have
hie cows, and his pige, and his poultry, and that ho
muast not put all his eggs in one basket. In that country
the grass does not grow so abundantly-though it is very
luxuriant-and it takes a larger area of land to pasture
a cow than it does in other parts of the world, at
least in the eastern Provinces. The cow will ho mach
botter and much fatter if she gets enough pasture, but it
takes more pasture for a cow. I say that 160 acres is not
enough for a farm in that country. Lees than 320 acres is
useless. I would not take 160 acres if you gave it to me. I
would rather pay for 320 acres, because my life on 160
acres would be misery and starvation, while with 330 acres
I cculd carry on a system of mixed farming and could
manage to live. I think the policy of taking away the pre.
emption fron a farmer, because ho fails to make his pay-
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ment at the end of six months, is a bad policy-a policy
which will result in ruin to the farmers in the North-West.
Of course the case is different in Manitoba. There they
have large lakes and more rainfail, and more moisture than
we have in the western country, and we require more
land becanse the same quantity of land will not au-
swer the same purpose. I claim that in amending the
law, the Government should give us the opportunity to
pay for the preemption in an extended time. In the first
place, it should be reduced in price. The farmers have
suffered and have lost a great deal in the lat three years
in testing that country. It has been an experiment. There
have been two classes, or even three, who have gone to
that country. The Government, who went there first,
built the railway, and promised us that that land was
going to be a land flowing with milk and honey, and that
it would give happy homes to millions of people, and they
have been disappointed. The farmer who went there with
glowing expectations of what he was going to achieve in
that country, has also suffered. Bu who have suffered
really ? It is not the Government, who are but the
guardians of the people's Interests, but it is the individual
who has gone there and lost his time and his money. There
are no more plucky, courageous and intelligent people
in the country than the North-West farmers. They are
willing to stay there, and to try the matter still further.
It astonished me, in going over that country soliciting the
votes of these people, to find men with the pluck and cour-
age which they possess; and I think that, if hon. members
could visit that country and see the hardships these people
have to undergo, they would be willing to give them the land
for nothing. I agree with my hon. friend from Marquetto
(Mr. Watson) that it would be much better for the Govern-
ment, and much better for the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company itself, to give the land for nothing and open up
those lands, because the traffic they would get from these
mon, in bringing in the goods they require and taking out
their produce, would more than double the value of the land.
I want to come to another point, which is of great import-
ance. We are deficient in rainfall. It is no use going into
the history of the country. You all understand that, perhaps,
much batter than I do, but in the western portion of the
Territories we are very deficient in rainfall, and, when yon
get beyond a certainlimit, it is no use going into agriculture,
it is only fit for grazing land. As far as Regina it is a good
country, but we are deficient in timber, and I propose that
the Government should accept from the farmere the pay-
ment for their preemptions by tree culture. That would
be a benefit, not only to the farmer and to the settlement
of that country, but to the whole of Canada, because every
man in Canada is interested in the prosperity of the North-
West; and while a poor man has not enough to pay for his
preemption, he cannot do this sort of thing. That is why
hundreds of men are asking for a second homestead, because
they cannot pay for their preemption, and they want some
land on which to pasture their cattle. They are proposing
to take their cattle to the bay sections and to move and
change their stock twice ayear. I knowthat people in my dis.
trict have gone fifty miles in the winter with their cattle,
and have returned to their farms in the sumimer, and are
there now. This proves that 160 acres are not enough. I
think it ie very important that this matter should be seri-
ously dealt with, and I suggest that a very great change
be made in the payment of preemptions. The idea of
tsking a farmer e preemption away from him because
ho cannot pay for it at the end of six months will be disas.
trous in that country, and I hope the Government will
reconsider that matter. If a farmer who has been four
years there, with a preemption to pasture hie cattle on,
whilo he bas the other quarter-section to cultivate as
a farm, cannot find the money to pay for his preemption,
what must be the prospect in the future? There is

another matter to which I desire to call your attention,
My hon. friend from West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin)
dropped one suggestion which I think he need not. I have
come here to discharge my dutios honuestly and fairly. I
have not come to court the favors of the Government more
than I ought to do. The Government have not undertaken
to force me, nor to direct me in any way- I have acted
freely and independently this Session, as I will every Session
as long as I am here. I have consulted with the Minister
of the Interior, I consulted with him yesterday in company
with my hon. associates here, and I think when the hon.
member states: " I do not know how we feel now," or
" what influence has been brought to bear upon us with
referenco to this vote," ho went a little out of hie way to
cast reflectione upon us, and I am not here to take it from
him nor from any other man. I say the Government have
not undertaken to force us; I am not under obligation to
any of ther; I am here to do what is right, regardless c'
him or any other man, and that is the motive which actuates
me in this matter.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to enquire
of the Minister of the Interior what is the amonunt chargeable
for preemption ? Is it still on the old scale-8 1 in belt E,
82 in D, and $2.50 in C, or is it a uniform rate of $2.50 ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is a uniform rate, $2.50
within the railway belt and south of it, and north of
that $2.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then I must say that
I think there is a great deal of force in what hon. gentle-
men fron Manitoba and the North-West have been contend-
ing for. A fair ca"e has been made ont for the reduction
of the preemption claim in the case of actual settlers.
There is no doubt whatevor that, from various causes, the
settlers in Manitoba and the North-West have suffered great
hardships during the preceding three or four years. In
regard to the question as to whether in certain parts of the
country the preemption is not too large-as to which I
have my doubts, like the Minister of the Interior-having
that understanding as to certain parts of the country, I
believe that, in view of the fact that the Government, after
having made large grants to the varions local lines of rail-
way on which 81 per acre was to be paid, have subsequently
made a free gift of it to the railway companies, I think the
Government might very well eonsider the propriety of
reducing the preemption grant to a reasonable amount,
say 81 per acre, as I think was suggested by my hon.
friend who bas spoken on the subject. I do not think we
will b the loosers from that in the long run. I may say,
what I have seen myself in the case of a very large propor-
tion of the settlers, that it is utterly out of their power to
pay $3 or 82.50 for the additional 160 acres. I know there
are difficulties, and, therefore, it might be well for the
Minister of the Interior to consider them, and possibly
within three or four days he might announce what the
policy of the Government was upon the question.

Mr. DALY. Although [ suggested to the hon. Minister
of the Interior to reduce the preemptions to $1 per acre, I do
not agree altogether with my hon. friend from East Assini-
boia (Mr. Perley) as to the 320 acres being necessary. It
may be so in his own district, but i find that a great many
settlers have willingly abandoned their preemptions, because
they did not want to work them; but if the Government
reduce the price to 81 per acre, thon a man who wants the
other 160 acres will be able to get it at a reasonable price.
But the price of $2.50, as at present, is practically an em-
bargo upon the general run of farmers there obtaining their
preemptions. But I am satisfied, with my experience, that
a great number of people are satisfied with 160 acres. Tho
extra preemption of 160 has acted in the past as a sort of
premium upon improvidence, bocause a great number of
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men have mortgaged their farms for the purpose of paying
the preemption, and now they have to pay interest upon
the extra $400; whereas, if they had not had the preemption
it would not have been necessary for then to have bor.
rowed the 8400. Therefore, I think, it would be well for the
Minister to take this matter seriously into consideration,
and to reduce the price of the preemption to $1, and then
any person who wants more than 320 acres can get it at a
reasonable figure.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I would say, with regard to
tJie suggestion made by my hon. friend from Selkirk (tir.
Daly), that I quite concur in it, and I will substitute the
words "habitable louse " for the words "substantial house."

The CHAIR à1AN. We are on clause 2 yet.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I thought we adopted that

long ago.
The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman has not declared it,

although I did permit hon. gentlemen to stray away from
the clause without calling them to order.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I would like to caul your atten-
tion to the fact that in Committee of the Whole, the disons
sion ie much more rostricted in reality, except as to the
number of times we can speak, than it is in the House.
We go into the committee to consider the clauses one by
one. Now, we have beon discussing a great many questions
-they aro very interosting, but certainly the discussion
has had no relation whatever to the 2nd clause, which I
supposed we adopted soine time ago. *Tho 2nd clause
simply requires the homesteader to state under which
plan he proposes to make the entry, that is ail.

The CHAIR UAN. With regard to the remarks of the Min-
ister of the Interior, I may say that I do not think it would
expedite the passage of a Bill were I to call a member to
order at every moment he may stray from the exact clause
which is under discussion. I think we generally
give some latitude-at all events, it bas been my habit
hitherto not strictly to call an hon. member back to the
particular clause under discussion, if he bas for a moment
overstepped it.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Of courae my suggestion was
not intended in the slightest degroo to rostrict the discussion,
but I was astonishei that we were actually discussing the
details of a clause, and suggesting amend ments in the word ing
of a clause, which was not before the committee at all.

The CHAIRMAN. I thought of calling attention to it
at the time, but there was only one hon. momber who
digressed from the clause.

Mr. DALY. I certainly thought we were discussing
clause 3.

On section 3,
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I would suggest that the word

"substantial " be changed to the word "habitable," in the
39th line of the 3rd clause. As to the other suggestion
made by my lon. friend, that means that the perfecting of
the entry l8 made by the erection of a louse. Nnw, I think
that it is not unreasonable to say that the man who ereets
the house shall live in it. That is what I propose bere.
With regard to this question of the dry or fallen timber,
that was brought to my notice when i was in the North-
West, and we adopted the plan of reducing the charge very
materially-I think it is now only ten cents per cord,
speaking from memory.

Anhon. MEMBER. Fifteen cents,
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell)-10 or 15 cents for fallen timber,

with a view of inducing settlers to get that fallen timber
ont for purposes of fuel. When I was in the North.West I
disoussed the timber question at great longth with settlers

Mr. DALY.

all over the country, and they all recognised the principle
that if fallen timber can be taken for nothing, there will be
a great deal of fallen timber. That will be the practical
result, It is very easy to make fallen timber. One man
goes in and cuts the timber down, and another man goes in
and takes it out as fallen timber. So far as dry timber is
concerned, with a view of inducing persons to take that ont,
we reduced the price on it.

Mr. CHARLTON. To what extent?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think it is 15 cents a cord.
Then as to the question of cancelled honesteads. The 80
acres as homestead, and the 80 acres as preemption,
was the rule for awhile. We have adopted the principle
now of treating cancelled homesteads exactly like any
other homestead, with this exception : that a person
entering for a cancelled homestead is required, of course,
to pay for the improvements that are made upon it, the
price of which goes either to the Government or to the
homesteader, after paying any municipal taxes which may
be due. He gets the land exactly on the same terms as
the original homesteader, except that he pays any
additional inspection fee. We have now found our system
of homestead inspection there to be a great advantage to
the settler. A person entering for a cancelled homestead
pays the additional fee of $10 on entry, as an inspection
fee; so that the principle of 80 acres and 80 acres ias been
abandoned. I may say, further, that these special restric-
tions with regard to entry upon cancelled homesteads, were
the result of strong pressure by the settlers themselves.
During the boom period they complained very bitterly;
people went round jumping claims, and they urged upon
the Government in the strongest way to make it difficuit
to enter upon a cancelled homestead, so as to lessen, at
any rate, the inducements to jnmp claims. In obedience
to that strong demand the Department adopted the
plan of charging an extra price for the preemption, the
amount being the difference between the ordinary and
extra price to be paid in advance at the time of making
the entry. In some cases where that land was supposed to
be exceptionally good, or where the settler only wanted 160
acres, the settler was made to take 80 acres homestead and
80 acres preemption. As a matter of fact in the United
States, within the railway belt, which may be considered as
being somewhat analogous to cancelled homesteads with us,
because it is held to be a settled district, the settler only
gets 80 acres free. We give 160 acres everywhere now. I
think that plan is much the botter one. As regards the
suggestion made with respect to giving the preference to a
member of the family, I think that the homesteader has that
matter very much in his own hands. He has to abandon
the preemption, but his son, brother or friend whom he
may desire to have near him makes the entry practically at
the same time, so lie has really the matter in his own
hande. It would never do to insert in an Act of Parliament
a preference in favor of certain individuals. With respect
to the remarks of the hon. member for East Assiniboia
(Mr. Perley) as to tree culture, I would say this: There has
been a change of Government in the United States recently,
and the new Secretary of the Interior, unconcerned by what
had been done by his predecessor, has criticised the policy
of the Department with very great freedom. If my lion.
friend will read the reports recently issued, and especially
those portions that refer to the experience of the United
States with regard to tree culture, I think lie will agree
with me that we would act wisely not to follow it, for no
greater source of fraud has existed in connection with
settlement in the United States than the syste of tree
culture. That has been the result, as exposed in the recent
report of the Secretary of the Interior of the United States.
I may say further, that from those reports one gels a very
different. impression, not only of the law in the -United
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States, but Of the administration Of the law and the practical
results of that administration, from what we had before we
obtained the. advantage of having an entirely new hand at
the broom, if I may use the expression, undeterred by the
acta of his predecessor in ofâee.

Mr. DAVIN. I understand that the question of 80 and
80 acres is settled.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes.
Mr. DAVIN. I also understand that the question of can-

celled homesteads is also settled.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes; that is settled depart.

mentally.
Mr. DAVIN. I must say that all the evidence which I

have had is to the effect that in the country from whence I
come no farmer can do with less than 320 acres. Would the
Minister of the Interior not find it better to substitute in lino
nine of sub.clause five of clause three, " twelve " for " six."
It would ease the settler very much if ho were allowed
twelve months instead of six months to make the payment,
for the latter is a very short time to give him. He will
have considerable difflculty now, even with the prospect of
a very abundant harvest this year, for ho will have to make
up leeway. If the Minister will grant twelve months
instead of six, it will be a great adventage.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That would be contrary to our
present law. The ordinary homesteader bas six months to
perfect his entry; we propose to give the settler the same
time in this case. I would remind the hon. gentleman that
we have adopted the words " habitable house," and, there-
fore, there should be no diffleulty about the matter. A
settler can put up a habitable house in one week or two
weeks, and aflter ho has made his entry at the land office ho
should go on the land at once.

Mr. WATSON. I think that as the Minister has made
that change with respect to habitable house, it will be
necessary to reduce the amount of permanent improvements
required on the land before ho perfects his entry.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No.
Mr. WATSON. I say, yes; because cultivation of the

land is not considered permanent improvements. They
have to be in the shape of bouse or buildings on the land.
The amount should be reduced from 82.50 per acre, that is
$400 per quarter-section. It should be placed at the very
outside at 82, making 8320. I feel the Mlinister should
adopt the principle of allowing a homesteader to homestead
his preemption as a second homestead. I propose that a
homesteader be allowed to make a second homestead on his
pre-emption at similar conditions to a person who home-
steads any preemption. The hon. gentleman has stated in
answer to the hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) that
any farmer with grown-up sons can take advantage of his
family being the first on hand to take a preemption for a
homestead. There are, however, very many settlers who
would wish to acquire 320 acres in the family who have
mot sons of age, and they willbe deprived of that privilege.
I move that the clause be amended so as to provide that a
homesteader who is entitled to a patent for hie homestead
be entitled to enter upon his preemption as a second home-
stead on similar conditions as provided in this Bill as in the
case of a person homesteading a canoelled preemption.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). This simply means giving 320
acres instead of 160. If this amendment were adopted by
the committeo, I would feel it necessary to withdraw the
Bill. I will not discuss the question, because it has been
discussed many times previously.

Mr. WAT30N. I would regret the withdrawal of the
Bill. But the bon. Minister practically admits the point
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when ho saye that any man having an original homestead au
go to the land office and when ho abandons hie preemptioC
any member of the family eau take It up. This is unfair;
because a large number of settlers cannot avail themselves
of the opportunity. This in not giving a homestead of 820
acres, because the homesteader has to fulfil certain duties
on his original homestead. When ho acquires the patent
for the land ho can do what ho pleases, and the Government
have no more control over him. If ho sees fit to take up
his preemption as a second homestead ho bas got to
reside upon it for three years, and have improvementa
according to this Bill-permanent improvements to the
value of at least 8400. I maintain that the settler in that
country, who resides on his preemption and puts on $400
worth of permanent improvements, is worth more to the
country than the 8400 received for the land by the specu.
lator, who holds the land for speculative purposes and does
not cultivate it at all.

Mr. DALY. I agree with what has been said by the hon.
member for Marquette (fr. Watson), with regard to the
improvements amounting to $2.50 per acre. Will the Min-
ister seriously consider the question of reducing the value
of these improvements ? How will he arrive at the per-
manent improvements ? Will ho take the cultivated and
improved land ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Certainly.
Mr. DALY. I think it would be well to define what these

permanent improvements are, but if the Minister will say
that the permanent improvements are to include oultivated
land, I suppose we will be perfectly satisfled.

Mr. WATSON. Yes.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Of course I mean that4

Mr. DALY. It has not been so held before.

Mr. PERLEY (Assiniboia). It will require a man to
have a good deal of money to go into the country, maintain
his family and make improvements to the value of $400 in
the time allowed for them. That country is supposed to be
the home of poor mon, but a man cannot go into that
country, to-day, under the presont law, with less than a
thousand dollars, and remain three years and cultivate the
land as ho should cultivate it. Many people have not got
that much money, and the result is, as has been said before,
that they are mortgaging their land; the loan companies
are going in and mortgaging the land to help the people
out. I think this would be too heavy a tax upon the
settler. If a man is living there, if he has built a bouse
and is working away, you are exacting too much when you
ask him to plough forty acres and build a house and barn.
I quite agree that a less sum should be required.

Mr. DALY. I regret that the Minister says ho is going
to withdraw the Bill if we force this amendment, because
there are certain other conditions in the Bill which I muet
say I would like to see become law. If the Minister is
going to withdraw the Bill, it places us in an awkward
position.

Amendment (fr. Watson) negatived.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Though my idea was that the
settler should have a botter house than hon. gentlemen
think ho ehould have, I am willing to make the amount for
improvementis $1.50 per acre, instead of $2.50.

Mr. WATSON. I ara glad the Minister has adopted the
change, because without it there would have been a great
deal of trouble. It would be very questionable how much
improvement it would mean. This will moe for fonces and
buildings, I suppose?

Mr. DALL 4A4 ciXtiyation ?
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Sir RICHARD OARTWRIGHT. Did I understand the Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No principle is involved in the

Minister of the Interior te say that he would take into fourth clause. The principle is in the Act as it stands, and
consideration the question of a reduction of the price of pre- Ihe object is simply te require persons who enter for their
emption ? lande on either of the plans other than the ordinary

homestead, te make a declaration in accordance with that
Mfr. WHITE (Cardwell). I have been considering that particular plan when they get entry.

subject for the last eighteen monthq, but the longer I con-
sider it the more I am convinced that we should not reduce Mr. CHARLTON Now, fix the price of homesteads at
the price. 81.25 per acre ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I think that, although, perhaps, the Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In the United States they are
Minister would not be warranted in reducing the price to not $2.25 per acre within 20 miles of a railway ; and thes.
81, he might reduce it to 81.25, which is the price for are all in the railway belt.
similar land in the United States. Mr. CHARLTON. This fixes the price of land south of

Mr. WATSON. I hope that if the Minister does not see the railway at $,.50, and north of the railway at $2.
his way of his own accord, a majority of the House would It is true that lande outside of the railway belts In the
be in favor of reducing the price of preemptions. We now United States are 81.25; but the policy of granting
know from the census taken in Manitoba and the North. lands te railways bas ceased in that country, and the great
West that we have net got the population we should have. bulk of the public lands of the United States are sold at
There are causes for it, and one of them, I believe, is that 81.25 an acre ; and I say the Government, in asking for
preemptions are too high. The people can get land, as the the land double the price that is asked in the United States,
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) says, south are retarding settlement. If they adopted the policy of
of the boundary, upon more reasonable terms than they can reducing the price one-half, what they would gain in settle.
in Manitoba and the North-West. I say that, with all this ment would more than compensate for what they would
evidence before us, the Government should make some lose in the lower price they would get. The great difficulty
change in the policy of the past, not only encouraging with our land policy is that it is less liberal than that of
the settlers te come into that country, but to encourage the the United States, and the consequence is that they get
settlers who are there. It is unnecessary to repeat what I the settlers and we do not. If the hon. Minister of the
have stated before, that the settlers in different sections of Interior will take into consideration the proposal tcfreduce
the country have been disappointed, not only by the unf>r- the price of preemptions te $1.25 per acre, he will facili.
tunate occurrence of one or two early frosts, but in net tate the settlement of the country.
having railways. A large number of settlers who went in Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). I need not diseuse the question
and took up land, expecting to be able te pay 82.50 per of reducing the price of preemptions just now; but my own
acre for preemptions, have been waiting for six or seven view is that it is utterly incorrect te say that our land
years for railway communication which they have net policy is less liberal than that of the United States. If we
got to-day. I saw a few days ago a resolution passed by should put the American law on our Statute-book, the firet
the Local Legislature of Manitoba, setting forth the fact people te cry out against it would be the representatives
that a large number of settlers in the Souris distrIct went in from the North-West.
there seven years ago, and have been living there ever Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). One important matter that wesine.; that they had made little or nothng because they should consider is the progress of settlement in the North-had not railway communication. At that time, as every West Territories. The hon. gentleman knows that it hashon. gentleman knows, it was expected that the Manitoba been very much less than has been anticipated. The recentSouth-Western would be built there. I might also refer to census shows that we have very many fewer settlerscertain portions of my own county, such as Birtle and Shell in Manitoba and the North- Weet Territories than theRiver, where the settlers went six or seven or eight years Government, during the past four or five years, led the
ago. They have lived there ever since, and until a year or House and the country te believe. It matters net howtwo ago received no railway communication. They expected fertile the soil, how healthful the climate, how favorable thete have railway communication withim one or two years country may be for settlement, the fact is that the settlersafter locating; they expected te have the Canadian Pacifie have not gone there for some reason or other. Of ceu se anyRailway. rule adopted with regard to the price of the land need not

Mr. BOWBLL. How far are the Shell River people from be like the law of the Modes and Persians, unalterable; but,
a railway now ? looking at the present condition of things, and at the kilure

Mr. WATSON. They have it very close, but they spent of everything the Government have hitherto done te open
their substance years ago in living in that country, and they up the count y, it does seem te me that it is necessary
made nothing out of their time and labor. ' tbat the farther steps suggested by the hon. member for

Sorth Norfolk should be taken te reduce the price of the
Mr. BOWE LL. I have people in my own constituency lands. There is no doubt that if snch a reduction were

who have been there for twenty years, and who are foi ty made, and lacilities were furnished for the continuons settle.
miles from a railway now. ment of any considerable extent of territory, the Govern.

Mr. WATSON. That is good enough for your kind of ment would be very much more successful than they have
people but not for us. hitherto been. According te the statement in the report of

the Minister of Agriculture, more than 100,000 who went
Mr. BOWELL. I should be sorry te compare them with into that country for the purpose of settlement have not

You. remained there, but have crossed the border since 1881.
That means that more than 50 per cent. of those who have

Mr. WATSON. They were deprived of the accommoda- gone there have failed te remain. They are not satisfied.tion which was promised te them by this Government- lhey have become settlers on the south side of the line, andpromised them by the means adopted by all governments they are attracting immigration from the older Provinces
of showing which particular route would be adopted by the of -the Dominion. The policy of the Government with
railway. I say it would be nothing but fair that these early regard te the North-West has been a failure. If the Cana.pioneers should be coneidered, and should have their dian Pacifie Railway have cooperated with hem, they have
preemptioe nat $1 an acre. been equally unsucceful. My impression is that the policy

M.r. ])ÂLY.



COMMONS DEBATES.
of the company in regard to their lands has been extremely
illiberal, and that instead of promoting the settlement of the
country it bas retarded it. Now, we require a new depart.
ure not only on the part of the Government, but on the part
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and that
is an important fact for the hon. gentleman to bear
in mind. le should bear it in mind that the rates
and charges upon freights in the North-West Territories
are such as to make the settler, even upon his
own land, simply a tenant of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company. That being the case, the Government, between
the rates that have been fixed, and the area of land that has
been handed over to the company, have practically made
the whole country the possession of that company. It is,
therofore, of immense consequence to the Government, and
it soems to me of immense consequence to the company,
that a more liberal policy should be adopted; and it
devolves upon the Government to take the initiative in that
policy by reducing the price of the lands. We are not free
to say that the lands are worth such a sum, and, therefore, it
is reasonable that we should charge that sum. We say, as
a matter of fact, that we are not securing settlers; immi-
grants are not going to the country; and in order to invite
themr it is necessary that a reduction should take place in
the price of the lands. The ordinary amount collected in
Customs duties per family is very much greater than
the interest on the value of land that would be
sold under the preemption regulations which the
Government have established. If you take the ordin-
ary contributions in the public revenue of Canada,
you will see that the Government would be receiving a very
much larger sum, in the form of revenue, if they had a set-
tier on each of these locations, than they would receive if
they succeeded in selling the lot at the price now fixed.
As a matter of revenue it is, therefore, not in the public
interett that a very high price should be fixed on these
latdd, but what is important is that we should secure set-
tiers; and the policy that has hitherto been purstied, with
the view of conciliating the Oanadian Pacifie Railway Com-
pany, bas turned away the tide of immigration from that
country. The public, both on this side of the Atlantic and
on the other, have, in some measure, lost confidence in the
country-not in its fertility or in its fitness for settlement,
buL in its management. Why, Sir, I think it was not more
than three years ago that Mr. Dyke, who was acting as the
Government agent at Liverpool, informed the Minis-
ter of Railway s that the number of those who were
returning to England by the Allan line of steamers,
dissatistied and discontented, was greater than the num'
ber he could succeed in sending out to the North-West.
Now, you would not have a greater misfortune hap en the
country than to have a very considerable number of people
leave the country and go back to Europe, and say it has
been managed in such a way that it is utterly impossible
to live there; that, between the regulations made by the
Government and the extortionate charges made by the
Canadian Paicific Railway, they might as well starve in the
poor-house in England as be stripped of ail the fruits of their
industry by their settlement in the North-West Territories
I say that that those were the representations made. Hon.
gentlemen on that side have, again and again, said that we,
on this side, extolled Dakota, Kansas and Texas, and sought i
to turn immigration from, the North-West Territories to
that country. Now, that is not the case. What has been
done by the policy of the Government is to produce
dissatisfaction and dis.content amnngst the settlers. I
am aatisfied that if the Canadian Pacifie Railway
and the Government were to cooperate and adopt
a large and liberal policy towards the settlers,
the revenues would be more prosperous, and the Canadian
Pacifie Railway would be very mach more largely benefited
han by the policy hiithro pamd It OeM to me that
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the proposition of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) is a rea-onable one, and when the Government
find that settlers are going in the direction of the North-
Weet Territory, and taking up land there, it is easy for the
Government to increase the prices of those lands if they
think it expedient to do so. But the moet important thing,
the thing it ie expedient for this country beyond ail others
to do, is to secure settlers, and in order to do that, the land
policy must be such as to commend itself to those who go
into the country. Lot the Government suit their policy to the
settlers, lot the settlers be contented, and you will have the
best advertisement in favor of settlement and immigration
that possibly eau ho had.

Mr. PERLEY (Assiniboia). I do not agree with the last
speaker. I am satisfied no blame is to be attached to the
policy of the Governmont with reference to land regulations
in any respect. If every farmer had as good a crop as ho
had anticipated, the land policy of the Government would be
ail right and satisfactory. It is not on account of that policy
being wrong,but because of misfortunes,through bad seaso ns,
that I claim the Govornment should consider the settlors
on this occasion.

Mr. CLAYES. It seems to me to be a great mistake on
the part of the Government not to liste a with an open oar
to these gentlemen from the North-West. We should be
guided by the experience of the people south of us, in the
country lying west of the 100th moridian. It is a region of
country so dry that succesmful agriculture is absolutely im-
possible, except where they can irrigate the soil. lt is a
country wherelthe people are very successful in their pastures,
but they must have about 10 acres to each animal, In our cen-
tral and east-rn Provinces we are sucessful, where the land
is good, with only one or two acres for each ani mal. Out there,
the cows are starved to death, unless you give an average
of 10 acres to a cow. That is the experience of the United
States in that country, ail the way from the Gulf of Mexico
through Texas, the Indian Territory, Kansas, Nebraska and
Dakota. In initiating a policy looking to the settlement of
the North-West, it strikes me if we make a mistake, we had
botter make it on the right side. We had better'
err on the side of generosity than on the side of being small
and denying to the people what they deem, as the result of
their experience, is essential to the country's prosperity and
settlement. The last speaker referred to the fact that the
settlement thus far has been unsuccessful. That is the
result of some cause, and no one bas attempted to point Out
the cause. It lies, no doubt, somewhere in the fact that the
obstacles, taking them as a whole, have been sufficient to
induce people to leave the country, who had settled thore
and been disappointed. The only way, if we cannot
findjust where the fault lies, is to act in every department,
and in every particular, on the principle that the country is
absolutely valueless unless we can cover it with thrifty,
intelligent, industrious people. Hence, I sincerely hope the
Government will take the ground that it is botter, if they err
at ail, to err on the side of extreme generosity, and act in
harmony with the wishes of the people in the North-West.

Mr. DALèY. I did not think this discussion would take
the wide range it bas, but since the hon. member for
Bothwoll has got up, not with the idea of furthering our
nterest or the suggestion made by hon. gentlemen opposite
to give as our preemption at S1 an acre, but for the pur-
pose of having a slap at the Government, I am not going to
sit bore and quietly hear that gentleman say the land laws of
the United States are more liberal than ours. A young
man may come to our country and get a homestead entry
at 18 years of age, withou being asked to forswear his
allegiance to his native country and take the oath of allegi-
ance to tbe Queen. ln the United States, ho has to be 21 years
of age before ho on get a homestead entry, and ho must
thn tako the oath of ausgiano to theoident Q4 the
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United States. Ho has , further, to put in five years upon
the homestoad before getting his patent, whereas all we ask
of him is to reside on the land six months a year for
three years, at the end of which time ho goees to a
land office and gets ont his patent, on the evidence of a
couple of his neighbors who swear that ho has per-
formed bis duties. In the United States, on the contrary,
the settler has to publish during five weeks in a
newspaper his application for his patent, ho has to
employ an attorney at a cost at f rom $35 to 840 for the
purpose of getting the patent. I do not want to take up
the time of the House, bt when an hon. gentleman gets up
and says that the land laws of the Dominion are not as
liberal as those of the United States, I tell him he states
what is not the fact. When the hon. gentleman condemns the
land laws of this country, ho is condemning his own legisla-
tion, because they are based on the legislation of the hon.
gentleman when he was Minister of the Interior. It was
he who introduced the land law upon which the present
law is based, and in which changes have been made for its
improvement. As the country advanced, year by year,
changes, of course, required to be made in the administra.
tion of the land law, and although we have not been as suc-
cesoful as we hoped in settling the country, no blame i8 to
be attached to the Government in reference to their land ad-
ministration. Their land law is more than liberal,
and the fact that the Minister of the Interior is now giving
us what we have been asking for, that is to give
settlers the right to homestead abandoned preemptions, is an
advance in the liberal policy that the lon. gentleman
has extended to us ever since he has occupied his present
position. However much we regret our country had not
advanced as it should, it does not lie in the mouth of the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) to attack the land
policy of the Government. He speaks of our having lost
100,000 immigrants. I say we have not lost that number,
but there is a difference between the immigration return
and the census return. When hoesays young mon and
others go to the old country and condemn our country, ho
must know there are men who would never be satisfied in
Manitoba, the United States, or anywhere else. There are
gramblers everywhere. There are young men coming out
bere everyoar. They are very often good fellows, highly
educated, but they come out iere with the idea that they
are going to make a fortune ont of farming. They take
up their homestead and preemption, and perform. their
dutie.;, generally .in a very perfunctory manner, but
still they perform them sufficiently to get their patent;
and as soon as they get their patent, they put a mortgage
on their homestead and preemption, put the money in their

ket and have a good time, or go back to England, or
Ïoome members of the Mounted Police. These are the men
who go home and condemu our land laws, but the men who
come up to Manitoba to make a home ,for themselves, the
farmer and the farm laborer who came i im.that way, are
succeeding and remaining in the countiy, j--you can flnd
men there who arrived with only four or f dollars in their
pocket, and have made a home for them",elves and have
remained there. I will not allow the remarks of the lon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) to go uncontradicted,
when he says that the Government are to blame on account
of their land policy.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I made no reference to the land
laws of the' United States. I made no comparison between
the land laws of Canada and the land laws of the United
States. The hon. gentleman has made a speech based
wholly on his imagination, sid not on any observations
which I made to the House. I pointed out that the expee-
fations of the Government have not been realised. I pointed
out that the expectations they led the country to form have
po$ been realised, IO p td ouQ$bIths Mtinitel'

Mr. DuALT

culture repreosented the immigration to the North-West
Territories and Manitoba as being more than 100,000 be-
yond what it really was; and i pointed out that if we are
to beli've that these statistics are at all reliable, more than
100,000 of those he represented as going to the North-West
Territories must have crossed 1iho border. When the hon.
gentleman says that these people are satisfied, that every-
thing in the North-West is blissful, that everything is ex-
cellent, that the laws aie more liberal than in any other
portion of the world, we may ask what are the people
complaining of? Why were these meetings called there ?
Wny do these deputations come down from Manitoba?
And bow is it that the hon. gentleman, slave as ho
has been in supporting the Administration, has been
himself obliged to vote agamst the policy of the Gov-
ernment? The hon. gentleman admitted himself that
he had given a pledge to his constituents that if he came
here he would oppose the, policy of the Government on
a question which was vital, on a question which in
their estimation the whole prosperity and the whole pro-
gress of the North-West Territories depend. I addressed
myself to the committee as moderately as I could. It did
not seem to me that I was engaged in attacking the policy
of the Government. I was simply pointing out the fact
that there was a very small number of inhabitants in the
North-West, country when we were all anxious to have a
large population there, and to turn the currents of immigra-
tion which flow across the Atlantic into that country, to
secure settlement there, and to secure a population which
would in some degree share the very large burdens we had
ourselves incurred on behalf of that country. I pointed out
that the expectations formed by the Government and those
which they led the House to form, had not been realised,
and that it was necessary that some modification or change
should take place in order to secure settlers for that coun-
try. It seemed to me that the first stop to be taken was
the reduction of t.he price of lands, and that,whether it was a
fair valuation or not at the present time, the vast majority of
people who are seeking homes in this country are somehow
or other under the impression that that country is not so
desirable as other portions of this continent which are open
for occupation and settlement. That is a condition of
things which the Government are bound to face, that is a
condition of thinge which it is perfect folly on our part to
ignore, and no speech made by the hon. gentleman or by
anyone else, whether on that side of the House or on this,
can alter the facts. The hon, gentleman may say the
policy of the Government is wise, that it is statesmanlike,
that it is far more liberal than the policy adopted to the
south, but this fact romains: that the people south of the
boundary have éucceeded in securing the occupation and
settlement of their country and that we have not; sud, if
they have made a more illiberal policy than we have, let us
adopt that illi beral policy. Whether it is liberal or illiberal,
.»ise or unwise, lot us adopt a policy which will secure
immigration into that country. Our present policyhas not
had that effect.

Mr. M.ULOCK. I think it is unfortunate that a more
question of administration such as thise hould be prejud-
iced by the introduction in the slightest respect of party
considerations. We have a vast estate in the North-Weet,
and it le to the coinmon interest of the country that a wise
course should be adopted for the ettlement of this estate,
without settlement it is no more valuable to the Dominion
than a treasure hundreds of feet below the surface of the
soil and beyond the reach of man. I admire the energy of

hon. friend and old companion, the member for Selkirk
r. Daly),in his desire to look after the intereots cf the,

North-Weutand I cau excuse him if, in his discussion of the
interests ofNthe orth-West, ho should te some extent intro
4R00 Wb>a$ e rok mo 4s a 6 owJAt ual4leim rt.rn
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to party politics. I am satisfied that with more experience
ho will have more control over his arguments, and
I exonerate him from any desire - to prejudice the
cause he is so desirous to promote. .I do net
desire to uncharitably criticise him when I say that
he wandered somewhat-from the subject by suggesting that
there waa some party advantage or disadvantage growing out
of it. I have observed, in my brief experience as a mem-
ber of Parliament, that there is a constant desire on the part
of some hon. gentlemen to excuse themselves by pleading
that their opponents did equally badly on former occasions.
That does not commend itself to my mind as sound argu.
ment. We have just gone through a general election, and
I think that if a statute of limitations is to be attached to
anything, it might well be attached to political shortcom-
ings. It is my desire in my political life, short or long as
it may be, to commence with a general election and to hold
a government iesponsible for its actions until the next time
of trial arrives. bo, while I have had occasion in past times
to disagree with the land policy of the Government in the
North-West, I want now to help them to form a good policy
for the future; I want to aid them as far as I can in settling
the North-West with a thrifty people. The North-West
will be of no value to the Dominion, it will produce no
return for the capital invested in it, in fact it will
be a vast source of weakness to the Dominion, unless
by a combined policyi the wisdom of Parliament eau succeed
in populating it with a population that will be a source of
strength to us. I hope, therefore, that, in regard to the
seulement of the North-West, which is the great hope of
the Dominion, all parties will endeavor' to bring to bear an
unen 'uded jdgment, with the common object in view to
ar ive at the boet and1 he wisest business policy to settle the
North-West in the common interestof us all. I do not profe4s
to be wise enough to make a suggestion in that regard,
but it bas occurred to me-perhaps 1 am entirely wrong
in it-that the restrictions might rather be directed against
alienat on than against occupation, or preemption, or pro-
occupation. Of course, tLe Governmrent bas to endeavor to
guard against the speculative settler, the man who, taking
advantage of the regulations, obtains possession, or the
right of possession, of Iand, but does not intend to become
a bcnd fide settler. Now, it occurs te me that such a char-
acter as that eau be detected in his object by provisions
not giving him the control of land except for the purpose
of eneumbering it for improvement, and to give the settler
who is in possession, or any person who bad, the right to
land, the full right to charge it by mortgage or otherwise,
providcd that the money so raised upon it went to the im-
provement of the land. in that case, whilst he bas, to a cer.
tain extent, the power of alienation, the land gets the boue-
fit of the alienation of the mortgage, and not the individual.
Tht refore, I think, that whilst the utmost liberality might
be t xtended towards the petsons who take up either small
or large quantities of land, the proper place to impose res-
trictioÜs. is against speculative alienation.

Mr. CHA RLTON. The member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly)
and the bon. the Minister of the Interior have distinctly
taken the ground that our land policy is.of the most liberal
cbaract er possi ble, that it is a more liberal policy than that
of o'ur great competitor, the United States, in _eeouring im-
migration. Now, I wish briefly to mention some of the
points in which our policy is more illiberal than the policy
of the U'ited States; and my object is to endeavor to
induce the Government to adopt a pelicy that will conduce
te our êwn interests by promoting the settlement of our land.
The fitst point in which our policy is more illiberal than
that of our neigh bors is because we restrict homostead
setilements to certain locations, whilst the United States
throw open their whole public domain to homestead soettle.
Mut hhomsteAd settlo o setle upou Geyernmnot

land whorever ho pleases. The settlers can go in communi-
ties, they can take up whole townships, they can take up
any amount of land they may be able to find; and for that
reason the policy of the United States is considered by
settlers to be vastly more attractive and liberal than our
own.

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). They can only take up 160
acres.

Mr. CH ARLTON. But they can take just as many 160
acres as tbey can find contiguous to each other, even if they
extend over the whole county. Their policy is more
liberal than ours, in the second place, because while we
charge $2.50 per acre for all the public lands south of the
(anadian Pacifie Railway, without any reference to their
location, without any reference to the question as to whether
they may be within the railway belt or not, the United
States Government charges $2.50 only for the lands within
their railway grants; all lands outaide the railway grant,
wherever situated, are sold at 81.25 an acre. While we
charge for our public lands north of the Pacifie Railway, as
far north as you may choose to go, $2 per acre, the United
States charge $1.25. In one case we charge the settler
double the price charged in the Unitei States, and in the
other case we charge him 75 cents per acre more. Now,
these are the two important points. The Minister of the
Interior may point out that in the details of the homestead
law, with regard to the number of years the home-
stead settler shall have in which to perfect title, with
regard to the settlement duties, and with regard to
various other points, ho may claim that in these
points our policy is more liberal than that of the United
States. But that is a matter that does not have any bearing
upon the great question at issue. The point that strikes a
settler who is intending to move into a new country, whether
in United States or in our North-West, is, first of all, the
character of the homestead regulations, and as to where ho
may get homestead lands. The second point that strikes
him is as to the price of the publiclands that ho may choose
to buy. If ho finds that he.can buy public lands in Dakota
or Minnesota, or Montana, or any other part of the United
States, at 81.25 an acre, while ho would be charged $2.50 in
the Canadian North West, evidently ho will choose to pur-
chase in the United States, especially when h. takes into
consideration the additional fact that advantages in that
country are greater with regard to markets and prices in
general, than they are in the North West; and Isay in that
case, nine settlers out of ton will choose to pay the 81.25
in place of coming to Canada and paying $2.50 per
acre. In this great essential point the policy of the
United States is more liberal than ours, and it is for
that reason chiefiy, as I firmly believe, that we have failed
in our endeavors to people the North-West. I think
that these considerations ought to bave great weight with
the Government. If they sincerely desire to settle the
North-West they must make our public land policy as
liberal as that of the United States, or they must wait
until the publie lands of the United States are all settled
and the population begins to overftow upon on' s. I may
add-and it is a matter for great regret Vo find th it iis the
case, that members from the North-West who come here
charged with the duty of looking after the interests of their
constit uents, drift immediately into a partisan position;
and as suon as a position is taken against the policy of the
Goyernment with regard to the North-West in anuy particu-
lar, these mon wfil at once commence to denounce the Oppo.
sition and assert that the land policy of our Government i
all that can be desired, that nothing could be suggested in
the shape of reform or amendnent to our laws. Now, I quite
concur with the sentiment expressed by my hou. friend
from North York (r, Milook), that we ought not to
approah this sbjeet in t pArtisa sOese, Ia #
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ness matter, and every man in ibis country is interested in
having the North-West settled. Every man is interested in
baving Canada become great and prosperous, and the ques-
tion is, by what means, by what laws, shall we arrive at
that desired result ? I say it is not by the terms that
we have hitherto adopted towards intending settlers in
that country, when our only competitor for the same settlers
offers more Jiberal terms. For that reason it is the duty of
the Government to look at this question in a broad spiritot
fairness, and liberality, so that the Canadian North-West
may offer as great, if not greatir, inducements than the
United States offer to the same settlers.

Mr. ROSS. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), in comparing our laid laws with those of the
United States, has omitted to mention a point in which our
laws are more favorable than those of the United States,
while endeavoing to create the impression they were less
favorable, and that is that the public domain in the United
S aies is outside the railway boit, and not ail over, as ho
would lead us to inter. lie does not mention that tact.
Inside the raiiwaiy belt the seter cannot take up every
section.

Mr. CRUARLTON. I mentioned that.
Mr. ROSS. Within the railway belts ho can only take

up every alternate section. Now, in the State of Dikota
te which he refers, the Northern Pacifie bas a boit 100
miles wide, 50 miles on each side of the railway, and that
boit runs across the State of Dakota. And thon there is the
reserve along the St. Paul, Minntapolis and Manitoba Rail-
way. But in Manitobt a settler can take up land wberever
h pleases, that is any even-rumbered section. In )akota,
he can only take up alternate sections within the railway
boit, but once outside those railway belts he can take any
section be sees fit. That is one point of difference. But then
there are various other points of difference that ought to
bu mentioned. The most important particular for a
settler comiug into the country, either in the United
States or Canada, is this: Can ho get free lands ?-the ques-
tion is not as to the price-but can ho get free landa,
and can he get those free lands near a railway ?
Now, in the North-West, he can get free lands right up to
the railway by homesteading; whereas, in the United States,
ho can only get every alternate section, and hence no
advantagu over our policy ; but when be goes outside
the railway beit in the United States, then ie can take
ip every section. Thon there are various other points in
w L ich ihe land laws in our Territories are much more liberal
than they are in the United States, taking them as a whole,
as 1 bave pointed out on several occasions. The hon. mem-
ber for North Norfolk would do welil to look at theme mat-
ters and compare our laws with those of the United States,
and read them, and if he does, he cannot but corne to the
conclusion that our laws are much more liberal in ail
respects, except the two which he referred to, and one of
these is modified, as I have explained, ar.d even these have
very little to do with the final resuit, as I bave pointed out.
But, Sir, it is not the character of our land laws that has
kept back eettlers from coming to tihe North-West. We have
had four bad barvests, and we have not had fifty millions of
people to fali back upon for immigration; we have not
had an immigration machinery that bas been in operation
for fifty or one h-indred years. We may say that we bave
only just started our immigration agency, and ait hough it
has nut been upon a large and expernsive scale, bon. gentle
men opposite say we sbould cut it down altogother, and
that we should let the people come in whenever they see
lit, that we should make no effort whatever to induce people
to come into our country. In my opinion, the great fault
of the Goverurnent, the great defect in their policy, is the
very émail amount of money expended*in bringing immi.
gânts to tihis counry, aMd in hoir whole immigration

Mr, OEézLam ,

policy. I say that the policy is bad of continually misrepre-
senting our land laws, and I would bear out the statement
of the hon. mem ber for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) in that respect ; I
think he is perfectly right in feeling annoyed at the state-
ments being continually made on the opposite side of the
House, that our land laws are less liberal than those of the
United States.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. CHARLTON. When you left the Chair I had risen
to make an explanation, and to assume the task of defend-
ing the North-West from the aspersions and attacks of its
own members. I have no desire to prolong this debate, and
I will be very brief in the remarke I intend to address to
the committee ; and 1 don't think I need to offer an excuse
as there bas been no sutbject under consideration this Session
of more importance thau this is. No subject couli engage
the attention of this House possessing greater importance
than that as how best to promote the settlement and pros-
perity of our great Canadian North-West. The task of
defending that country I never supposed would fait upon
my shouiders, but when I listened this afternoon to the
aspersions cast upon it by the members sent by the con-
stituencies of that country to this bouse, whon [ heard it
stated by the hon. member for Lisgar (Mr. Ross)
that there had been four successive failures of har-
vest in tbat country ; when I heard the hon.
member for East Assiniboia (Mr. Perley) tell us that
the difficulLy with that country was not the character
of the Governmont's land policy, but the country failed
to settle in consequence of the character of the country
itself, and in consequence of frost and drought; when we
are told that it took 10 acres to pasture a cow; when the
hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) alEo told us that the
settlers of that country labored under great disadvantages
in consequence of its climate, &c., I feel called upon
to say that I consider the course-pursued by those hon.
members in seeking to justify the Government, in
seeking to defend the land policy of the Government, by
attributing the failure to settie the North-West, not to their
obviously delective policy, but to the faults in the country
itself, a most unpatriotic piece of conduct on the part of
theme gentlemen. We, on this side of the flouse, have often
been as ailed as lacking patriotism when we have alluded
to any defects in the North-West ; but no member on this
side of the flouse bas ever given the North-West sauch a char.
acter as it las received to-day from its own representatives.
I do not believe those hon. gentlemen have done justice to
thoir country. I passed through the North- West twice last
year, and from the time I loft Winnipeg, proceeding west-
ward, I was struck by the analogy between the appearance
of that country thon and the appearance of the great prai.
ries uf Illinois and Iowa when I visited them in P556 when
they were in a state of nature. As we passed along,
although I saw some alkali land, some sandy lands, and sand
dunes, and worthless land, yet my impression was that
we have there stretches of hundreds of miles of very fertile
conntry. When I saw the buffalo ranges near Calgary,
with broad paths sinking into the sod five or six inches in
depth and remaining for years atter the buffalo had deserted
the country, evidence of the vast herds having pastured on
those ranges in years gone by, I was conviuced ihat it was
a pastoral country. When I arrived at Calgary the first agri-
cultural fair in the Noreth-West was in progress, and il I
had any doubt before as to the agriculturat capacity of
th.t country, they were removed by what I saw there. I
saw at that tair specimens of grain, ot wheat raised at Fort
McLeod, at Calgary and as far north as idmonton-wheat of
the vey bot quality, No. I hard wheat, uats weighing
fihtyeighlpounds to the bushe, rye of tw v.ry bet quality,
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ad peu-and from what I could ean, I believe there is no
country where finer peas can be grown; potatoos a foot in
length, turnips, beets, cabbages, pumpkins of enormous size,
caulifowers of the finegt quality, with heade like messes of
anow, one foot or 14 inches acrous; and celery, ail giving in.
dications of agricultural capaclty which go to convince, and I
was convinced that the NerthWest was a great agricultural
country. Besides delivering a speech there, I had tme to
talk to some of the old settlers. I met one very interest ing
old gentleman named Mr. Livingstone, who had been in the
country for tweLty years, and he did not tell me that he
had had four succestul failures of his crops, but he told me
that out of twenty crops on his ranche near Calgary-

Mr. PERLEY (Assiniboia). We are not speaking of
Calgary.

Mr. CHARLTON. We are talking of the whole North-
West from Winnipeg to Calgary and from the American
boundary to Peace River. Mr. Livingstone told me that
out of twenty crops he obtained nineteengood crops. I was
particularly interested to know as to whether tame grasses

ad been tried there, in order to ascertain whether it took
really ten acres to piasture one cow. Mr. Livingstone told
me he had made the experiment, that two years before he
had burnt over forty acres of the prairie and had sown
timothy seed and barrowed it in. The first year's growth
was not very liberal, but he informed me that last year, the
se3ond year, he cut on those 40 acres 85 tons of hay. I
judge, therefore, that that country is capable of pasturing
more than one cow for ten acres. I saw in the hands of
the Rev. Mr. Brick, of Dunvegan, Peace River, specimens
of all kinds of grain. I heard that gentleman give an
account of that country, and ià is evident that as far north
as the Peace River valley we have a vast agricultural region
with enormous capacity. I believe the North-West from
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the land, but all its land; not the lande panted the rail.
ways, not the lande sold to individuals, not land granted to
the homesteader, not the land that had been ceded, but that
it offered all ita land for homestead, not as we do, in 82
allotments of 160 acres in each township, but ail its
land4 for homestead wherever situated. I said that outside
of their rai'way grants these lands are offered for sale at
8 1.25 per anre, while we charge $2.50 per acre south, and
83 pec acre nort h, of the Canadian Paciflo Railway. I
pointed out that the inducements offered to the settler are
greater in the United States than they are here; and as an
evidence of the liberal spirit whinh actuatos the American
Government, I pointed out that the United States House of
Representatives, two or three sessions ago, passed a law
that no more public lands should be sold, but that aIl the
public lands ef the United States should be reserved for
homestead settlement, and not offered for sale at aIl. That
law, which passed the House of Ropresentatives, did not
receive the sanction of the Senate, but 't shows the liberal
spirit manifested in the country towards the settler ; and I
reiterate what I have said befoie, that with the lands in the
United States, outside the railway boit, offered at one-half
the price that we ask for the corresponding land in the
North West, with the whole public domain there thrown
open to homestead settlement, while we offer but 32 allot.
ments in each township, the inevitable and natural resuit
must follow; and that result is that while there are nearly
half a million people in Dakota, there are only about one-third
that number in Manitoba and the North-West Territories.
I approached the discussion on this subject-and I offer no
excuse for opening it-in the hope that such a course would
be taken as will promote the settlement of the North-West,
and in doing that we will promote the best interets tof the
Dominion of Canada.

the Red River, to Calgary, to the Rockies, and ex. Mr. McDOWALL. Like the hon. member for East As.
tending from the American boundary to the Peace River, siniboia (gr. Perley) I have not taken up much of the time
is a country capable of supporting scores of millions of of this House, because this is the first time I have addressed
people. I believe it is to be the heart of Confederation, the it. A challenge bas been thrown out in the most direct
back boue of this country, and we want to make it attractive manner by the hon, gentleman who bas just spoken, to the
to settlers. I believe we are losing time in allowing the mombers from the North-West Territory, whom ho has
United States to take the settler,, and it ig the duty of the accused of not attending to thoir duties and not looking
Goverument to see that we offer to those men liberal terms after the interest of their constituents. (Upon this question
of settlement. We need not haggle with them. I believe in I am at direct issue with the bon. gentleman. I challenge
opening the whole country for homestead settlement, as the him to point out any time at which I have not looked after
United States is open for homestead settlement. Bring in the the interests of my constituents, and I do not think that ho
settlers; as to what we should receive for the land, whether eau show that by act or word, or in any other way, I have
$1.25 or $2.50, is a subject not worthy of one moment's failed to do so. I think he will find it a very difficult task
consideration. We want the settlers to occupy the country indeed, to prove that my bon. friend from East Assiniboia
and to increase our revenue from Customs and other sources. (Mr. Perley) or the hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly),
We want to approach the consideration of this question not bas not looked after the intereets of his constituents,
in that miserable partisan spirit that prompted the members or that ho or any of us have neglected the responsibi-
from the North- West to justify the Government at any cost lities which have been cast upon us. The hon. gentle-
and that lead them to lick the hand that applied the rod ; we man says we should consider these questions, and this
do not want to ceonsider the question in that way, but from a question particularly, in a cool manner ; that we, as
national standpoint in regard te the benefit to be conferred members from the North-West, should not consider them
on the country. If we do so we will make our land law and from a party standpoint at all. Who is it, I would like to
our homestead law as liberal as that of the United States ; know, that has made me consider these questions from such
we will oeffer our lands as cheap as those of the United a standpoint ? It was not the Dominion Governnent, it was
States. not those who support the Dominion Government, but it

One word with respect to the position taken by the hon. was hon. gentlemen on that side of the House, who picked
member for Lisgar (Mr. Rose) with respect to the comparison out a friend of theirs, and a friend of mine too, I ara glad to
that I made between our land laws and land regulations say, and sent him from Prince Edward Island to contest my
and homestead regulations, and those of the country that is constituency against me in the mot direct party spirit. I
our competitor for settle. The hon. gentleman sought to also assumed a party spirit, and I believe I was justified in
misrepreeent me-I shall not say intentionally-but what assuming that spirit, and I believe, also, that 1 will be able
he said wase calculated to convey a false impreosion as to the to uphold the responsibility which bas been imposed upon
position I took. He, in effect, said that I denied or con- me, and to support the Government upon this question. I
cealed the fact that the American Government had made would like to say, in the first place, that some hon, gentlemen
land grants to railways, and that within the railway beit, who have spoken regarding the North-West, and who have
they had not alternate sections to offer. What 1 said was' not been there very much, have overlooked one or two of
that the United States Government offered its land, not ail the causes which are, perhaps, the principal causes that havQ
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affected the immigration to that country. The bad seasons
as the hon. mcmber for Lisgar (Mr. Rose) bas said, have
certainly hart a great deal of effect, but the bad seasons have
eot d.àne everyLhing. 1 do not believe myself that it is the
liberal land laws, or the illibural land aws ofbthe Govern.
mont, if you choose to call thern so, that have had any
cff'ect at ail. I beieve that the emigrating public in the
old country have not got the money to emigrate ; and you
have deci iel proof of this statement in the fact that we
cannot take up a single newspaper in the o d country, of
whatever side of politics it may be, but is di-cussing the
question of the Governrment assiting emigration. When I
was in the old country last winter, I was astonished at the
number of poor people who eïme to me and wbo, when 1
asked them why they did not emigrate, replied that if the
Govornmont would only pay the cost of emigrating they
would do it, but that they had no money for that purpoie
themselves. This matter hs become so grave in England
that they are there serionsly discus4ing the question whether
or not it would be wise to assist emigration to this country.
1 do not believe it is the land laws at all that have retarded
emigration. The had seasons may have had something to
do with it, but I believe the main cause is that the classes
in the old country whom we want to get into the North-
West have not money enough to emigrate. Times have
been bad with therm; they have lost or spent their money;
they have not had work, and they have no money left to
emigrate with. I believe that if times were good, and they
had a little monoy laid by, we should have as good a chance
of getting these classes of emigrants as they have in the
United States. The hon. menber for Montreal West
(Sir Donald Smith) said that the immigration into the
western States was increasing most rapidly, because they
had in the eastern Stat es a very large population to draw
upon, while we in Canada have not that population. They
had this popula'ion to draw upon in the eastern States when
they first initiated the emigration to the west, and then
they got so many people from the old country to go to the
west that very naturally their friends in the old country
followed them. I believe the best emigration agents we
can have in the North-West are the actual settlers-those
who find that they have prosperous and comfortable homes
there, in spite of ail the dreary pictures drawn of the North-
West, and I know that there are many in that condition.
I represent a ditrict which haq nit had the benefit of rail.
way communication, in fact the building of the Ganalian
Pacifie Railway has been of the most indirect good to us; it
has done us barm in some ways. We used to grow enough
for our own wants in wheat, oats and barley, but wheat
was the principal crop. The surpluq was exported to
Battleford, Fort Pitt and Edmonton, but when the Can-
adian Pacifie was built the cheap rates of freight cut off
that market from us, and yet we are stili able to make a
living. I do not think you can find many places in the
Saskatchewan district in which au industrious mîn cannot
make his living. Iknow that whenîI was through the country
at the time of the elections, all the evidence I found was
that it was the best eountry for poor men to settle in. This
tvidence was given by farmers who had settled there-not
only by natives of the North-West, but mon who came from
the older Provinces of Canada, and others who came from
the old country. The industrious, able, hard working men,
the men who are not afraid of work, the mon who are not
farmers who sit beside the stove, the men who went out and
did their work, gave that testimony-that there never was
a better country in the world for the poor man. At the
same time, in spite of its being a good country for the poor
man, it bas suffered from bad crops for the lait three or
four years, but I believe these are exceptional cases. It is
well known that when the western States were being settled
the people who emigrated there suffored in the same way.
When I was in lowa in 1878, I drove over the whole of the
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western part of that state. At that time the whole country
ws suffering from the crops being destroyed by a plague
of gras4shoppers, bat the farmers there said that, even
though they did loo-e a crop for the year, if they had one
good crop they could pull through, and 1 believe that hon.
gentlemen will find that when our farmers in the North-
West have been able to withstand the bad seasons of four
years, as they have doue, and if they get a good season this
year, as we ail expect they will, they will come through
all right, and will only want the means of carrying theoi
crops to the mai kets. I believe you will find that our im.
migration will increase, and that settlement will go forward
rapidly. Bat we cannot expect immigration to increase to
our North-West until it begine to decrease in the western
States of Amerina, because they naturally have the firet
draw on the emigrating publie of the Mother Country,
and so many have settled in the western States because
those states have had many years advance upon us. Our
North- West is merely in its infancy compared with the
north-western States of America ; and if we only got one-
fifth, or one-tenth, or an infinitesimal part of the immigra-
tion, so long as the immigration to our North-West is pro.
portionately as great as that to the north-western States,
it will be a great feather in the cap of Canada. I am a
north-wester ; I am proud of the north-western people,
and I do not shirk my responsibility. I support the Bill of
the hon. Minister of the Interior. So far as clause 45 is con.
cerned, I can assure yon that second homesteads are
the worst things possible for the North-West. At the
time of the boom in the North-West, we heard hon.
gentlemen on the Opposition side of the House asserting
that the Government were giving land to their friende to
speculate upon and lock it up from actual settlement If yon
wish to create another clams of speculators who will look up
the lands, you will permit second home-teads. I think I
can prove this from the case of two important and growing
towns in the North-West-or I should say one is a city-
Winnipeg and Prince Albert, which present two very dif-
forent aspects. Winnipeg calte itself the gi eat city of the
North-West, and it certainly has attained to a very great
position, which I hope will grow much stronger and greateré
In the imme liate vicinity of that city you will find a great
deal of land unoccupied. This land was coverel by scrip;
it was sold to speculators, and it ie held by speeulators; and
this was considered so great a drawback that a company
was formed to buy up that land and selt it to settiers, so
that it would be cultivated ; but, unfortu nately, that company
came to nothing. The Secretary of the Board of Trade of
Winnipeg also sent circulars to everyone who held any of
the land in the vicinity of Winnipeg asking him the
lowest price he would take for it, the Board of Trade
considering it of such importance to have the land occu.
pied that they offered at their own expense to try to
get settlers to occupy and cultivate it. Prince Albert
also, although not having the advantages of Winnipeg, and
althongh hundreds of miles away from any railway, is a
great and thriving town in the midst of a magnificent farm-
ing district, and unlike Winnipeg, the farn of the district
come right up to the very doors of the town. But supposing
you permitted second homestead entries, the settlers, know-
ing that if the town of Prince Albert becomes the great
centre that we who live there believe it wili become, their
lands will becone very valuable, would leave them, with the
smalt improvements they have made, and take up second
homesteads at a greater distance from the town. Thus we
would have at Prince Albert the s atmediffleuity that Winni-
peg has to-day. Instead of thriving farine, well cultivated
and well stooked, we would b wve lan l lying vacant and
barren, sim1 ly because another class of speculators had been
created. Now, I do not altogether agree with the hon.
member fo, West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) that a very great
injury wilil ie done qnles this clause 45 is altered to permit
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a second homestead to everyone who made his entry on the
2nd of lune, 1886, instead of on the 2nd of lune, 1883. I be.
lieve this clause as it stands will satisfy most of the people in
the North-West, and I trust that if there should be any case of
hardship, every member of this House, on whatever side he
site, wili support the hon. Minister of the Interior in meeting
such a case. I know that in introducing any new system,
we cannot expect to benefit the general public without
doing some injury to a few; and if a few are injured in this
case, I have no doubt their cases could be provided for by
means of an Order in Council. But we ought to oppose the
creation of a second class of speculators by means of second
homesteads, which would be totally inconsistent with the
principle of the Dominion Lands Aet. The principle of
that Act, as I take it, is that the Dominion Government
offer lands to actual settlers who will come into the country
and make it their home, and by doing that contribute to
the wealth and prosperity of the country. But if in this
way you bonus speculators, as it were, by locking up the
most valuable lands in the country, I believe you will be
committing a great mistake. Now, Sir, I have only one
other matter to advert to just now, and that is the stat2ment
of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), who
said he was astonished that the task of defending the North-
West was left to him, because the North-West members
were seeking to justify the Government, and in so doing
were adopting a most unpatriotic course. I muet repudiate
that statement, and I say the hon. gentleman had a
great doal of assurance in making it. We are independont
people in the North-West, and 1 am thoroughly inde.
pendent bore as a representativo of those people, and
I will maintain my position when I know I am right.
I consider that I arn perfectly capable of defending
the interests of the settlers of the Saskatchewan. I think
the Minister of the Interior proposes this land Act for the
general benefit of the country; and I believe that we in the
North-West, if we are to make our country prosperous,
muet never forget the interests of the great Dominion at
large, of which we are a part* and it can never be for the
benefit of the Dominion that land should be locked up as it
would be if the amendment proposed were adopted. I
believe the settlers in the Saskatchewan district will be able
to pay for their lands if they are given time. I do not
believe there is a single man there now who could pay for
his preemption within six months; but I do not bel ieve the
Government will insist on payment within the time if the
settler is unable to pay. 1 believe, too, that the land will be
worth $2 an acre; if it is not, it will not be worth 20 cents ;
but I hope with the growth of settlement there to see it
worth $20 an acre instead of 20 cents. The hon. member for
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) said ho went west. Where did ho go?
I never saw him in the Saskatchewan district. There are
very few hon. members of this House whom I saw in that
district. I think the hon. Minister himseolf is about the only
member of this House who hu been there. He says ho went
to Calgary, and that when thére he was astonished at the
producte of the North-West; and I believe if ho had come to
Prince Albert he would have been equally astonished. But
he did not. I am glad to heur he hu changed his tune,
because, although I have not been a member of this, House
very long, still, having my interest in this country, and
being a true patriotie Canadian, I have read most carefully
and often hoard in the galleries above the speeches of hon.
members here, and the impression produced on me was
that members on this side did not think the North.West was
a country worth building a railway through or developing
in any way. I am glad to find, therefore, that the hon.
gentleman thinks there is something in the North-West,
and that it may soon be turned to very great account. I
can assure the hon. gentleman that when the North-West
receives its full tide of immigration, as I am confident it
will, ho will fmd it will become a most important factor in
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this House, and the North.West being now represented in
the House of Commons, the hon. ge,ntleman will find its
representatives, from the first day to the lut day they are
here, able to shoulder the responsi bility put upon them, and
answer for their constituents themselves, without appealing
to gentlemen who have never visited the districts of which
they speak.

Mr. TISD ALE. I regret very much that hon. gentlemen
in this House so frequently refer to the United States, in
order to make disparaging assertions with regard to our
country. It seems to me that, in the course of these and
other debates to which I have listened for the short time I
have been in the House, this disposition prevails to too large
aun extent, and it prevails in a spirit which is not to be
found in the United States. It provails in a spirit of con.
trasting and fault-finding with our country as distinguished
from the United States. If those hon, gentlemen had, as I
have, travelled thousands of miles through the territories
and the western region of the United States, they would
find there is a great deal of fault-finding thero with the land
laws; but they would find that, os a patriotic people, the
instant anybody complains to the datriment of the country,
the people unite to put him down. In fact, they have a
very summary law there which they doal out to gentlemen
who find fault with the country to the extent to which, i
regret, hon. gentlemen bore find fault with our country-
they use what is called the lamp-post law.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. TISDALE. I am glad to hear hon. gentlemen oppo-

site approve of that sort of law, judging by the cheers they
give. In regard to these land laws, the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) is misinformed, or else he
has not informed himseolf sufflciently, whon ho contraste, as
regards liberality, the regulations of the land laws of the
United States with those of the land laws of our North-
West. I agree with him this far, that when a much longer
exparience has prevailed in a country governed by wise
laws like the United States, it is a good place from which
to draw a parallel. But what is the tendency of the expe-
rience of the land laws of the United States ? We find the
tondency is to greater restriction and not to more liberality
in the sense of granting lands to the public. I defy the hon.
gentleman to point to a single Act of Congress, passed
the last 20 years, certainly durmng the last 10, and more
particularly, the last 5 years, which has not been restrictive
in its effect. ln the early days, the United States were
very liberal, with a view of inducing settlement; they had
not only homesteads and preemptions, but, what are called
desert acts, and swamp land acte, and timber acte. What
has been the result ? The House of Congress, at its lut
session, repealed every one of the laws but the homestead
laws, thus restricting in every possible way the granting
of lands in excess of 160 acres to any one person. The
Senate did not object to the spirit of this measure, but
they objected to some of the details, and a joint committee
was appointed by the two Houses, and this committoe
afflrmed the principle that it was a mistake, as expe-
rience had taunght them, to try and promote settlement by
granting too many ways of getting fands. If hon. gentlemen
opposite will read Sato on the history of the land laws of
the United States, they would fmid that the whole tendency
of additional facilities beyond homesteading being given for
getting land, has been to bring about what the hon. gentle-
man, who has just spoken, stated was the case in the North
West. They give facilities to land-grabbers and speculators,
who took large portions of the domain and looked them up.
The United States are, therefore, moving in the same direc-
tion as the Minister of the Interior is to-day, when
ho is repealing the second homestead. They never,
with all their liberality, thought of giving a second
homestead and the resuIt of their experience is
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that a homestead pure and simple of 160 acres is the
most anyone should get. There is notbing like personal
experience and knowledge. Hon. gentlemen opposite talk
of its being a simple thing to get bomesteads in the United
States. Distance lends enchantment to the view. Let them
go and try it. As contrasted with our system of taking two
witnesses before a land agent and taking out the patent,
there you have to advertise for two or three months, giving
the names of three witnesses; and after that you have to go
before a court, sometimes 600 miles away, before you can
get your title. There you are met by an objecting court,
which treats yon as a land-grabber, and puts every possible
obstruction in your way. A list of printed questions
covering three pages of paper is given to the set-
tler to answer, and these questions enter into every
detail, even to the number of chickens the settier
raises on his farm, the kind of bouse he has built,
and the sort of grain ho grows. Under the United
States regulations also, the settler has to reside five
years on hs lands instead of three, as in our case. 1
say that their experience, and they have bad a longer
experience than we, is altogether in the direction of abol-
ishing everything but the simple homestead, and restricting
settlers to 160 acres. Now, Commissioner Sparks, who is
the gentleman at the head of the Department of the Interior
in the United States, and who took the lead in this recent
agitation, particularly in regard to the reform of these
abuses in the United States, speaking of the preemption
system in his report of 1885, said:

'' The preemption system no longer secures settlements by preemp-
tors. If it did, or could be amended to do so, it would be useless for any
good purpose, because supplanted by the more effective homestead law,
if a home is the real object designed to be secured. If a home is not
the object, the sooner the facility for obtaining land without making a
home upon it which is offered by this system is renoved from the stat-
utes, the better for the settlement intereste of the country ,nd the future
of its institutions."
fis opinion, founded on a large experience in the important
office he holds, is deliberately against preemp.tions. The
Minister of the Interior still allows preemptions. We
did allow second homesteading. Why ? Largely-I was in
the North- West at the time of the agitation-in the interest
of speculators. I tell yo, Sir, that the entries then made,
were made largely with the idea, as subsequent events
proved, of getting more land, and not of making homes for
men who wanted to go there and work 160 acres. It was
not the mon who wanted to go there to make homes for
themselves and to work 160 acres of land. Look at our
own Province. Who are the men who progress ? Not the
farmers who have too much land, but the farmers who have
a sufficiency of land, who work it well and attend to it
well, and grow their crops largely by their own efforts and the
efforts of their families. So should it be, I think, with pioneers;
and, as far as my humble opinion goes, reading up this matter
as I have, carefully, travelling, as I have travelled, largely
over the western territories of the Unit ed States, I believe
that the sooner preemptions are abolished in ei ther country.
the better for the settlement of the country. One last word.
So umuch about the clamor in regard to the western terri-
torie,. come down to the statistics. Contrast our North-West
Territories, for the time we have been in there, with any
other territories. Make a parallel, and you cannot prove
one thAt bas developed faster than our North-West, even
with the bad crops. I had relatives who were living in the
State of Kansas during the grasshopper plague, not many
years ago. At that time, in the city of Kansas, you could
get the best bouses by paying the taxes, and they only had
the grasshopper plague for a short time, as in the North-
West they have had bad crops for the last three or four
years. But it almost paralysed the city and the State. It
was only a passing disaster, as these bad crops have been in
the North-West. My. hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) bas never heard me accuse any party of want of
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loyalty or patriotism, but it is the leaders who are trying to
incite their followers, because they sec that the Conservative
party has so much the best of them. I have stood shoulder
to shoulder with the Reformers when occasion arose, and I
believe the body of them are willing to turn out to-day, as
tbey always have been in the past, in defence of their
country. I regret that party polities should lead to such
action as I deplore on the part of their leaders, and I would
condemn the same thing if it came from any side. If I
live te be in this House long enough-as I think I shall not,
for I think it will be long deferred-to sec those hon, gen-
tlemen in power, I will stand up and say, as I do now, that,
if you do not mislead them, the great body of the people of
this countiy believe in its future, believe in its capacity,
believe in our ability to work out in the future what, if we
stick to it, we will work out, by the united action of the
two parties. If you look at the picture in the reading
room of the fathers of Confederation, you will see that they
were not made up of one party alone. I take this opportu-
nity, which will probably be the only occasion on which I
will trouble the House, to beseech hon, gentlemen on both
sides, while criticising, as is right and proper, the actions of
the Government, not to be led away from the intereste of
the country by a party political view. I do not think any-
one on that side of the House regrets more than I do that
the leader of the Opposition bas been so stricken that he
cannot continue to lead them, because I believe, as I have
said on other occasions, that it is of great advantage to the
country and of great advantage to the Goverument thom-
selves to have a gentleman às leader of the Opposition who
is so well able to criticise their actions, and to see that any
legislation 'which their feelings or their prejudices might
lead them to bring forward is properly criticised. This
great North-West must be the future factor in building up
the Confederation, because there is to b the great home for
the millions of people whom we are to have if Confedera-
tion is to be more than an empty idea, and, therefore, do not
send it abroad, do not let the people who are our rivals in
inducing immigrants to settle in those Territories, convict
us out of our own mouths,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is a good wind-up to
the speech of the hon. gentleman, and I trust that it will
not be without its effect on the members for Selkirk (Mr.
Daly) and Lisgar (Mr. Ross). They certainly deserved that
chastisement at his band. It is tue that the graceful
tribute which he paid to the leader of the Opposition was a
worthy one. In discussing questions of this kind, he always
did it with the idea of furthering the best interests of tho
country and from a position apart from partisanship. He
could view matters on their merits, and he never felt it
incumbent on him, for instance, when a question like this
was under discussion, to rush to the defence of the Govern-
ment to say that everything they did, everything they
thought of, everything they ever meant to do, and every-
thing they ever expected or thought of doing was al] riglit.
He would look at the question fairly and would make his
deductions from facts that are known, and, unlike the gentle-
men who are representing that country here, and whom 1
was sorry to hear speak as they did this evening, he would fnot
attempt to justify all the actions and policy of the Govern-
ment, if need be, by sacrificing the country itself, as I con-
sider those gentlemen did. We remember a perfectly fair
comparison whieh was made by that hon. gentleman some
years ago, but it was denounced by gentlemen on the other
side. He was told that that speech would be used by the
immigration agents of the United States, that it would be
used by them as a lever against this country. What was
that speech found to be? Was it found that he had praised
that country above his own ? Nothing of the kind. But
ihis afternoon we hear from the members for Liegar and
Selkirk-
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Mr. LANDERKIN. What about the member for Sas-

katchewan (Mr. McDowall) ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Well, ho wished to say a
good word for his country, if ho could not do that without
denouncing the Government at the same time. But whose
likeness will be put on the immigration pamphlets of the
United States now, unless it is the likeness of the member
for Lisgar (Mr. Ross) and the member for Selkirk (Mr.
Daly), who rises and reads a lecture to the member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and why? Recause he took their own
agricultural statistics, given to us by the Government,
which show an exodus of 100,000 people out of this sparse
population of Manitoba and the North-West during the last
few years. The hon. member does not rise to deny that
fact, but he rushes in to say that what the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has stated is incorrect, that the de-
duction he draws from that statement, that there has been
Government mismanagement, is all wrong, that the Gov-
ernment policy is right, that their railway policy is right,
that their land policy is right, that the railway rates are all
right, but the country is wrong, because they have had four
successive frosts; and that is to go abroad. The statement
of the member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) may go abroad,
and those who see it will say it is a great country,
because ho spoke so well of it, as did the member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and as I was glad
to hear my hon. friend from Marquette (Mr. Watson), who
always speaks well of it, state that for ton years he had
never known the crops to be frosted in his constituency.
He also tells me that, in the constituencies represented by
those two hon. gentlemen opposite, they have not had their
wheat frosted at all. They do not stand up and deny that
statement as to the frost, but they make the broad state-
ment that the reason for th exodus bas not been any fault
of the Government in their land policy, or their railway
policy, or anything else, but because the country will not
yield the fruits of the earth, that they are destroyed by
frost and drought, and that it is, therefore, not to be won-
dered at that the people leave it. It is most distressing, it
is most disheartening that we should hear such statements
from those hon. gentlemen. Glad was I that the
hon. the Minister of Finance was not in his seat.
Glad was I that the member for Hamilton (Mr.
Brown) was not in his seat, to have had their feelings har-
rowed by listening to such statements as these. I have not
had the opportunity of being in that country, but I have
read about it, and, as the hon. member who last spoke did,
I have always maintained that, if we have not a great
country in Manitoba and the North-West, we cannot hope
to become-as I fondly dream, as a Canadian, we will be-
come-a great people in this country. I have examined
everything which I possibly could in relation to that
country. I propose at the first moment to make that per.
sonal examination of it. I am glad to know that if the
remarks of these gentlemen might, perbaps, be true with
reference to a certain portion of that country, they are not
applicable to the greater portion of it, but that there ais a
climate, there is a soil there that would induce emigrants
from the old country to settle there as readily as in the
United States, provided things were equal. But I
am of those who believe, of those who express the
opinion, that the cause of that exodus-that cannot
be denied, without denying the truth of the figures
submitted by the Government-the cause of that exodus
is not to be found in the fact that that country is
unfit for habitation, a country that will not yield the fruits
of the earth; but that that exodus has taken place because of
governmental mismanagement, because that country has
been shut up under the iron grasp of a monopoly, bocause
its land laws have not been as liberal as those of the United
States. I charge that exodus, I charge the miserable failure

o people that country-not as those hon, gentlemen opposite
have done, because we have not a soil and a climate equal
to those of the western States-but I charge it upon
governmental mismanagement, and I blame hon. gentle-
men opposite, who are the representatives of that country
in this House, for rushing to the defence of the Government
on every occasion, not for speaking in defence of their
country, instead of, in order to shield the Government
in their mismanagement, saying things with reference to
their own country, that I am happy to have heard
contradicted by the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Wat-
son) and the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
Sir, the hon. gentleman opposite gave a little while ago a
single vote against the Government, and I think we were
given to understand that he received permission to do it.
It does seem as if ho had been on the penitent bench doing
penance ever since in order to wipe out that act; it does
seem as if that permission was to be atoned for and paid for
by the most slavish submission to every proposition offered
by the Government in reference to every question, and that
ho will stop at nothing to shield. them, even though it be
to decry the country that he lives in. But, Sir, I am glad
to have heard this statement contradicted by the hon.
member for North Norfolk, I am glad to have heard his
testimony as to what his eyes saw of the capabilities of that
country. And I am always glad to listen to the patriotic
sentiments and utterances of that noble defender of that
]and, that true representative of the North-West, sent here
in the person of the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Wat-
son); and I trust he may long be spared to us, and that the
time may come when the North-West will send more of
those who will speak of her-I do not wish them
to speak of her in terms that will not bear criticism, I do
not wish them to make statements that are not borne out
by facts-but I do wish there were more represen-
tatives like the hon. member for Marquette, who would
not feel it incumbent upon them on every occasion
to justify the acts and the policy of the Government
by saorificing every interest of their country, and de-
nouncing the very soil upon which they live. The hon.
member for East Assiniboia (Mr. Perley), if I mistake not,
seems to have pursued rather a more patriotic lino than
some of his fellow representatives. He sees the difficulties
of the situation. I do not pretend to say whether ho is
right or not, but ho does seem, from his experience and
observation, to have detected some cause; other than a bad
soil and a bad climate, and the eternal frosts and snows
which are assigned by other hon. gentlemen. Ho thinks it
possible that there can be amendments devised to those
laws. Take the very report before us now-that is an
attempt upon the part of the Minister to remedy what ho
considers faults in the laws. Why, thon, is it nt right and
proper for us to offer suggestions and amendments without
gentlemen opposite rising and springing at the throats of
gentlemen on this side for offering them, because, forsooth,
they take it for granted that every suggestion that is
offered from this side of the House is necessarily made in a
partisan spirit? Sir, I have not bard any remarka from
gentlemen on this side delivered in the spirit that is im-
putod to them by hon. gentlemen opposite. I do not think
the Minister of the Interior himself could charge that upon
us. In the remarks of my hon. friend from Marquette, and
of other hon. gentlemen on this side, it seems to me the
question has been approached with a desire to find out what
evils do exist in that country, and to sec if some remedy
could not be devised. For, Sir, it is a fact staring us in the
face, a fact that we cannot get over, that if the figures
given to us by the Agricultural Department are true, there
has been a great exodus from that land, an exodus from a
land which we wish to sec peopled, and in which we all de-
sire to see pouring hindreds of thousands of immigrants. The
hon. member for .East Asuiniboia (Kr. Perley) gave another
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reason. He did not bear so hard upon the country, although
he alluded to it, but I think the reason he assigns will not
bear investigation, namely, that the people in the old coun-
tries are not able to immigrate. Let the hon. gentleman
take the report of the Minister of Agriculture, and he will
find that he represents them coming by the tens of thousands
into this country. So we have the facts before us, not that
the people are unable to emigrate, but the Minister of
Agriculture tells us that they have emigrated,:that they
have come into our midst, not 10,000, not 20,000, not 50,000,
but over 100,000 a year have come into our midst and
settled down amongst us. So that argument will not
bear investigation. How is it then that when they
do come to us we are unable to retain them?
-having a soil and climate equal to other portions
of this continent-save and except it ba that there
must be some fault, some mismanagement on the part of the
Government in their dealings with that country. This fact,
I think, must be forced home upon the minds of every mem.
ber of this louse, and it well becomes us to approach this
question in that light, and not seek to defend the Govern-
ment at all hazards, instead of trying to ascertain the cause
of the evil. I take it as an evidence that there can be im-
provements made, by the very fact that the Minister has
submitted this Bill. Why may we not criticise it and see
whether amendments cannot be offered ? I trust that the
Minister of the Interior will be willing to accept amend-
monts which ho believes will tend to retain what population
we have thore, and draw more to us. Now, I will answer
another statement of an hon. gentleman who reflected upon
the members of the Opposition, when he said that while
sitting in the galleries he had observed that one of the
greatest drawbacks to immigration to that country, was the
fact that the Opposition had opposed the construction
of the railway. air, that was not opposed by members of
the Opposition, but we only objected to the manner of its
construction, and to the monopoly conceded to the company.
Sir, we see that to-day that monopoly power that was given
to this company, and that was opposed by gentlemen on
this side, is bearing the bitter fruit we foretold it would
bear; and, I believe, that is one of the great causes of the
ills from which that country suffers. I am not alone
in that opinion, for if we may believe the reports
that reach us from the North-West, almost the whole com-
munity in the Province of Manitoba are united in declaring
that it is vital to their very existence that this monopoly
should be removed, that they are determined to expend
their last dollar, almost, if need be, in the construction of a
road that will give them relief. Sir, we did not oppose
that road as an aid to colonisation, as an aid to settlement,
but the contention was against giving the company mono-
poly powers, against putting a power into their hands, that
they are now using with the effect of driving people out of
that country. Sir, these are the reasons why we have
criticised it, but our criticism of the Government railway
policy was not made in hostility to the Government, our
oriticism of their land policy was not made in hostility to
the Government; but we maintain that their entire rail.
way policy and their entire land policy are calculated to
produce evil results, and the evil results have followed that
we predicted at that time. And it may be beyond our
power, perhaps, to remedy all the defects and erros of
judgment committed, but I hold that it is our bounden duty
to remedy themr as far as lies in our power.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I do not think the committee
will expect me to follow the hon. gentleman in the speech
just delivered. We are discussing the details of a Bill which
all parties, I think, admit so far as its general scope is con-
cerned, will be for the advantage ot the settlers in the
North-West. That Bill really provides for an extension of
the privileges and advantages of settlement to those who

Mr. PATEasoi (Brant).

wish to go into the country. But I cannot allow the re-
marks of the hon. gentleman to pass without one word at
all events, and that is that his atPempt, his feeble attempt,
for with all the sound everyone wilt admit the attempt was
feeble, to fix upon the hon. members who represent the
North-West and Manitoba an unfriendliness to the constitu-
encies which have sent them here. We have had those
subjects discussed in this Parliament for the last eight
years. We have heard hon. gentlemen opposite urgoig
their views, and they have heard the friends of the Govern-
ment and members of the Government urging and defending
theirs. We have had the opportunity during the last elec-
tions of knowing the sentiment of the people who are most
intimately affected as totherival policies of the two parties
and as to the relative interest of the two parties,
in that great country ; and we find this : that out of the
representation of Manitoba and the North-West we have but
one hon. gentleman sitting on the opposite benches-and
that hon. gentleman was certainly an attentive member of
the louse, and, if ho could be judged simply by his attend-
ance in his place, and without reference to the policy ho
has pursued, was entitled to consideration at the hande of
his constituents-came here, I may say, almost by the skin
of his teeth. Now, I ask whether, under these circum-
stances, we may not fairly ask hon. gentlemen opposite to
drop the policy of the last five years. Give to the North-
West, if you will do so in its own interest, a rest from the
political discussions that have occurred in regard to it. I
think nothing has done more harm in the North-West than
the constant attempt on the floor of Parliament, and in the
press, to create the impression that the settler had a botter
chance if he went into the United States, both as to the
character of the laws under which ho would settle and as
regards the land upon which ho would settle, than if ho
went into our own North-West. I will not detain the
committee by referring to this old discussion, but I
think I may fairly say that the Ion. gentlemen who,
on this side, objected to the tone of the discussion,
to the tone of the remarks of the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and the on. member for North
Norfolk(Mr.Charlton),were perfectly correct in complaining
that the tendency of those remarks was to croate an
impression outside of this Hlouse that the land laws of the
United States were to the settler gencrally more liberaL
than those of our own North-West Territories, and on that
account those who wish to settle where the land laws were
liberal should go to the United States instead of coming to
our own North- West. What I object to in the statements
of the Ion. gentlemen is, that they have not stated the whole
truth. I do not charge them, I have no right to charge
them bore, with stating what is not true ; but I do charge
them with this : With concealing facts which, if stated
frankly and fairly, would change aitogether the current of
opinion in relation to the relative merite of the twosystems--
that of the United States and that of Canada. The member
for North Norfolk spoke of the United States giving thoir
lands, their whole lands for homesteading; and when it was
pointed out to him by the hon. member for Lisgar (Kr.
Ross) that that statement conveyed, at all events, an
erroneous impression, he fell back to the hypercritical state-
ment that he meant all its land. But if all its lands excluded
the settler from an area of forty miles from a railway on
either side, are you not deceiving the people outside
as to the advantages which they obtain when they go there ?
Take the railway running through Dakota-the Northern
Pacifie. The lands given to that railway are in blte 40
miles on each side of the road. Within that area of 80
miles-an hon, gentleman near me says it is 50 miles on
each side; I was under the impression it was 40-within
that area on both sides---

Mr. CHARLTON. Will the hon.gentleman allow me to
correct him with respect to the land grant of the Northern
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Pacifie. The land grant of that company was twenty sec-
tions to the mile in the States of Wisconsin, Minnesota and
Oregon, and forty sections to the mile in Dakota, Montana
and Washington Territory.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Extending outwards on each
side ? That is 80 miles, and that is precisely what I stated.
An hon. member near me stated it was 50 miles on each
side, but I said it was 40. Hore are 40 miles on each side
of the railway, where no man eau get an odd section unless
he pays the railway company their price for it. There are,
thorefore, only the even sections. What can ho do with
the even sections ? The settler can only get 160 acres, 80
free, and for the other 80 ho has to pay 82.50 an acre, or an
average, over the whole, of $1.25, while we in the North-
West, right up to the line of our railway, now give the
settler 160 acres for the more office fee of $10. That is the
difference between the systems of the two countries, and
that fact the hon, gentleman concealed when ho made hie
statement, a concealment which was calculated to croate, out-
side of this House, in the country,a false impression in regard
tothe positionof our North-West. What more? The hon.gen-
tleman forgets that it has been the policy of both parties-
and in this I am not criticising, adversely or otherwise, the
policy of my predocessors in office-it was a policy of both
parties, that we should build branch railways through the
country by means of land grants. How was it proposed to
be done ? The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille), when
Minister of the Interior, introduced a Bill which had merit
in it, although it never became law, but it was an embodi-
ment of the policy of the Government when it was sub-
mitted to Parliament. Under that Bill, taking the whole
country together, the Government proposed to give an
average of 10,000 acres per mile to any colonisation railway
company that chose to go through the form of presenting
their petition for incorporation by letters patent.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). 6,400 acres for one part,
10,000 for another, 12,000 for another part still further west,
making an average of about 10,000 acres per mile. But if
the hon. gentleman does not like it, I will admit it was
6,400 acres in one part and 10,000 acres in another part
further west.

Mr. MILLS. The statement was, not to exceed a certain
amount; that was the maximum.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Does the hon, gentleman mean
to insult the intelligence of this committee in this way ?
The hon. gentleman knows that when the quantity was not
to exceed a certain amount, that was the quantity which
the Government were ready to give to those companies.
They might have given less or more; but the intention of
that Act was, that if the colonisation railway companies
would build the road they would receive those land grants.
Where were we to get the lands? Were they to be odd
sections or alternate townships ? Then again, did they pro.
pose to throw open the whole country for homesteading ?
No; they never threw open the whole country for home-
steading. Bat what they did was this: They threw it open
for sale at 81 per acre, and at such further price as the
Government might choose to impose when the railways
were bailt, and increased value was given to the land by
the construction of those lines. When hon. gentlemen
opposite had an opportunity of controlling the land policy
ei the country, every settler that went in got no land for
nothing; he got the land for $1 an acre, and ho paid his
dollar down, and was compelled afterwarde to pay any price
the Government might think the lands were worth after
the railway was built, those lands being enhanced in value
in consequence of the construction of the railway.

Mr. BOWELL. And they turned off the homesteaders.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes, that was the policy of
hon. gentlemen then, and, as my hon. friend says, they
actually turned off the homesteaders. But I am not going
into the details of the Bill. I am dealing simply with the
general question which the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) has raised, and which the hon. member
for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) intimates is a patriotie
utterance to be accepted by the Parliament of the country
and the people of the country, as an evidence that love for
their country and its development inspires the hearts of
hon. gentlemen opposite and not the hearts of hon. gentle-
men on this side. Now, Sir, take the case of the United
States to-day, as compared with us. Every settler can get
to-day in our country 160 acres of land for nothing; no
settler in the United States can get more than 160 acres.
Thore is the difference between the two systems. What is
proposed to us to-day by my hon. friend from Assiniboia
(Mr. Davin), what in point of fact has given rise to -

this whole discussion, is the proposal that the settler shall
not only get the first 160 acres, which exhausts his
claim in the United States, but having got it that
he shall be permitted to get for nothing 160 acres
more. That is the proposal which has given rise to the
whole discussion on this subject. We give to the settlers
who go in 160 acres of land for nothing ; in the United
States the settler who goes in can get only that quantity of
land, and has to serve five years' apprenticeship, while in
our country he serves but three years, and then ho has all
the difficulties which surround the obtainment of a patent
in the United States, while we actually send the homestead
inspector to his house, where ho can make his sottlement
declaration, so that ho does not need to leave bis farm at all
in order to get his patent. That is the difference between
the two systens. And yet hon. gentlemen talk about the
liberality, forsooth, of the American land law. I said earlier
in the evening, and I repeat, that if we embodied to-day the
American land laws on our Statute-books, and compelled the
homesteaders in the North-West to take their lande under
those laws, we would have every hon. gentleman from Ma.
nitoba and the North-West coming down here next Session
with a strong publie opinion at their back and demanding-
and justly cemanding-the repeal of those very laws.
And I venture to go further, and to say that we
would have overy hon. gentleman on the other side of the
House backing them up in that demand, and asking that
the Government should repeal those laws. No, Sir, our
land laws, at any rate, are not responsible for the difficulties
that have occurred in the North-W est. One of the things
which bas caused difficulties there is this ; that we have
had too much politics to the square acre in connection with
the North-Wet. One of the difficulties is thise; That in
this country whore we are comparatively-as compared
with the United States-a smaller community, with great
interests, it is true ; with great possibilities, it is true ; with
great hopes ani aspirations for the future, it is true; but
yet with no great questions separating us, these North-
West Territories and-the interests of the settlers in the
North-West Territories bhave become a factor in our politics,
and have been used by hon. gentlemen opposite in the ab-
sence of anything botter. They thought they could only
succeed in becuring for thomselves the approbation of the
public by making it appear that the Governmont was
recreant in its duty to that great North-West country.
Those discussions, read by people who knew nothing of
them, simply warned thom that, at any rate, this was
not a country to go to, because it was badîy governed,
its laws badly administered, and the chances of the
settlers inferior to what they would be if they went to
the United States. In the United SLates, on the contrary,
they have so many great questions, they are so large a
community, they have so enormous a population eastward,
that they simply make thoir laws and leave the administra.
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tion of them to their officers in the North-West; and you
never hear-or rarely hear-of the discussion of those laws
as a party issue in their politices at al]. I would-and I
say it most sincerely-that we could consider questions of
the development of the North-West Territory, so far as our
own land laws are concerned, as the common duty of both
the parties in this country, and the fulfilment of our obliga-
tions in connection with them as the common heritage of
both parties. Surely we can look et that country as one to
which we can all put forth our best efforts for its develop-
ment, becanse on that development muet rest the future
prosperity and greatness of the Dominion of Canada. For
my own part, although I suy it, I think I know as much of
the sentiments of the people of the North-West Territory
as any gentleman in this House who has not come from
these Territories as a representative. I have had the op
portunity of meeting them at public assemblies; et the
twenty-two public assemblies that I held I discussed with
them these lands regulations, discussed with them
the cause of the difficulties they met with in the
initial settlement of the country, and I have this satisfaction
that if you will take the addresses which were presented to
me in 1885, if you will take the subjects which were referred
to in those addresses, yon will find that nearly every one of
them bas been crystallised into law by this Parliament
since, or bas been embodied in the regulations of the
Department of the Interior. That is the position in which
the settlers stand to-day. They are now-let us all rever-
ently thank God for it-they are now apparently on the ove
of a magnificent harvest season. The news we are getting
from the North-West every day, shows that the condi-
tions upon which success must after all very largely depend
-that is, the presence of the moistening rain which is
falling in the North-West Territories to-day-are not lack-
ing, and that they ensure them the prospect of good crops
for this season. One season of really good crops in the
North-West, one season of such crops as I believe the
normal condition of that country, with the knowledge of
the people as to the best modes of farming in that country,
will certainly hereafter produce-one such crop will
remove ail those so-called and petty grievances, will
make the people of the North-West happy and contented,
and will bring into that eountry a etream of immigration
which will add largely to its prosperity and add largely to
the growth and advantage of the Dominion of Canada as a
whole. Sir, these amendments which are in this Bill-
simple amendments if you will, but asked for by the people
there-it does seem to me might have passed this House
without the kind of discussion which bas beeu raised by
hon. gentlemen opposite with regard to them. I can only
sincerely hope that when the people of the North-West and
the people abroad, come to read those discussions they will,
at Iceast, read both sides, and feel that after al these jere-
miade as to the condition of our land laws and the côndition
of our settlers, of which we have heard so much from hon.
gentlemen opposite, do not represent the true condition of
things, but that in no part of God's universe can be found
a place where settlers seeking homes for themselves can
have better opportunities for securing those homes than
they can in the Canadian North-West.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRGIT. It would appear that
the minds of the hon. Minister of the Interior and of most
of bis colleagues, and notably the First Minister, are capable
of only two ideas. Make a criticism of anything which
thofe hon. gentlemen bring down here, a criticism which
they cannot answer, and you are forthwith charged with
beig unpatriotic. Point to any act of theirs, no matter
how clearly it may be proved that that act bas resulted in
the worst possible consequences to the people of this coun-
try, and they turn round upon yon and say: Thanks to
returning officers and revising barristers, we have a major- I

Mr. WJImn (Cardwell).

ity, and, therefore, we are right. Those are the two argu-
ments of the Minister of the Interior, the two arguments of
the First Minister, and they are reechoed by their
colleagues and their supporters on the back benches. Now,
if ever there was a case in which any set of men stood
condemned ont of their own officiai records as having
grossly mismanaged a noble country-because there I agree
with the Minister, and it is the only point in which I
agree with him-it is the case as evidenced from the proof
given as from the official records lail upon the Table
of the House a few months ago, with respect to the results
which have attended those hon. gentlemen's so-called efforts
to colonise and build up the North-West. Why, Sir, was
there ever known a case before in which a Minister of the
Crown, on the faith of his own reporte, had time and again
stated to the louse, and time and again stated to the coun-
try, from one end to the other, that there were 250,000
people i n the North-West three years ago ?-was there ever
a case known in which, when you come to take a census by
head, it was found that a quarter of a milion three years
ago lad shrunk te 118,000 whites? If we take their own
records there has been an exodus of 112,000; if we take
the statements made by the Ministers themselves, there has
been an exodus of well nigh 140,000 from Manitoba and the
North-West within the last few years. And with a fact
like that staring him in the face, the hon. gentleman dares
to lecture the members on this side of the House because
they call attention to statements which show conclu-
sively one of two things: either the hon. gentlemen were
most grossly deceived, or that they were guilty of the
grossest misrepresentation to the people of this country.
1-et them take their choice ; they muet admit that the sta-
tisties brought down by the Department of Agriculture
were grossly fraudulent (for nothing else will account for
such a state of things), and deceived them, or else that they
themselves deceived the people of this country. Sir, I
judge these hon. gentlemen by their fruits-aye, and I
judge them by the promises they made. Can they deny,
dare they deny, that when the Canadian Pacific Railway
scheme was pushed through the Jlouse, the First Minister
and the Minister of Finance promised us faithfully that we
would receive, by 1890, $70,000,000 in cash and in mort-
gages ? Why, Sir, it is on the Hansard; I have the record
here, if the hon. gentleman wants it. Can he deny that
three years afterwards the hon. gentleman brought down
to us a formai statement in detail, certified by the Deputy
Minister of the Interior, showing a clear profit of
858,000,000 to be realised by the ]et day of January, 1890-
because they were precise; they were particular; they
gave dates, and facts, and figures; and I turn to the Public
Accounts, and I see to-day a deficit of $1,200,000 on that ac-
count. Sir, I am not going to enter into a discussion now
of all the details of this lomestead Bill; but I have a word
or two to say as to the policy propounded by my hon. friend.
I think the hon, gentleman who accused my hon. friend of
concealment of facts would have done well to have informed
the House that, in a tract of oountry which in 1877 was not
at all likely to be sold for a good many years to come, my
hon. friend proposed te give only 6,000 acres, and, more-
over, that he did not propose to give those as selected lands.
They were to be taken as they came, and the hon. Ministor,
if he as travelled over that country, muet know that there
are many portions in whiýh a gift of 10,000 or 12,000 acres
per mile not selected, but taken as they come along the
line of the railroad, is very far inferior indeed to 5,000 or
6,000 acres in other sections of the country, and that is par.
ticularly applicable to the district into which my hon. friend
has divided that region. Neither do I think he was quite
correct in his remarks as to my hon. friend's measure.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Dil he complain of hie policy ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, but ho did not

state it oorrectly; and the man who found fault with my
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hon. friend from North Norfolk was doubly bound te be
accurate in hie criticisms of my hon. friend from Bothwell.
Now, Sir, what are the points in discussion botween us,
which I think the hon. gentleman might botter have dis-
cussed than to indulge in all this declamation about the
unpatriotic oonduct of the Opposition in calling attention
to facts which no human being eau deny or conceal. They
were mainly two. My hon. friend pointed out, and with
mach forS and sound argument, that in the present condi.
tion of things in the United States, and after Manitoba and
the North.West had reaeived, as they unfortunatoly have,
so serions a set-back, yon might very well allow the settler
to homestead on any Govornment lands whatever. That
was a fair and reasonable proposition-a proposition well
worth the attention of the Minister and the House ; and my
hon. friend was quite right in calling attention to the fact,
which the Minister of the Interior did not dony, that
this is in substance the policy of the United States.
They may not give so large an amount of land
as we do, but they allow any homestead settler
to take up any of the land of the United States that he can
find; and that that is the law bas not been denied on either
side of the House. The other point raised by myself and
some other gentlemen was this : that in view of the extra.
ordinary misfortunes whiclh were stated by members on the
other side of the House to have overtaken the people of
Manitoba and the North-West, the time had come to reduce
the somewhat heavy price about to be exacted from them
for preemption grants. Surely, Sir, those were reason-
able propositions, involving no want of patriotism; and
more than that, they involved no want of consideration for
the unfortunato settlers in the North-West. It did not lie
in the nouth of the hon. gentleman, nor was it wise on his
part to charge the Opposition-who brought forward these
facts in a perfectly fair and legitimate spirit-with lack of
patriotisrm, or with decrying the country, because they
suggested two amendments, both of which, I venture
to say, will find very general acceptance among the people
of the North-West, whenever the facts corne to be de-
tailed before them. Now, Sir, what I say to the
House and the hon. gentleman is this: For once in your
hives, if yo can, be candid, be fair; admit what is
patent to all men, that your policy of colonisation has been
a miserable and disastrous failure, and apply yourselvea to
find a remedy. I say that never has there been a case in
which money has been poured out so lavishly, in which so
many exertions have been made, both publicly and private
ly, as have been made by the people of Canada within the
last few years to promote the settlement of the North.
West. Seldom have such exertions been attended by such
disastrous results, and I will tell the hon. gentleman again
what the causes have been. I do not believe the failure of
settlement is due to any fault in the climate or in the soit
of the North-West, I agree with the Minister that it is a
fine and a great country; but I say that if you had exerted
your utmost ingenuity to devise.a means of choking settle-
ment in the North-West, you could have attempted no
botter way than that most unfortunate checker-board system,
by whioh the difflculties of settlement were intensified in the
highest dogree. I say you could have taken no botter means
for choking settlement in the North-West than to load down
those unfortunate settlers with the monstrous system of taxa.
tion which the hon, gentleman and his colleagues have im
poeed for robbing them of one-third of thoir miserable capital,
withont any rhyme or reason, and in defiance of the plainest
dictates of political economy and common sense. There
may be some reason for applying this system to the older
Provinces of Canada; I am not going to discuse that; but
it was simply ruin to the people of the North-West, and
they have found it ont. And most of all, yon have choked
settlement, and yon continue to choke it, that outrageons
sot of tyrannical usurpation by which tiGs (*overnment has, I

I believe, illegally deprived the people of Manitoba of their
constitutional rights as free men te build roade with their
own money, and bound them hand and foot by a monopoly,
the like of which has never existed in any civilised country.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is only one point in the
hon. gentleman's speech to which I wish to refer. The
hon. gentleman has stated that I have misrepresented the
policy of the hon. member for Bothwell. Now, I happen to
have that hon. gentleman's Bill. Here is the clause. On
reading it he will find that the "checker-board system " is
embodied in the Bill, and the quantity is as I stated, 6,400
acre,, ten sections of 640 acres oach, in the earlier parts,
about 8,000 in the second and 12,000 further west:

" 26. The Governor in Oouncil my, for the purpose of aiding In the
construction of any railway to be constructed under the provisions of
this Act, reserve every alternate section of ungranted land by old num-
bers, to the extent of ten sections per mile, fi7e sections per mile on each
aide of the line of the railway, exclusive of the sections which under the
Dominion Lands Act may have been reserved as school sections or may
have ben allotted to the Hudson's Bay Company ; and for any lino or
part of a lino of railway west of the 102nd meridian of west longitude
twelve sections per mile, and for any line of railway connected with the
Canadian Pacific Railway and extending into the Peace River District
twenty sections per mile."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is what I stated.
Mr. WHITE. The hon. gentleman charged me with

having misrepresented the policy of the hon. member for
Bothwell.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIT. The hon. gentleman
said my lon. friend granted 10,000 acres per mile, whereas
he bad granted 6,000 in the altornate sections, a certain
larger quantity in the more remote sections, and a certain
still larger quantity in other sections.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwoll). That is prccisely what I said.
I said it made an average of nearly 10,000 acres.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHFT. That is not a fair way
of stating it, and as to this chocker-board system, the hon.
gentleman's statement is quite preposterous. My hon, friend
when the country was unknown and very slightly settled,
may have introduced such a proposal in his Bill, but there
has been proof for the last cight or nine years, which the
hon. gentleman's predecessors ought to have been acquainted
with, that it has been doing intolerable mischief, and it is
no excuse to say that six, seven, or eight years ago such a
systom was talked of.

Mr. DALY. I am not going to detain the IIouse, but as
the hon. member for South Brant (Kr. Paterson) has alluded
to me, it is neccssary I should say something in reply. Our
hon. friends opposite, at least the hon. member for Both.
well did, chargcd me with discussing this matter in a par.
tisan spirit. I would ask hon. gentlemen, who was the first
te introduce party politics, if it was not the hon. member
for Bothwell himself. We were discussing this Bill quietly;
I had seconded the motion of the hon. member for Mar-
quette, to permit homesteaders to get their preemptions at
a dollar an acre. I never sought to discuss the question
from a party standpoint, but the moment the lon. member
for Bothwell though t ho could have a slap at the Govern-
ment, he was the first to introduce party polities. At the
same time, I do not defend the whole policy of the
Government. I have given evidence in this louse
that I am not in accord with thoir whole policy,
I voted against them the other night, and would
vote against thom again on the same question. I condemned
them thon, and will continue to condemn them as long as
they maintain thoir policy of disallowance. It, therefore,
does net lie in the month of the hon. member for Bothwell
to say that I am the slave of party. I am a member of the
Conservative party, and I trust that I shall continue so as
long as it conductsi itself in the manner it has. I am proud
to bolong to i, I an proud to follow the right hon. gentle.-
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man, the First Minister. who bas, by the manner in which
he has conducted the affairs of the couutry, so long retained
the confidence of the pcoplo. No doubt he went out of
office in 1873, but he came back in 1878; again, lie came
back in 1882, and ho was raturned once more in 1887.
That ought to justify me in saying that the people of this
country, especially the people of the North-West, must be
perfectly satisfiled with the manner in which he has
generally conducted our affairs. What I particularly
wish to draw attention to is that the hon. member
for Bothwell sought to charge, by innuendo, and the
hon. member for North Norfolk charged by deliberate
statement, that the land policy of the Government was one
reason why the North-West was not settled as rapidly as it
should have been. We had the old story of the exodus of
100,000 people reiterated by the hon.member for South Ox-
ford (Si Richard Cartwright) and the hon. member for
South Brant (Mr. Paterson). It must be a particularly
sweet morsel for those hon. gentlemen, that they are so fond
of rolling it on their tongues whenever they get a chance,
and giving the statement all the circulation they can. But
it is not a fact that there was this exodus. I showed by
the figures there was not such an exodus.

ir. MILLS (Bothwell). You did, and you cannot show

Mr. DALY. No doubt there is a discrepancy, as I admitted
the other nigiht, between the census and the returns of the
Department of Agriculture ; but that discrepancy is not ac-
counted for in the manner these gentlemen account for it. I
say it does not show there was an exodus of 100,000 people
from that country. I have tried to show that a great many
people who were counted as immigrants came into the
country, went to the Rockies and to Vancouver to
work on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and then returned
home again after their work was through, and a great
number of people, counted as immigrants, went out
to the North.West during the boom, and have since
returned to the east. I stated also, referring to a
a couple of frosts from which we suffered, that unfortunately
we had been subjected toe climatie influences which I hoped
would not occur again ; and I am perfectly satisfied that if
our farmers had been farming then in Manitoba as they are
farming to.day, the frost would not have affected
them. Our system has changed since then. In the
first years, our farmers neglected putting in grain as they
should, they neglected their fall ploughing and did it in the
spring, but they have learned a lesson, and I never saw such
an area of ground ready for the crops as we had last fall.
Every lotter I get from that country says there is
every promise of a glorious crop this year, and I reiterate
that [am perfectly satisfied as soon as we have in our coun-
try the harvest we expect this year, all the agitation will
be allayed to a great extent. The hon. member for South
Brant charged me with decrying my country and saying
the soil would not yield the fruits of the earth. Did I make
any statement from which the hon. member could draw such
a conclusion ? No, Sir, I stand here as a representative of
a constituency in Manitoba, and I can tell hon. gentlemen,
Manitoba is the finest country under the sun. If the
hon. gentleman would come eut there, let him come in the
early part of the month of August, and I will take him for
a drive from the city of Brandon, 32 miles, to Souris city,
through a continuous wheat field, the like of which cannot
be seen in any other country. So far as the fruitful-
ness of our soil ie concerned, how could [ say anything
except in its favor. I bave seen six winters and six
suinmers in that country, and all we ask is that the men
who come to settle there, should come eut with the beliet
that they can get along by working steadily and thoroughly
as men have succeeded in the other Provinces. They must
now not come out with the expectation that they need only

Mr.1DALY.

to tickle the soil todraw forth a crop, but they muet come
determined to do as their fathers have done, live econo-
mically, get along slowly, not spend too mach on machi-
nery, and not purchase horses where oxen will suit.
There would not be in that country the agitation which has
taken place, were it not for the fact that many people ex.
pected to make a great deal of money more rapidly than
the prospects in any country would warrant. I hurt back
on the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) hie insinua-
tion that I stated our soil would not yield the fruits of the
earth. I repeat that if the hon. gentleman will come out
there, he will find our soil will yield the fruits of the earth
in such a manner that lie or any other Canadian will be
proud of having such an inheritance. I have never stated
in any discussion we have had here, that hon. gentlemen
opposite are not loyal or patriotic; but I say that when
they rise in their places and grow eloquent over this hun.
dred thousand exodus, they are doing something which
they must know is damaging to the country. I state as a fact
that we have had those unfortunate froste, but any evil
results were not due to the fault of the climate, rather to
the manner in which the people conducted husbandry at
the time. All I ask of hon, gentlemen opposite is that
they will give us a rest on this question. I do not
desire to take up the time of the louse further, and
I trust, as far as the rest of this question goes, we will
not have any more party in. it, if the hon. gentlemen
do not want it, but it does not lie in their mouths to charge
me or anyone else with discussing this from a party point
of view after the speech of the hon. member for B3thwell
(Mr. Mills). I have a few amendments yet to propose which
I hope the Minister of the Interior will accept. Bat, when I
came to the House to-day, I expected that the question of
party would not arise in connection with this measure. I do
not think, however, that I would be doing my duty to myself
or to my constituents if I did not rise and answer the
speech of the hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson).
If the discussion goes further I think I may show that gen-
tleman that I have some experience in the working of the
land laws in that country, and that I have some idea of the
requirements of the people there. I hope lie will have as
good a record to show when he goes back to his constitu-
ents as I have in regard to this matter.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We have had a very extra.
ordinary discussion to-night, and especially we have had
very extraordinary speeches from the hon. mombar for
Selkirk (Mr. Daly) and from the hon. member for South
Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale). The hon. member for Souih Norfolk
thinks it very unpatriotic to criticise the policy of the
Government and to point out that that policy has in some
respects been a failure, -when the objeet of the et iticism is
for the very purpose of preventingthose failures in the future.
The hon. gentleman ias become wonderfully patriotic. He
thinks it is a singular misfortune that any hon. gentleman
on this side of the flouse should tell the truth when
stating the truth may not convey very agreeable information.
The hon. gentleman has changed lis views, no doubt, since
the leader of the Government has gone from this sido of the
louse to that. We know very well the discussions which

the leader of the Government indulged in, which the whole
Tory press of Canada indulged in, and which were so ably
supported in this House for two Sessions by the hon the
Miinister of Justoms. We need only look back at the resolu.
tion proposed by those hon. gentlemen in the Session of 1878
to see how they spoke of the country, and it is only neces-
sary to read the speeches which were made in support of
that resolution to become conversant with the doleful
pictures which were then drawn of the lamentable condition
in which the country was found. We were told that no
industries fiourished in this country except soup kitchens

Mir. FRRGUSON (Leeds). Hear, hear.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Of course it was right and

proper to make declarations of that kind at that time, but
that statement was utterly at variance with the facts on
that occasion; it would be far less at variance with the
facts at the present moment. Then we were told in that reso
lution that there were thousands of people being expatriated
from this country for want of employment, that our people
were denied employment at home in consequence of the
policy of the Administration, that our manufacturing indus-
tries were everywhere languishing. We had suchl pictures
drawn of the condition of this country that one would sup.
pose that no country on earth could have been in a more
deplorable condition than Canada was at the time that tho
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was at the
head of the Governmont. These observations were patriotic
then, because they were made against a Reform Adminis
tration, and were made by hon. gentlemen who are now on
that side of the flouse, but to make any statement of that
sort at this time, however true it may be, is a most unpat-
riotic thing; and we are assured by the hon. momber for
South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) that, if ho had bis way, itwould
not be permitted, that, in fact, ho would be prepared to mob
any man at a public assembly who would say one word against
the policy of the Administration, or would say that in any re-
spect that policy has been a failure. A speech of that sort,
coming from that hon. gentleman, is quite appropriate, for
we know that in old days the party to which the hon.
gentleman belonged had a very great repugnance to any-
thing like free speeches or criticism of the party with which
ho is identified; and so at the present day, although these
hon. gentlemen obtained large sums of public money
towards a great public enterprise, and although they pro-
mised the people of this country that it would add nothing
to the public bardens, and that we would roalise from the
sale of public lands, by the year 1891, $70,000,000 in cash,
so ibat an ample fund would be provided to wipe out the
'whul of the liabilities which were incurred by the people
of this country, we are not at liberty, from the point of view
of the hon. member for South Norfolk, to make any criticism
of the policy of the Government, or to point out that these
great expectations have not in any respect been realised.
This afternoon, I pointed out that the immigration into the
North-West country was not as much as the Government
said it was, that there could be no doubt whatever that the
policy of the Administration had beon, for some cause or
other, a signal failure. Are we to meet hore and to shut
our eyes to that fact ? Is it unpatriotic to call the
attention of the Government and the country to the fact
that the policy which they have adopted bas not succeeded,
that the poliey which they assured this donse and the
country would secure the settlement of that country bas not
secured its settlement ? And yet these hon. gentlemen
now tell us that to even mention that fact, to allude to it, is
a most unpatriotic proeeding. Why, this is our duty hre;
this is our business. If the policy of the Government
has not been what it was promised it would be, suroly it is
our business to undertake to amend it, and the first condi-
tion of amend ment is criticism. The hon. gentleman from
Selrirk (Mr. Daly) said that I attacked the Administration.
I did nothing, of the sort ; I simply mentioned the fact.
I pointed out that, for some reason or other, the NorLh-
West country had not been settled ; I pointed out that, if
the statistics of the Minister of Agriculture wore to be
relied upon, upwards ot ]00,000 of the people who went
into that country had loft it. There can ho no doubt about
that. 1e says that he answered that, but he nover did.
Does ho pretend to say that ho bas given any explanation
to the flouse to show that those people are stili there ?
Why, the census taken by the Government shows
that they are not thore ; and, what is more, the
cansus taken by the Government of the State of
»akqa shoW& that thore is a large 0an43i8n popIUl.

tion there, a very much larger Canadian population
in that ingle territory than there is in Manitoba and the
North-West together. I say that is an unsatisfactory con-
dition of things. The hon. gentleman says that the land
regulations in Dakota are less liberal than those in Mani.
toba. I do not say that ho is wrong. I express no
opinion upon that. I do not intend to be drawn away from
the point we have before us by any declaration one way or
the other on that question. But the fact remains ihat the
Canadian people, in spite of these illiberal regulatons, if
they are illiberal, have preferred to go to Dakota rather
than to settle in Manitoba. I say that the people of this
Dminion would prefer to settle in Canada rather than in
the United States, other things boing equal, and they have
not settled in Canada; they have gone to the Unitol States,
and they are there. What groundî does the hon, gentleman
give for this, what reason does he assign for their going
ihere ? There must have been some reason for their pre-
ferring the United States to Canada. The hon. gentleman
bas told us, if not in this discussion, on a provious occasion,
that the railway tariffs are more burdensome in Dakota than
they are in the North-West. In spite of these burdensomo
railway tariffs, and in spite of these illiberal land regulations,
the Canadian population are thero. Why are they thera ?
The hon. gentleman, if we are to bolieve him, bas given us
a roason, that Dakota is a botter country thau Manitoba.
He bas told us that the frosts have driven the people out,
have discouraged the population in the North-West. Tho
Minister himself has given the unfavorable climate as a
reason for the failure of the policy of the Government in
securing the settlement of the country. But ho says that
this year there is a prospect of a good crop ; thoro is a
prospect this year of what has nover been thoro before-a
good crop ; and because there is going to be a good crop
this year for the first time, the people are going to bo on-
couraged and settlers are going to flow in thero. Why,
Sir, who, on this side, ever gave such a reprosentation of the
country as those hon. gentlemen have given of Manitoba
and the North West Territories ?

Mr. DALY. I did not say it was the first good crop we
ever had. We have had lots of good crops there. Even
last year in the drought, some mon bal 36 bushels to the
acre. I said that was one of the reasons of that country
not boing settled sooner.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is the only reason the hon.
gentleman has given. If the hon. gentleman has any other
reason, I will take my seat while ho gives it.

Mr. DALY. I told you to-night, and I told the House the
other night, that one of the reasons that accounted for the
people not being thore, according to the returns of the
Department of Agriculture, was that a great many were
connted as immigrants who went there to work upon the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, and that theywentover themoun-
tains, and that they went back east. A great number of
people went there during the boom, temporarily, and they
went back again to the east. I admit the exodus, the differ-
once bat woen the two sets of figures, but I do not say that
these people ail went into Dakota, that the whole 100,000
went into Dakota, as you claim.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman has
now given us an explanation. Hie says these people
did not go there to remain permanently, but they
went there as railway navvies and speculators. The
speculators and navvies have gone, and the 100,000
population, the difforence between the census and the
Minister's estimate, has disappeared. How came the
hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches to reprosent
these as permanent settlers ? How came the hon, gentle.
men to lead this Rouse to suppose that there was some jus.
tifieation for the expenditure that was being inourred?,
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How came these hon. gentlemen to mislead the country
with regard to the actual condition of things ? For they
did mislead the country, and they sought to convey the
impression that there was a large immigration going into
that country for the purpose of settling it, and that the
large expenditure being inourred was justified by the result.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Does the bon gentleman mean
to say that he believes that these were ail settlers that
went in there ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am calling attention to what
the hon. gentleman said. i will answer his enquiry. I say
that the Department of Agriculture reported them as set-
tiers; the Government sought to convey the impression to
the House and country that they were settlers; and they
justified the large expenditure by the result of their policy,
pointing to these figures as an ovidence of the large number
of permanent settlers that had gone into that country.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Would the hon. gentleman
answer my question ?

Mr. MILLS ÇBothwell). The hon. gentleman says there
is a large immigration into the Territories of the United
States because there are 50 or 60 millions of people to draw
upon. But, Sir, that is not the fact. If I go to Texas, I find
a large immigration there; if I go to Kansas I find a large
immigration there ; I find a large immigration in Dakota
and Iowa-there is a large immigration all along the line.
Now, I say that Canada, having a population of four
millions and a half, ought to furnish to the North-
West Territories at least as large a population, sup.
plemented, as it is, by foreign immigration, as the
Unitcd States furnish to the territory of Dakota alone. But
it bas not done that. Ton years, fifteen years ago, the
population of Dakota and the North-West rerritories and
Manitoba were about equal. In 1870 the population of
Manitoba waa taken at 15,000, and the population of Dakota
was about the same. To-day the population of Dakota is
nearly four times ais great as that of Manitoba and the
North-West Territories taken togother ; and the Canadian
settlers in Dakota are more numerous than they are in
Manitoba and the Nlorth-West Territories taken together.

Mr. ROSS. How many Canadians are there in Manitoba
and the North-West Territories ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not remember the precise
number at the moment. There is certainly not a very large
number of foreign immigrants, although these statistics of
the Department of Agriculture lead us to believe that a
great majority of those who have gone there had been
brght into the country by a large expenditure of money.

Mr. McNEILL. Would the hou. gentleman kindly tell us
how many Canadians there are in Manitoba ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman can easily
fiud that information for himself by five minutes' labor in
the Library. The population of Dakota last year, I think,
was momething over 4U0,000.

Mr. MoNEILL. The hon, gentleman said there were more
Canadians in Dakota than in our North-West. Re said he
did not know how many there were in Manitoba, and now
ho telle us he does not know how many there are in Dakota.

Mr. MILLS. Neither do I, but I remember the result.
Mr. ROSS. There are 33,613 Canadians in Dakota, by the

census of 1885. I think there were more Canadians than
that in Manitoba and the North-West, and he will agree
with me that there is a consus.

Mr. MTIL. The hon. gentleman has given us the cen.
eus of 1885.

Mr. ROSS. This is taken from a satement of the Gover-
por of the territo- of Dakota,

. { w.U-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The irformation I am giving was
obtained from a gentleman who assisted in taking the con-
sus, and is connected with the Census Department ofDakota.
The census [ refor to was taken in 1886.

Mr. ROSS. There was no census in 1886.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I know better. I say, moreover,

that the census I mentioned were taken by a gentleman who
left Manitoba, and who was employed there, and who gave
the number of Canadians in his own district as 1,123 families
out of 1,1b5.

Mr. ROSS. This was sent to me by the Governor of
Dakota, not thrce months ago, as the census of Canadians
in Dakota.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then, according to the hon.
gentleman's own statement, there are over 35,000 in the
territory of Dakota alone. Now, let me remind the con-
mittee of the fact that the hon. gentleman who has been
Minister of Agriculture, who has made reports as such for
several years, has represented the immigration into that
country as upwards of 110,000. They have left that country.
Where have they gone ? Every one knows that the great
majority of those who left that country, crossed the border
and settled in Dakota.

Mr. MoNEILL. No.
M. MILLS. I say they have.
Mr. McNEILL. I say they have not.
Mr. MILLS.

give the House
They are, at ail

Well, the hon. gentleman may bo able to
information to show that they have net.
events, not found in this country.

Mr. MoNEILL. That is not the fact, either.

Mr MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman knows that,
so far as this country is concerned, there was a smaller num.
ber of settlers of foreign birth in 1881 than there was in
1871 notwithstanding the extraordinary immigration that is
reported by the Depai tment of Agriculture. The census
shows that, and yet the hon. Minister would now ask the
committee to believe that those people did not go into the
United States, but returned to the old Provinces. That is
not the case. To revert to the original statement, to which
I called the attention of the Minister, that it was high time
the Government turned its attention to the causes of the
failure of the policy which they have adopted and the
necessity for a remedy, I have no question whatever that
the policy for the settlement of the North-West as failed,
and we should ail turn our attention, after the expenditure
of $80,000,000 upon that country, to the adoption of a
policy that would enable us to reimburse ourselves for the
large sum we have invested there.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think I wilI meet the views
of the hon. gentlemen rom the North-West and Manitoba,
all of whom, notwithstanding the remarks of hon. gentle-
men opposite that they are too willing to agree with the
views of the Government, have been most persistent in
their efforts te have their viows, not only in this matter,
but in some other matters carried out-at all events I will,
to some extent, meet their vie ws by substituting 1887 for
1886 in line 12. I may say there is a clase of persons in
the North-West, crofters, who came under clause 28 of the
old Dominion Lands Act of 1883, by which emigrants were
permitted to create charges on their lands. Many of those
people will have oompleted their homestead duties-and

make excellent settlers- but they will net have paid
off their liens, as they have not yet been able te do so.
Under this clause, as it appears, they wlll be prevented from
obtuining all the advantage that an ordinary settler posse.
ses who pap off hie land at one I prope to meet their
case baddiu apW the word "leri0te the 10lUQwing
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Or any peonr who habuben peortattsd by section S8of DominionLandseÂA04 1883, ta croate a chsrge on bua homestead And bad oompleted

his homeutead duties on 2nd June, 1887, shall be permitted to make a
homestead entry.
Other persons may croate a lien the moment they get a
patent; these people have created s lien before; and that
le all the diference.

Mr. WATSON. I move that a clause b. inserted te
provide that the price for preemptions ln Manitoba and in
the North-West shall be reduced te 81 per acre.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I hope the hon. gentleman
will net press this amendment. A t ail events it i ne use
taking a vote in committee, and if h. wishes te divide the
House, h.ecau do se on the third reading.

Mr. WATSON. If it is net accepted by the Minister, it
is ne use pressingc it.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I will net accept it for a
moment.

Mr. WATSON. I, therefore, do net press it.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It will be remembered that

last year we made provision for companies who desire te
promote immigration into this country. They were per-
mitted te make advances te settlers, upon those settlers'
lands and upon their homesteads, under certain conditions.
tUnder that law we required, however, that one-half of the
money loaned should be devoted to the erection of a build-1
ing upon the homestead. I find all those advancing money
are very strongly opposed te this provision, and as the sense
of the House, evidenced in the change already made as te
habitable instead of substantial dwelling, would seem to
indicate that $300 is more than sufficient te be invested in a
building or a homestead, I think the settler should have the
advantage given in another direction. I propose te change
the clause se as to road that. one-half may be devoted for
that purpose.

Mr. DAVIN. I beg te move that the following words1
in clause 6 of section 38 of the Dominion Lands Act be
added as eub-clause b:--F

lu addition to these cases herein provided for by the said Act any1
person claiming a patent for homestead or- for homestead and preemp-
tion who bas completed three years of re.idence reqtnired by the Act on
or before ist Juli, 1886, shal be entitled thereto updn prving that he
has erected on his homestead a habitable dwellin, and his family hasà
boidtjîdc resided thereon and cultivated the homestead for six months of
the three years, as required by clause 38 of the said Act.r

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I hope the hon. gentlemanT
will net press this amendment. It simply means that at
man entering for a homestead witb a family has his home- i
stead duties performed by bis family, while h. goes elsewhereU
seeking employment. It would be a very great misfortunep
te adopt this amendment, because the whole principle of oura
homesteading system is that the man shall become a farmer h
in the North-West. It would be giving an opportunity for
men te take up land and send their families on it for the
summer, and at the end of three years obtain a patent, when
the whole family would return te town at the end of the
time.

Mr. DAVIN. If it is net acceptable te the Minister, it
le no use dividing the committee on it, and I will lot it
drop.r

Mr. DALY. I desire te add the following clause :-
h

Ail assignments or transfersof a homestead or preemption right or s
agreement to assiigu or transfer any homestead or preemption rigbt, or c
any part thereof, after patent obtained, and all conveyance, mortgages
and charges heretofore made, entered into or given, for valuable con- &
sideration, before the issue of the patent, shall be valid, and shallh b
binding to aIl intents and purposes on the person making or giving the
saine, and their assigne in cases where the patents are issued to sneb
portons or their assigne, after the making or glving the saine; and the
hcmestead or preemption right shah mnot be forfeited theroby, but thi
section shall not affect pouding suits or actions, t

In the Dominion Lande Act of 1879, by fotton 17, It was
provided that all assignmentsand transfbr of homestead4
before the issue of the patent, except hereinafter mentioned,
shall be null and void. The proviso ln that clause rd as
fellew"s-

"Provided the perion whose homuestead may have been reommmnded
for patent by local agent may asaign or tranfer hi right or title, ko."
So the committee will see that, acoording to that pro.
vision, the recommendation for patente vas obtained
from the local agent. In 1888 the Dominion Lande
Act amending the Act of 1879 was passed, and it pro-
vided the form of recommendation fbr patent, and It
also provided that as soon as an applicant obtained a
recommendation for patent, signed by the Commissioner of
Dominion Lands, he onuld sel! and dispose of iC just as he saw
fit. Well, hon. gentlemen will understand that, owing to the
fact of no form of recommendation being given in the Act
of 1879, and owing to the fact of the recommendation for a
patent coming from the local agents, a great deal of trouble

as arisen in connection with the titles to Dominion lands.
For instance, a number of men there gave land for school
sites. They took an acre off their homesteads and conveyed
it by an agreement for sale, or gave a bond for a deed to the
school corporation, and it was registered against the land.
Well., when the homesteader came to get hie patent, or
sought to get a loan upon bis land, the solicitor for the mort.
gagees would find this bond or agreement in the abstract of
title, and consequently it would form a cloud on the title, as
having been an assignment or transfer made prior to the issue
of the patent. All we ask is that an amendment be
made applying it to ail assignments or transfers or
agreements made and entered into prior to the 25th
of May, 1883, the date upon which the Act was
assented to. I admit that since the Act of 1888, :pro.
vided the farmer got a certificate of recommendation, and
provided also the assigument was made before that date,
any person making such an assignment would make it with
his eyes open, and h. sbould know that h. made it strictly
without the law. But I think that when such matters were
so loosely doue As they were prior to the Act of 1883, some
remedial legislation i. necessary. Mr. Justice Killam of
our Province, in his judgment in the case of Rankin vs.
Harris, has held that these assignments were nuli and void
against the parties. In addition to that, a number of men
who gave mortgages-the solicitors aooepting them and
registering them prior to the date of recommendation of
patent-are repudiating them now, so that [ think it is not
too much to ask that a clause should be inserted whereby
this state of things can be remedied. Hon. gentlemen will
understand that I wish this only to apply to cases where
patents have subsequently issued to such persona se made
agreements, or to their assigne or any person to whom they
have sold.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I hepa the hon. gentleman
will not prese this amendment. It means simply that à
number of people lent money to settlers in the North-West
contrary to the law, and before the settlers were entitled to
effect such loans, and now they want these acte legalised.
It has been decided that the liens were improperly imposed;
whatever the settler did or knew, the men lending the
money knew what the law was, and that the settler had no
right to create a lien without a recommendation of patent
having been issued. I think it would be dangerous if we
should admit that persona, after violating the law, c0uld
ome to Parliament and get Parliament to sanction thoir
acts. I hope the amendment will not carry.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. SCARTII. There is another clause in the old Act,

with regard to loans, which I would like the Minister to
ake into consideratio4. At present, persons advancing
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noney to immigrants coming out to the country cannot get
a lien until the whole money i8 advanced. Then the details
have to be gone through with, connected with making the
advance, the examination of the parties, and so on; after
that the borrower may be permitted to give the lien. Now,
in the case of an immigrant coming out from the old
country, the lender goes on and puts up a house for him,
or buys him implements, or cattle, so that the advance
sometimes takes six or seven months to complote. Occa-
sionally parties abandon their homesteadis, and these
homesteads become the property of the parties who
have made the advance, subject to certain conditions which
are explained in the Dominion Lands Act. Under the present
Act, it is impossible to get a lien until these advances bave
all been made; so that if a party makes an advance and
any of those to whom he makes the advance abandon the
land in the meantime, he bas literally no security at all. I
would like to see some such amendment as this: that, in
the first place, an agreement can be made between the
party lending and tho party borrowing; that a lien can be
taken for the amount that the lender agi-ees to lend; that
after the whole advance bas been made the Minister of the
Interior may cause an examination to be made, and if he
finds that no advance has been made at all he may cancel
the lien; or if he finds that portions of it have been made
he may cancel it to the extent of the amount which bas not
been advanced. I bave not drawn the clauce, but that
would be the effect of it.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I hope the hon. gentleman will
be good enough not to press the amendment to-night. If he
will draft the amendment and hand it to me, wu will look
at it and see whother anything can be don. in the way he
suggests. The general objection I have to it, at first sight
-although we may be able to find a way of doing it-is
this: that it is contrary to the principle of the law which
prevents the settier from giving liens on property, the title
of which still remains in the Crown. Now, this is a pro-
posal that a company lending money may say to a settler,
we undertake to give you, say $600; we take a lien for the
whole amount but we will dole the money out-s yon require
it. Of course, the check will be that the land agent has to
examine all those accounts afterwards, before the lien is
completed. However, the matter can be looked into before
the third reading, which will not take place till Tuesday,
and we will see if we can find some way of meeting the hon.
gentleman's views.

Bill reported with amendment.

SUPPLY.
House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

Additional public building, Wellington street,
Ottawa......................... $200,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the total cost
of the building ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The total cost, including
the site, heating, furniture, &o., will be 8650,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a fine building,
but that seoms a very large sum. Have any material alter-
rations been made in the contract since it was let ?

Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Io the same quality of

stone to be used all through ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. After a good deal of trouble,

and after the contractor offered different samples, the chiefc
architect accepted one sample, which is the stone now
used.

Sir HEOTOR LANGEVIN. It comes from New Bruns.
wick-from Newcastle, I think.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it not very expen.
sive to bring it up ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; it was found that the
stone could be got at a fair price, and the rates on the Inter.
colonial Railway and the Grard Trunk for biinging it up
here are as low as they could be made.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGIIT. Does the hon. gentle-
man mean to say that this stone has been obtained as cheaply
as a stone of equal quality could be got, or of equal quality
to that used in the other buildings ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes. I found that we could
not get stone of equal quality and as pure and regular in
the neighborbood, except at a long distance, and I was told
that it would cost more than this Of course the contractor
himself, who asked for this stone, saw that it wonld be in
his interest to take it in preference to any other, and, as it
happened to be approved of by the chief arobitect, it was
accepted.

Mr. WELDON. Is anything extra allowed him for the
purpose of getting this stone ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.
Mr. WELDON. When the contract was first let, I think

the stone was furnished from a quarry in the county of
Albert, just about the time the bye-election was held there.

Amount required for construction of Port Arthur
Harbor and for Kaministiquia River....... ......... $90,000

Mr. DAWSON. I would like to ma ke a few remarks upon
this vote, as I am familiar with the Iocality ard can give
some information regarding it. This grant is for dredging
the river and improving the harbor at Port Arthur. The
breakwater is producing an excellent barbor, and the work
is going on admirably and well. The dredging is also going
on very satisfactoriiy. No accident, such as an ice jam, bas
occurred for many years, and the river is constantly b'com-
ing botter adapted for shipping purposes. I am happy to
say that the rivalry btween the two places has long been at
an ond, both striving togother to make one excollent har.
bor, with street cars and railways connecting them. When
the works in both places are completed, there will be an
immense barbor there, and it will be more than ail required,
for the shipping of Lake Superior is destined to be very
large indecd. I read a short extract the other night from
a very imporfect return which I had found in a newspaper,
showing the extent of the traffie of Lake Superior. i have
since received all the way from Wasbington very exact
returns of the shipping of Lake Superior passing through the
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, of which the harbor of Port Arthur
will of course get its share. This statement, which will be
very valuable for reference, is as follows:-

" COMMERGE ON SAINT MARYS FALLS CANAL, 1886.

' REPraTs or LIEUTENANT-COLONEL B. M. Pos, CoRPs oF ENrGINERS.

"UNITED STATUE ENGINIER OFFICE,
"IDetroit, Mich., December 29, 1886.

"Si1,-I beg leave to invite special attention to the report of this date
upon the commerce of baint hiary's Falls Canal, and to suggest the
propriety of transmitting it to Congress, for use In connection with the
question of an appropriation for continuing the enlargement of Saint
3lary's Falls Canal, as all the information relating to the commercial
statistics in possession of this office is therein tabulated in the most
comDact firm.

"I am, Sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
"1 9-M-flR'

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Where is that parti-Li. Col. of Eng:wra, Bpi. Drtg. Gen.,S.Â
cular stone obtained ?"The (JETEro0F ENGINERS, U. S. A.

Mr. SCATR.
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SUITtriD STATLg Exeun OmoM,
"IDetroit, December 29, 1888.

Sis,- have the honor to submit the following report ipon the som-
merce passng the Saint Mary s Pâls Oanal during the season of 1886,
just closed. 8tatistics for ti season are neceasarily those of the cal-
endar year.

'' The canal was open to navigation 224 days, the first vessel having
passed on the 25th of April and the last on the 4th of December, thus
making the season 13 days longer than in 1885.

'' On the 15th of July 67 vessels were passed through the locks, this
being the greatest number in any one day in the hidtory of the canal.

'' The average number of vessels passing per day during the month of
June was 40; during July, 411; and duiring Augnst, 401, or for the
three months a daily average of 401 vessels The daily average freight
tonnage for the same period was 23,371 tons.

" The largest freight tunnage ever pa'sed in one day was on the 28th
of July, 1886, when 63 vessels, carrying 43,442 tons, were locked
through.

" From the following comparative stat ement (table No 1) it will be
seen that the registered tonnage passing the canal during the season

was 4,219,397 tou, sud the freight tonnage 4,521,159 tons. The ratio
of increase over the year 185 was @9 per cent. in each case.

'' The increase i freighttonnage over that of 1885 was 1,271,131 tons,
of which 67 per cent, wa uin the singile item of iron ore, although there
was an increase in every item of freight except silver ore.

" The same table shows the approximate valne of the freight. The
sMe val -ations a'e usei as i- the corresponding state'nent for 1885,
whi"h, for convenience of reference, iq repeatedri. The agregate for
1886 i, $89.080,071 95, being an increase of 29 per cent. over the aggre-
gate value of 885

" For convenient referen ce Table No. 2 bas been prepared, to show the
business of the canal from the bewginning. and constitutes a most
interesting exhibit. The ernwth of the commerce of the Lake Superior
region, and through it that of the great North-West, is very readily
traced, not only in quantity, but in the items composing the aggregate.

"1 am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant.

"0. M. POE,

"Lt. Col. of Enginurs, Bvt. Brig, Gen., VS.A.

"The CHIR OF ENGINEERS. E[. B. A.

STATEMENT of the commerce through SaintMary's Falls Canal for each calendar year fromI ts openIng ln 1855.

- I - I - - I . -

Tonnage.

Regl.tered.

b a c 106,296
b a c 101,458
b a c 180,820
b a c 219,819
b a c 352,64
b a e 43,657
b a c 276,639
b a c 359,612
b a c 507,434
b 1,411 c 571,43
b 997 c 409,06e4
b 1,008 c 438538
b 1,305 556,89!
b 1,155 c 432,563
b 1,138 c 524,885
b 1,828 c 690,826
b 1,637 c 752.101
b 2,004 c 914,735
b 2,517 c 1,204,446
b 1734 e 1,070,857
b 2,033 c 1,259,534
b 2,417 c 1,511.676
b 2,451 c 1,439,216
b 2,567 c 1,667,1."6
100 3,121 c 1,677,071

50 3,503 c 1,734,89(.
1814,0042,120 2,092,757
372 1,77412,572 2,468,088
237 4,3i512,35; 2,042,25!)
371 5,6893,074 2,997,837
337 5,380 2,86 3,035,037
306 7,424 3,593 4,219,397

Actual
freight.

d
d
d
d

:d2dd
d
d
d
d
d
d
d
d
d

1
d
d
d
d
d
cl

(1di
1,567.741
2 029,521
2,267,145
2,874.557
3,256,628
4,527,759

àc
4,270
4 674
6,651'
9,230

8,816
8,468

18,281
16,985
'1,777
444,467
15,120
14,59)
17.657
17,1531
15.85
25,830'
1,966

22,958
19,685
30,284
21,804
2',394
18,979
25.7o6
24.671
29.256
39,180
51,214
8 3, 147
27,088

4

Tons.
1,414!
3,9681
5,278
4.1181
8,884

.... ~.-..
11,507
11,346

7,85

46.79-X

93,78Cj
61,123

11,282

91,957d

27,85'

110)704
1 70,5'1l
295,647
4%).184
714,444

46.379
891,991
10 9,999

'z3
a

43ce

Barreis. Bushels
10,289 e
17.686 e
16.590 e
13,782 e
39,45') e
5M)50 e
22,743 e
17 291 e
31,975 e
33937 e
34,395 e
33,603 e
28.345 e
27,372 e
32,0,7 e
33548 49,700
26,060 1,376 705

136,411 567,134
172,692 2,119,997
179,855 1,120,015
309,991 1,213,788
315,224 1 971,549
355,117 1,349,738
344599 1.872,940
451.000 2 603.666
523,860 2,105,920
605,453 3456,9645
344,0fi 3,728,56
687,021 5.9004,478

1,248 243 11,985.791
1.449,093 15,274,211
1 759,365 18,991.485

Bush.

33 968
22,300
1,1.500
71,738

133,437
76 830
59.062
78.480

143,560

22.926
219.031
245,129
321.5 'l
304.077
.308,823
445,774
309,645
149,999
25n 09R
407 772
343,542
264,674
951,496

2,547,106
367,838
472,129
776,552
517.103
422 98]
715,373

CD

ce

Tons.
1,040o

781
1325
2.597
5,504

4,194
6 438
6,681
7,643
7.346

13,235j
20 802
22 785i
23.851
42,959
51.984
86.194
44,920
31.741
54,381
64.091
39.971
14882
39.218
46.791
87,830

9 92."70
2 109.910
3 72428
1 60,842
3 115,208

s.'
o,
o,
o
Q

o
8
o
'-4

Bb1s. Tons Tons. Tons Tons
587 3,196 1,447 12 f e
464 5,727 11,597 395 f e

1,500 5,-60 26.1R4 572f e
950 6.744 31,035 185 f e

2,737 7,247 65,79.7f e
...... 97 124,7.7m . f e
3,014 7,645 44,836 394 f e
2,477 6.881 113,014 196 f e
1,506 1,044 181,597 1.411 f e
1,776 5,%31 213,75-q 2,.01 f e
R.175 9,935 147,459 822 f e
4 454 9,550152,102 144 f e
5.916 10,583 221.R1 890 f e
4.624112.222j 191,919 1,119 f e
5,91 18,682 23 968, 1,261) f e

11,088 11,3011 409,850 722 92 2.917
36 199 14,6 327,461 1,072 464 5,228
42,690 14,5911 383,105 1.744 306, 5.213,
29.335 15,927 504,121 1,162 50 2,218
42,231 15,3486 427,658 638 443 401;
43,989 18.396. 493,48 5,391 847 2,978
46.666 25,7591 609,75 17.761 985 2,102
6,18c 16.767 568,082 4.143 987 2.506
6:4.520. 22,529 555.750 24,119' 650 2,754
92.245 22,309 510,075 35,598 324 2.226
77 916 21,75 677,073 44,539 66 2,283
65,897 20.488 748.131 58,877....1,400

176,61' 25.4^8 987.083 «2,783 22 5,428
74.898 1.024 791.732 87,11 814 2,1)5

144.804 36,82 .116,071 122,389 9.731 6.047
138.355 31,927 1.235,132 127,984 3,669 8,189
158,677 38,627 2,087,809 138 688 2,009 9,449

a No record kept until 1864. d No record was kept until the United States assumed control of the canal in June, 1881,
b No record kept until 1879. e None shipped from Lake Superlor until 1870.
c No record kept until U. S. assumed control of canal in 1881. f None shipped from Lake Superlor until 1867.

An immense increase has occurred in the shipping of
Lake Superior in the last few years, until it now amounts
to 4,500,000 tons yearly; Port Arthur itself showed half a
milion tons in one year; anid considering these facts, i
think breakwaters and canals sbculd be the order of the
day up there. If the North-West is to come anything near
our expectations, the harbor of Port Arthur wili require to
be one of great capacity to accommodate all the fleets of
Lake Superior.

Mr. LISTER. While considering the item, it may be
proper for me to call the attention of the Minister of Publie
Works to the fact that a petition bas been sent from Point
Edward, on the River St. Clair, asking the Government to
take stops to remove the sand bar in the river. I would
suggest that the work be done immediately, as Point
Edward is a very important point, being a terminus of the;
Grand Trunk, and for the crossing of a large number of
boats trading between Ohicago and the Point. It is a
inatter of the groatest importanoe to thei shipping interests

of the upper lakes that the work should be done immeliately.
Last fai, the attention of the hon. the Minister was
directed to this, but the natural obstacles were such that
the work could not be thon undertaken. All that is required
is the service of a dredge for a few days, and as the sand
bar is getting worse from week to week. I hope the hon.
Minister will take stops to have it removed without delay.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). Alter the dredge has removed
the sand bar at Point River, it could go on to the month of
the River Thames and remove the sand bar there also.
Deputations waited on the Goveinment, some time ago, to
have that removed, and I believe the Minister of Publie
Works gave the matter some attention. I assure him it is
very necessary this work should be done, and while it will
coSt but a few days work with the dredge to remove that
sand bar, its removal will be of great benefit to that part of
the country.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I observe the hon. gentleman
is asking for thi appropriation of $90,000. It is in part to

1i8e

e

a

a

a
a
a
aa
a
a
a
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1856
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be applied for the improvement of Port Arthur barbor and
in part for the improvement of the Kaministiquia River. I
mty cengratulate bon. gentlemen opposite on the extragr.
diuary revolution their views have undergone wath regard
to this river. Not many years age, hours were speM t i E
the discussion for the purp-se of showing how useloss wa<
the river for all purposes of convenience in navigation.
The hon. member for East York (fir. M.aekenzio), who wai
thon First Miniîter and Minister of Public Wrk<, was
charged with acts of folly, and, in the other Cnbcr, a
committee was appointed to enqiire into his conduct
with reference to miaking Port William, rather than
Port Arthur, the terminus of the line of the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway. Whon hon, gentlemen op.
posite came into office, they adopted the extraordinary
course of advertising for tenders for the construction of a
lighthouse at Port Arthur ; but they went farther in the
advertisement, they asked for tenders for the demolition of
the lighthouse and the range light at the mouth of the
Kaministiquia. So satisfied kvere they that the policy of the
hon. member for East York was wrong, that, not content
with taking steps to construot the lighthouse at Port Arthur
they insisted on destroying the range light and the light-
house at the mouth of the Kaministiquia. Hon. genlemen
opposite were thon remonstrated with by the municipal
couneil of Port William, which offered, if the Governmont
would retain the range light and the lighthouse at the
mouth of the Kaministiquia, to keep up the light there at
their own expense, and they did so for some years after the
hon. gentlemen opposite came into office. When the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway contractwas entered into, and the, con
struction of the road begun,and its management w"as du outed
with the view of obtaining public business, the Canadian
Pacifie Railway entertained somewhat different views from
those entertained by the Government, and pointed out this
river as a place for shipping. The views of the Gov rn-
ment then underwent a revolution ; they undertook to im-
prove the entrance at the mouth of the river, and once
more assumed control of the range light and lighthouse.
The right hon. gentleman gave out, at that timo, to
the country, that my hon. friend had committed
an aet of incredible folly in the purchase of the Neebing
hotel for the use of publie officers at that point, and photo.
graphs, and wood engravinge, and lithographe of ths build-
ing wore made te do duty in the olections of 1878. f
believe the First Minister has visited that point and seen
the building, and I suppose he has come to the conclusion
that my hon. friend from East York made a good bargain
when he purchased it. In all these matters, time bas
shown that my hon, friend from East York was right in his
conclusions and the hon. gentleman wrong, and that the
views entertained by the hon. member for East York have
since been adopted by the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
forced on the Governmont by that corporation. In this,
we have a further vindication of the course pursued by the
hon. member for East York, in the appropriation asked for
by this vote. The hon. gentleman asks for $90,000, a part
of which is to go towards the further improvemeit of the
entrance to the river. Perhaps the hon. gentleman % ll be
able to tell us how this sum is to be divided-how much Is
to be expended on the Kaministiquia River and how much
at Port Arthur.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. About 830,000 wili go to
the Kaministiquia, and we expect that will complote. The
depth of water will be eighteen feet in the centre.

Mr. MILLS. le the whole sum to be expended in deep-
ening the entrance ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Not only the entrance, but
further up as well.

Mr. MILLS. The dredg'ng to be done is clay cutting.
gr. UULLU (Bothwelr.

&r HECTOR LANGEVIN. The silt is not large, and
the bottom ia good; it is clay.

Wr. DAWSON. The hon. nember for Bothwell (fr.
Mills) seems to take a great deal of delight in raking up
these old sores about the Kaministiquia.

Mr. MIL LS (Bothwell). Thera are no sores on our side.
Mr. DAWSO. But it is not exactly correet se to fact.

Whon the lights were abandoned on the Kaministqiia,
there had been a terrible flood. Thero was one of those
poeridie fdoiods which cme and silted up the river, so that
the lights were of no use except to vossels of very light
draught. They were not removed, b.it were simply left to
the people to take charge of, and I think the poople of that
municipality have a good claim to be paid for the time they
did take charge of them, because I do not think it was a
very liberal thing to give them up. The hon. gentleman
bas dwelt on the beauties of the Neebing hotel. It is
certainly a beautiful place, high up upon the Kaministiquia,
but allow me to tell the hon. gentleman, that those
people to whom he has referred, who are now establi' hing
themqelves on the Kaministiquia, are not up at the Neebing
hotel, but at the mouth of the river, which they consider
the best place for building up a town. It is there that
the Canadian Pacific Railway have built their elevators ;
it is there that merchants are going in and putting up
stores, and it is there that you see every evidence of a
thriving and growing place. The people are now forming
a combination to run the street cars into the town of Port
Arthur, and they expect to make one town and harbor of
the two places. It is very kind of the hon. gentleman to
refer to these early stories in reference to these places, and
I am sure the people up there witl be glad to read his
rrmarks ani will be all very much inclned to laugh at
them.

Cape Toruentine Harbor, N.B. ........ ....,............. $100,000

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is a revote.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). What bas been done there?

Sir HECTORb LiANGEVIN. The work is under con-
tract, and the contractors have proceeded slowly, but they
have still a year under their contract to complote the work.
Therofore, I was not in a position to take it out of their
hiands I hopi they will be able to complete their contract,
though they have gone on slowly.

Mr. DAVI ES. Will this vote complote thoir contract ?

Sir HECTOR LA NGEVIN. Not quite. We will require
about $30,000 more, perhaps $40,000 more. The contractors
are Messrs. Strachan & Perkins.

Publie Buildings, N. 8...... ....................... $t9,700

Mr. JONES. What was the contract for the Yarmouth
post office ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The amount of the con-
tract is 817,228.

Mr. JONES. Were there any estimates ?

Sir HECTOR LA.NGEVIN. Yes. Thon there are the
furniture and fittings and the heating'and the footpaths,
and fencing, the gas and fixtures, these amount to $7,393.

Mr. JON ES. What were the extras for the contractor?

Sir I ECTO R LANGE VIN. I h ipe there will be noue.
I try to reduce that as much as possibLe.

Mr. BORDEN. Has the Minister decided upon the site
for the Kentville post office ani public building ? ILt is not
includcd in this vote, but it is one of last year's votes.

Sir HEC fOR LANGEVIN. The site has not been pur.
chased.

91s,
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Mr. BORDEN. Would the Minister kindly inform me amount is stated, we refer the whole matter to the Minister
what progress bas been made, what was the nature of the of Justice, who employs some one to look after the title.
report? He sent an officer there, and I would like to know When the title is declared to be good, then a check is issued
why the site has not been purchased, and what progress bas in favor of the Minister of Justice to pay the amount. In
been made ? this case I am ot in a position to say whether that was

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In regard to these sites, we done.
try to find what will suit the place and the purposes of the Mr. JONES. Perhaps the Minister of Public Works is
Government as to a central place and so on. Sometimes carrying out the policy announced by the Minister of Marine
we cannot find a proper place available, or the price is too the other day, when ho inforned the House that, on the
large, or there are two or three sites in the market, and we recommendation of a gentleman entirely unconnected with
try to make the best bargain possible for the interests of the county, a certain public work was to be commenced in
the Government. I have no doubt that in this case we have Shelburne county; and as I notice that a gentleman re-
not been able to come to a conclusion. There are several cently made bis appearance bere, who formerly represented
places where we have had negotiations for over a year. This Lunenburg in this House, perhaps ho bas been sent for to
is one of those cases. give the hon. gentleman some information on the subject

Mr. BORDEN. I woald ask further what sort of build- which my hon. friend bas brought to bis attention to.night,
ding it is proposed to construct there. What was the but the bon. gentleman knows that Lunenburg is a very
estimate ? important place, much larger and more important than

many other places, not only in Nova Scotia but in other
Sir i ECTOR LiNGEVIN. I cannot state thatnow, parts of the Dominion, where public works have been con-

but it is a building in accordance with the population of etructed, and I think the Goverrnment would discharge their
the place and the business. If it is a large place, with a responsibility to the public if they would not allow a matter
large business, it requires a large accommodation and we of that kind to interfere with the interests of the public in
muast expend more money. If it is a city like Toronto, a matter of so much importance.
Montreal or Ralifax, we must have a larger building, and, Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Do I understand the hon.
if it is a small place, we must limit ourselves. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) to say there would be any

Mr. BORDEN. It is not quite as large as Toronto, but impropriety in the Government consulting or accepting the
it is an important place. There are throe offices there advice of a gentleman who represented the county of Lun-
now, the post office, the savings bank and the customs. I enburg in this House with groat abilhty, whose zeal in the
supp-se it would be intenled to provide for thqs-o threj in interests of that county oc uld not be surpassod by any per.
the t-ame building ? son ? I would like to ask theb on. gentleman whether, when

Sir IIEOTOR LANGE VIN. Yes, the intention was to the Government of which ho was a member was in power,
put al the offic•s tog'ther. they accepted the advice of gentlemen who were opposed to

tbem in this House. The hon. gentleman knows that that
Mr. EISENHAUER. I see that there is no provision was not the case. He knows ithat they consulted those in

made for the public building at Lunenburg, for whieb wbom they had confidence, those in wbose advice they could
a vote was taken last year. Early in the Session, repose confidence, because they were supporters of the Gov-
i askcd the Minister of Public Works whether it was in- ernrment. The hon, gentleman, thorefore, muit not sneer
tended to make any provision this Session, and the answer at the presence here of the gentleman who so long and so
was that it was under consideration. That is two months ably represented the county of Lunenburg in this House.
ago. I ask now whether it has been considered, and All I eau say is, if the bon. gentleman who now has the
whether it is the intention of the Government to make pro. honor of representing that county in this House, is half ns
vision for the building in the Sapplementary Estimates ? zealous, and takes half as mucb interest in the progress of

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not in a position to that county, as Mr. Kaulbach Look when in i his House, it
answer that now. When the Supplementary Estimates come will be greatly to the advantage of the (ointy, and the
down the hon. gentleman will see what the action of Coun- county will have nothing to complain of on the part of the
cil is, but it is not customary to announce that before we bon. gentleman.
bring down the Estimates. As a rule, unless we se. our way Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman is anxions to know
clear to have a site, we do not ask more money until the whether the Goverùiment of which I was a member sought
site is purcbasedé If I saw that, in this case, the site could information and advice from our polilical opponenta. We
be purchased in a very short time, I would recommend to certainly did not, as theb hon. gentleman very well kn w 3.
my colleagnes a different course as to the money required Bat, at the same time, I thiuk ho will sesrch in vain the
to proceed with the work. annals of Parliament, and the Bansard reports of what took

Mr. EISENHAUER. I understood that the site was place in this House, to find any such announcement ever
purchased. made by a Minister f Lthe Crown in this House, that, on

the recommendation of a person who had contested a county
Sir HEC 17R LANGEVIN. Well, perhaps so. and been defeated, they were going to make an appropriation
Mr. E[SENIIAUER. I would like the Minister to explain for a public work in the county which he could not repre.

why the Government thought it important enough to admit sent. I instanced the improper, the highly improper,
that a public building was necessary at the town of Lunen. answer which the Minister of Marine gave to an enquiry
burg last year and voted $4,000, and make no appropriation the other night, made by my hon friend fr>m Shelburne
for it this year ? (Ir. Robertson), about a lighthouse in that crunty,

Sir LECTOR LA &GEVIN. I do not know whether hiea ard I aid tspposed t ma ws going Ie he taken as a
Wili ie Mu ite apeetr Estirnates. precedemît by te gentleman wbo, iL was f reely understood

will b. any i eSupplementary Eabout the corridors of this House, had telegraphed
Mr. KIRK. Was this $4,000 expended ? for the late representative of Lunenbarg to come bre to

negotiate, and to get the credit of certain negotiations
Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. I have a note bere that which the Guvernment feit themselves bound to make

the site was purchased, but no further action was authorised. under thoir promise lat year, in regard to certain railway
I do not know whether the title wa obtained. When we jubsidieo in that county; s& that the ho., gentleman who
mako arragemoatî with a parV t oba41 a 1Q0 and the rep âalA that gnUuty inthis Hous.e might t hae



C(}M MC~N'~ DEBA-TES. JUNr 11

the credit of having obtained that subsidy during the time
ho represented that connty. Now, while I frcoly almit
that the Government have a pcrfect right to coriult who
they like in thoir own interet. I do caim that the answor
given by the Minister of Marine was a highly improper one,
which I hope nover to hear repoated in this Hluse.

Sir CIHARLES TUPPER. I can only say that the hon.
gentleman is entiroly mistakon. If ho had sat longer in
this House, ho would have learned that Miùisters have been
accustomed, again and again, tostate the grounds on which
they had been led to make an appropriation. They have
stated that they received a petition from the county, and
they bave stated the numbers to that petition, again and
again. I say there is no statement that they could make,
more proper or more appropriate than that they bad doune
it on the advice of a gentleman who had taken a great in-
terest in the matter, and had brought the subject befure the
Government, and pressed it upon thoir notice earnestly,
as being greatly in the interest o the county-
a gentleman why had gone down from the city of Hathfax
to contest the county and had polled ail but a majority
against a gentleman who had long sat in this louse, and had
long represented this county ? And doos the hon. gentleman
say that ho ha i no right to offer advice, to say that, having
had the great honor of being invited to be a candidate in the
county, and having polied ail but a majo.ity of the county
in which ho was almost an entire stranger ? Why it is
absurd to say that a gentleman in that position has not a
perfect right to advocate the interests of' the people of that
county in procuring a work which is desired by them, and
is, in bis jadgment, in the introi-est of th county. I say ho
would be laiting in bis duty, and ho would be ungrateful
for the support he has received, if he did not use that posi-
tion, and use the influence ho had acquired as a friend of
the Government, impressing, in the strongest way he could,
the claims of the county. I say it has been constantlydone
in this Liouse by gentlemen upon both sides when in
power-

Mr. JONES. Never.
Sir CHIARLES TUPPER-to state the grounds on which

they had made an appropriation, and state from whom they
had obtained advice.

Mr. JONES. If the hon. gentleman says that it has been
customary to regard petitions emanating from people in
certain counties, relating to pub!ic matters, that would be a
peu'lotly correct proceeding. But in this case they have
no such plea; and they are accepting the advice of a gen-
tleman who failed to obtain a majority of the votes of that
county, who is not a representative of that county ; and, as
I said before, the hon. gentleman will search in vain the
records of this House to find an answer ever given to an
hon. member such as that given by the Minister of Marine
the other night.

Mr. LISTE R. The Minister of Finance, withi hs usual
positiveness, has made assertions that he is unable to prove.
As the hon, gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Jones) has said,
the answer the Minister of Marine gave here the other night
is without precedent in the records of Parliament. He may
smile, but i tell him that it was just such an antswer as I
would have expected him to give. People have a perfect
right to petition the Government of the day for any
improvemeit that might be necessary in their counties, but
when you come te consider the facts of this case, I say they
are simply disgraceful. Major General Laurie was taken
down into the county for the purpose of contesting the seat.
lie was sent down there by the Governmenti ;be had never
been in the county before; he knows no person in that
county. He went down there at the instance of the Min-
ister of Finance, who lift his duties in England and came
Qvar to this cosay fur 4h purppae oft artiDg KQY

Mà; JoUA,

Scotia in the way that ho knows how it was doue. Now,
Sir, Major Genoral Laurie was sent down there, and he was a
stranger in that county. He knows nothing whatever about
this lighthouse; ho never was on the spot, ho never saw it.
A gentleman who has liad the honor to represent that cor-
stituency in this House for four or five years, and has done
so creditably, asked for the construction of a lighthouse on
that point. After the elections were over, the man sent
down there to contest that constituency by the Govern-
ment, with the money of the Government, is sent
for to come up here. The Government knows that
the present sitting member (Mr. Robertson) has been
petitione against. They know that the result of the
aiswer made by the Minister will have an effect iupon the
electors of that county in case another election is brought
on; they know it will assist favorably Major General Laui e,
and the Minister of Marine rises in this House and makes
a statement such as hias never been made hore before. I
can excuse him, as he is young and green in the business,
as ho las only been in office three or four years.

Mr. FOSTER. What was the statement?
Mr. LISTER. You know what the statement was per-

fectly well. In seeking to assist Major General Laurie,
whoever ho may be, ho was brought up to Ottawa. ho was
w ned and dined by the Minister of Finance and other hon.
gentlemen, and ho goes back to the county to tell the
people of the county that ho las done so much for them in
Ottawa, when in fact he has done nothing at all. The
answer was a disgraceful one, and the motive and object or
which it was mado are perfectly obvious to every person,
and if another election shall take place it will fail in se.
curirg the object which the Minister of Finance and the
other Mlnister bad when they made that answer. Mr.
Robertson, the member for Shelburne, has represented that
constituency with remarkable ability in this House for eight
or nine years, and the Minister of Finance by rising and
ignoring the sitting member, the gentleman returned by a
majority of the electors and the member who put the
question, insulted him, he insulted the constituency and it
was anything but creditable to the Minister who made that
answer.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not rise to enter into any kind of
wordy cotost with my hon. friend opposito, who is gene-
rally good natured. 1 think, however, it would be well to
have stated the whole truth, a thing which I know it is
sometimes quite difficult to do.

Me. LISTE R. For whomto do ? For me to do ? I ask
the M inister : does he say I do not tell the truth ? Because
I will put the question to himu outside, if he makes that
statement.

Mr. Mc MULLEN. He dare not say it outside.
Mr, LISTER. I will not permit any one here or else-

where to make that statement.
Mr. FOSTER. I was proceeding to say that it would be

quite as well to state the whole truth. I am quite willing
to take any responsibility that attaches to me for the
answer I made. The senior member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones) and the hon. member who has just sat down, would
lead the House to believe that I stated that a light would
be given on the recommendation of Major Generai Laurie.
i did not state that. I stated more, and it would be only
common honesty to give my whole statement and not part
of it. I said the matter was drawn to my attention and
recommended by Major General Laurie, and I stated that
it had been recommended by my officers who have the
examination of those matters, and it was upon those recom-
mendations that I decided to put the light there.

Mr. M.ILLS. I do not subsoribe at alI tu the doctrine
laid dow þyb the Minister of 1finanCe, e would under.
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take to ignore the representative of the county whenever
that representative happons to be a member opposed to the
Administration. The hon. gentleman seems to go upon the
assumption that the public money is, for the time being,
under the control of the Government and is the private
property of the Government, and is to form so much patron-
age placed at their disposal. I contest that position alto-
gether. I maintain that the Government are trustees, not
merely for those of their own way of thinking, but for the
whole people of the country, and that the only proper
exponent of the views of the people in any constituency is
the member whom the majority of the eloctors have re-
turned to Parliament as the exponent of their views. The
hon. gentleman bas laid down the doctrine that the Govern-
ment must consult their own friends, that they have confi-
dence only in the judgment of their own friends. The hon.
gentleman assumes that no member on this side of the House
can form an accurate view of the propriety of any improve.
ment within the constituencybe represents, and, therefore, his
'udgment is not to be relied upon. Yet the hon. gentleman has
told my hon. friend that if he was half as attentive to his con-
stituents as was the hon. gentleman who preceJed him as
the representative of that constituency, it would be well for
the constituency. Why, what would be the advantage to
the constituency for the hon. gentleman to be attentive or
assiduous, if the doctrine laid down by the hon, gentleman
is to prevail ? What would be the advantage of my hon.
friend going to the Minister of Finance and making a
recommendation with respect to any public improvement
within his constituency, if the Government have not the
slightest confidence in any opinion ho may express ? How
is he to prevail with the Minister ? For what purpose is he
to go and consult the Minister, or advise the Minister with
resp&ct to any expenditure with respect to his constituency ?
I reject the doctrine altogether. It is right for the
Government to control the patronage of the country
with regard to official appointments. They will appoint,
and we will expect them to appoint, public officers
when positions become vacant, but with those
appointments their patronage cesses. They have no
right to undertake to make expenditure in a constituency
merely for the purpose of promoting their party interests.
It is their business to consult the public good, and I am as
much entitled, and my hon. friend is as much entitled to the
expenditure of public money, from revenues which our
constituents contribute to make up, as much as hon. gentle-
men who support the Administration. It is the duty of
the Goverment, it is a duty required of them by their oath
of office, to make those public expenditures where the public
needs require, regardless of the political complexion of the
constituency ; and the hon. gentleman whon he comes here
and lays down the doctrine that because a constituency
returns a member in opposition to the Government, that
member is not to be oheard, that his opinion is to have no
weight upon any question affecting the interests of his con-
stituency, he lays down a doctrine for which ho can find no
support in the constitutional history of the Mother Country'

Mr. BOWELL. Give an illustration.
the case.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

I know it is not*l

Mr. MILLS. That was the rule we acted on. What is
the rule on which lion. gentlemen opposite act ? There is
not a town or village, there is not a place where the revenue
of the post office would not pay interest on one-tenth of the
cost of the building, where a building will not be efected if the
constituency is represented by an hon. member supporting
the Giovornment, and, if it will serve to strengthen the
cause of the Government in that constituency. That has
been done. That has been pointed out again and again,
and the Minister of Public Works has read to-night a case
where an appropriation has been made of $4,000. But so soon
as the constituency elected a member opposed to the Admin-
istration, the a propriation was dropped and the publie
work was aban oned. That is the ru e upon which hon.
gentlemen go, and that is the rule which the Minister of
Finance has stood up here to-night and advocated, when he
attacked the position taken by my hon. friend the senior
member for Halifax (Mr. Jones.)

Mr. EISENHIAUR. The hon. the Minister of Finance says
that the late member for Lunenburg represented that con-
stituency so well that, if I represent it half as well, I will
represent it very well indeed. Lot me tell the hon. gentle-
man that the county of Lunenburgh thought differently.
The people of that county thought that Mr. Kaulbach did
not represent the county well, and, therefore, they did not
send him here at the last election. They saw that
while overy county to the east and west, to the north and
south of it was getting grants from the Government, while
large subsidies were given to railways in other parts of the
country, the county of Lunenburg got a more pittance of
$4,000. Was Mr. Kaulbach representing the county well?
I leave the hon. gentleman to answer. I tell the Govern-
ment more, that they may refuse to give grants for public
buildings in that county, or to vote subsidies for railways,
there are matters of much greater importance to our people
upon which an election would turn, viz.: the great extrava-
gance of the present Government, their ruinous National
Policy, the dissatisfaction existing in the country with the
present restricted trade relations, which is hampering our
trade with the United States, especially our trade in fieh in
their markets. These are the issues which would decide an
eloction there at prosent. And so long as the Government
adhere to their present trade policy, and the other questions
to which I have referred, I think the county of Lunenburg
will continue to send somebody else to represent them, with
different views from the late member for the county.

Mr. JONES. I find, on referring to the debate here,that
Mr. Gillmor asked the following question for Mr. Robert-
son -

"I it the intention of the Department of Marine to provide in the
Estimates this Session for the erection of a harbor light at West Head,
Cape Sable Island, Shelburne County, Nova Scotia ?"

To which the Minister of Marine and Fisheries made the

Mr, BOWELL. Did you act on that principle when you following reply:-

were on this side of the fouse? "A light has been aked for this place, and earnestly pressed by
Major Laurie, and upon the favorable report of my o1ffoers I have

Mr. MLLS. We acted on ne other. The hon. gentle- decided to proceed with its construction thi year."

man may laugh. Where did the present Goverument build Seme hon. MEMBE S. Hear, hear.
their post offices and public buildings ? Was it in constit- Mr. BOWELL. Those are the exact words he used.
uencies represented by members supporting the Adminis- Mr. JONES. Mr. Laurie knew about as much about the
tration ? Did we not lay down the principle that public place as I know about the Kaministiqui River, which was
buildings must be erected in the cities and towns with the spoken about this evening, ad I know nothing about it4
largest population, and from which the Government obtained He knew nothing about the matter.
the largest revenue? And did we not loyally adhere tothat M OSTER. Lt was not necessary that he should.
principle, no matter who represented the constituency w ,
which those buildings were to be erected ? The hon. I Mr. JONES. How could he earnestly press it upon the
gentleman knows that is the case. Government, if he knew nothing about it ? How could the

116

1887. 921



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 11,
hon. gentleman receive such a demand from a gentleman
who knew nothing about it ? The hon, gentleman says ho
is not required to know anything about it. Had he no
reason for bis opinion ? Did he have a person to press
upon his Department the erection of a lighthouse at a certain
spot which he had never visited, and knew nothing about.
Why, Sir, it is unwortby of the hon. gentleman to make
such a reply. My hon. friend hore bas referred to this
matter wi* respect to the patronage of the Department.
Why, if you look through the administration of the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), wherever a public
work was required in the interest of the country at large,
during that time, it was placed there. Look at the expenses
which took place in the county of the Minister of Finance,
duriig that time. Look at the expenses which took place
in Colchester.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And in Hastings.
Mr. BOWELL. What took place in Hastings?
Mr. MILLS. A post office.

An hon. MEMBER. What was done in Colchester ?

Mr. JONES. A large expenditure of money went on
there, from time to time, and the hon. gentleman knows
well enough that during the time that he was violently op.
posing the Minister of Public Works of that day, the Min.
ister was doing everything he could to perfect the system
in the county of which the hon. gentleman was not thon the
representative, but which had a representative in the Par.
liament opposing the policy of my hon, friend. During the
whole administration of that Government they dealt with
these matters in the public interest, and not at all with
reference to other matters which came up for their consider-
ation. It was done entirely in the public interest, apart
from those who represented the particular constituencies.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not know that this is a very profit.
able discussion; but those who have sat in the flouse for
the last fifteen or twenty years, and particularly during the
time the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) was Minister
of the Interior, could hardly help smiling, could hardly
help being, not only amused, but somewhat astonished, to
hear the doctrines which he laid down as3 having been the
principles which guided him and bis party when they were
in power. A fow moments ago, when I asked a question as
to what the late Minister of Public Works had spent in
Hastings, that hon, gentleman had the coolness to say: " A
post offile." Not a dollar was spent by that Governmeni;
the land was bought since the presont Government has been
in power. The building was orected by the present Govern-
ernment, and the only lighthonso we have in the Bay
of Quinté, west of the Narrows, to enable navigators to
navigate safely, was put there by the present Govern-
mont. And still the hon. gentleman bas the cool-
ness, in almost every speech ho makes, to tell us, pre-
sumimg that I had trgotten the circumstance, or knew
nothing about it, that they erented a public building in
Belleville. When I sat on thatý side of the House a post
office became vacant in the gold regions in my county-El
Dorado, as it is called-and not a Grit could be found in the
neighborhood to fill the office. ThePostmaster General kept
the appointment back for six, seven or eight moth-yes,
for nearly a year-for I repeatedly called attention to,
the matter, when I sat in the place which is occupied at this
moment by the hon. member for Essex (Mr. Brion). I asked
him: Why have you not filled that office ? Could you not get
one of your party to take it, while you filled another office,
five miles away, on my suggesting the name of a gentleman
to whom, I said, lie could have no objection, because he was
a good Scotch Grit. But I could not get a part of the
country served where it was thickly settled, because
they could not get one of their own party to fill the

Mr. JoNzs.

office. The principle laid down by the hon. momber
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) is one so ridiculously absurd
that every momber of this House must have smiled
whon the hon, member was proclaiming it. We know that
when they worelin power every suggestion made by a member
of the Conservative party, who were thon in opposition, had
no more effect than if we had whistled against the wind.

Mr. GILLMOR. Was it right?

Mr. BOWELL. My honest friend from Charlotte, N.B.,
(Mr. Gillmor) asks me if it was right. If it were right
thon it is right now. I did not know that you should govern
on different principles when you are in power from those on
which you ask your opponents to govern the country when
they are in power. If you were right, surely, if wo follow
in your footsteps, we must be right too. Everything in the
wholo system of government, in connection with patronage,
is carried on upon this principle: You consult your fiiends
when anything is to be done in a constituency, and it is the
merest hypocrisy to preach or lay down any other doctrine,
as being practiced by any political party in this country. I
do not know how .it may be iu the other Provinces, but in
my own Province, so far as the patronage of the Local Gov.
ernment is concerned, in the different ridings under the pre.
sent administration in Ontario, that Government would
think no more of applying to the member who represents it
in the Local Legislature, if ho does not happen to be a sup.
porter of the Governmont, than they would think of apply
ing to the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) himseif,
or half as much. When the smallest two-penny-half-penny
office is to be filled, in such a constituency, they apply to
the gentleman who contested the election against the suc-
cessful candidate, and that gentleman has the patronage of
the riding.

Mr. LISTER. Hear, hear.
Mr. BOWELL. Lot my hon. and pugnacious friend from

Lambton keep quiet. He comes from my own county, and
ho has the characteristices of those who eome from that
county, but ho got spoiled when ho went to Lambton. If
ho had remained in Hastings, and his education had been
a little different, ho would have been in the place that is
natural to him, and not where ho is. The principle always
laid down by hon, gentlemen opposite is the one that was
applied in the case of my own election. A candidate was
put forward against me, not with any expectation of carry-
ing the riding, but they said : There is no doubt Sir John's
Government is going out of power, and Dr. Sutton-who was
my opponent, a very respectable man-will have the patro-
nage of the riding. True, Bowell may be eleoted, but if
Blake comes in, if we have anything to get, we will. get it
through Dr. Sutton. That is the principle upon whioh you
all act.

Some hon. ME MBERS. No, no.
Mr. BOWELL. We do not desire to hide it. The hon.

gentleman says no. i was going to say that I was' raLier
surprised, but I am not. But the hon, gentleman knows as
well as I do, and as every momber in this House doe that
aIl party governments are carried on on thafprinqi-#e.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Mr. BOWELL. When I asked the hon. gentleman to point
out where the expenditure of money had taken place in con
stituencies represented by Conservatives, he failed to do so.
Ho certainly did say Hastings, and instanoed the post ofice.
Well, the hon. gentleman who represents East Ilasiga
(Mr. Burdett) will, perhaps, tell him that during the time
Mr. Mackenzie was in power ho did not lay a brick or a
stone to erect any public building there. The hon. member
for West Lambton (Mr. Lister), speaking of General Laurie,
said ho was sent to that constituency with the money of
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the Government. Immediately before that he stated that ment has in places of importance. Yet we nover hear a
my hon. friend had made a statement which he could not word of the Government erecting public buildings in that
prove. Now, I should like the h»n. gentleman, and I say town. In the constituency adjoining mine, represented by
it in all sincerity, to sustain and substantiate, if he can, the Mr. Moncrieff, in a place of 4,000 or 5,000 inhabitanta, and
oharge he has made. It is very easy te rise and assert a place of some importance, the Government put up a build-
that the Government has misappropriated the public funds, ing. Perhaps they were justified in doing so ; I do not know;
because thatis what it means; and when the hon. member for but, certainly, if it is necessary to put one there, the neces-
Lambton stated that the Government had appropriated the sity is much greater in the town I come from. This is
money of the country to send General Laurie te that con- why members are led to expect that unlessthey sifpport the
stituency or anywhere else, except in the performance of Government in its good measures and bad measures, unless
his official military duties, he stated that which I venture they stand behind themr in everything they do, and become
to say, he is unable to sustain ; and it would be just as well, strict party men, they can erpect nothing from the Gov.
when hon, gentlemen accuse others of making statements ernment for their constituencies. I say this is a system of
which they are unable te prove, that they should be able te wholesale bribery and corruption, demoralising net only
prove charges of that kind which they hurl across the the members of this House, but whole constituencies. You
House against the Government. I know it is part of their have bought this country wholesale and in detail. The
policy te make broad statements and charges such as this, Minister of Finance leaves bis office and snug home and
but I ask if it is fair. If the hon. gentleman has any evi. $10,000 a year in London, and cornes to this country for
deuce to show that the public funds of the country have the purpose of carrying the elections in Nova S3otia. He
been misappropriated in that way, let him produce the goes into Nova Scotia and promises them railways by the
evidence, and let the Government take the responsibility dozen, I believe, and subsidies to no end. If Nova Scotia
and be condemned. gets them, I suppose we will get them in Ontario; but I

Mr. LISTER. The hon. gentleman has thought proper say that these pre-election promises are mado for the
te say that if I lad remained in the county of Hastings, I purpose of buy*g support i order to continue themselves
would have been on that side of the House. The county in office, much te the disadvantage of the country. We
of Hastings is a very good place to be born in, but it is well flnd that men who come here opposed te the Government
to leave there early in life, and I dii that when I was five cannot get from them the commonest measures of justice
years old, and I have no reason to regret either that I did unless they turn around and support them. But I hope,
that or that I am now on this aide of the Ilouse. I say that and I thoroughly believe, thera is not a man on this side of
notwithstanding all the patronage and all the sunshine that the House, com from whatProvince he may, whose back is
they boast of, 1 would net be on that side of the House net strong enough to stand upon his principles and pledges,
supporting the Ministry to day. So far as the patronage is and fight the Government on everything that is net in the
concerned, that is one thing ; the expenditures of public public interest; and in doing that, I believe his nets will meet
money is another thing. Every Government give their with the approbation of his constituents,and will strengthen
offices to their own political friends, and I do net blame instead of weakening him in their estimation. I repeat that
this Government for doing that. The hon, gentleman has tus system l demoralsing not eonly the memnbers of this
talked about the Provincial Government appointing their House, but the whole electerate of the country, and it has
friends to every small office. That is what they ought to gone to a length that is unprecedented in the history of
do, and that is what they do. this country. It is disgraceful te say that an hon. member

representing the large majority of a constituency or a
Mr. BOWE [L. What I said was that they consulted county cannot appcach the Government with a proposition

their political friends as to appointments in the constituenc7. that is fair and right on its face and expect to have it
I did net find any faiilt with them for that. i entertained. He is told, if not in plain words, at least by

Mr. LISTER. There is no wrong in that. They fil implication, that if he does not support the Government the
their political offices with their friends, and you do the Government will net grant the money which is necessary
same. But so far as the public money of this country is for public works in the interest of the country.
concerned, that belongs to the whole people of this country, Mr. CAMERON. My hon. friend who las just resumed
and the Government arc simply trustees of that money- his seat says that where publie money ought te be expended
not to use it in buying up constituencies and political sup. there it should be expended. My experience bas been that
port, but to expend it as trustees ought to expend it, wholly the present Opposition, when in power, do not practice
in the publie interest, and wherever publie money ought te
be expended. But has that been done by this Adminis. eoat wrk my und n byethe Li nser1ave
tration ?OCas anybody say that that las becs thc course imortant work was undertaken by thc Libcral-Oonscrvative
they have pursuCd sine they have bea as u power? o Government in the county of Inverness and put under con-
thyaivey nuse Thnc theybaie reord inhowe a t vSay tract. That work was prosecuted with considerable vigor
emphatically no. . The pubbe records show that the Gov- until 1874, when my hon. friends opposite assumed power,ornment have peristently pursued the policy of spending and as soon as they did they, at the suggestion of thoir own
the publit money where it would do them most good i friends, discontinued the work. Thus, unfortunatoly, a large
prourmg political àupport.' We have only to turn amount which had proviously beas expended by the previous
over the blue-books of the Department of Public Works, Government was, to a great extent, frittered away. If they
to find that in the little town of unsex, which las then had practiced what they now preach, that work would
only 500 or 600 inhabitants, no less than $235,000 have been finished years ago. I am sorry to say that the bad
has been expanded in public buildings; and the hon. example given by them has becn to some extent fbllowed
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, in addressing a public by this Government, and that that work las not becn up
meeting there, said thnt if he was returned te power, he te this time fLnished, largoly because hon. gentlemnen
would have a bell put in those public buildings. Now, let opposite failed te proeute the work which was under
us see lhow fairly the puble money is expended. I represent contract when they took office.
a town having a population of 7,000 in a county having a
population of 60,000, a plaçe where a daily mail is distribu- Mr KIRK. I notice there are three items in this um of
ted north, south, east and west, and that contributes annu $190,000 voted last year and net expended, $1,000 for Lun-
ally to the public revenues of this country. It ha. an inland enburg buildings, $4,000 for Kentville and $8,000 for New
revenue oMce, a custom bouse, a weigbts and measures Glasgow. Does the hon; Minister intend to expend this,
o&ce and every other oMce which the Dominion Govern- and if he does is it not nocessary for him to take a revote ?
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The fact that these sums are
there and not carried over to 1887-88 does not imply that
these votes have not been expended. Some of them have
been, and the others will stand good until the first of July,
and will be carried over, no doubt, until the 1st October, as
generally these votes are carried over, so that the Govern-
ment have time during that period to expend such propor-
tion of these sums as may be required for the work for
which they are voted. In New Glasgow the whole amount
has been expended, and at Lunenburg the site has been pur-
chased.

Mr. KIRK. If the $4,000 granted for the public build-
ing at Lunenburg is not expended and the building not
erected, we may take it for granted that it is because the
member who represented the county so well for the last
four years bas recommended the discontinuance of that
item, as the Government bas stated the fact on the recom-
mendation of that gentleman.

Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN. The hon. gentleman will
allow me to let him draw his own conclusions.

Montagne (P.E.I.) Post Office, &c....... .................. $2,000

Mr. ROBERTSON (King's, P.E.I.) Unless the hon.
gentleman protects that building in Montagne, with a
atone wall around it, as it is on a very unsuitable site, the
probability is that in a short time it may be destroyed-it
being in an elevated place botween two very sharp cuttings.

Mr. GILLMOR. I would ask the hon. gentleman if the
post office and customs house in St.'Stephen is yet occupied ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Do I understand that this
Government has actually built a custom house and post.
office in the county represented by my hon. friend ? I can
hardly believe, after what we have heard to-night, that it
could be possible.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This will be probably com-
pleted at the close of the fiscal year.

Mr. GILLMOR. I feel grateful to the Government for
having put up a building at St. Stephen, but they have
been remarkably slow. Six years ago the first appropriation
was voted, and we have to wait until the close of this fiscal
year before this building can be occupied. I bave repre.
sented that county for a good many years, and I must con-
fess that the Governmont have treated the county pretty
well. Whatever may have been their motive, they have
given several appropriations.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is not parliamentary to
impute motives.

An hon. MEMBER. That is why he does not tell you
the truth.

Mr. GILLMOR. When I consider the population of St.
Stephen, it is very generous indeed in the Government to
erect a public building there. I am very much obliged to
them. I wish they had hurried up and got into it before,
but they have not neglected the county. I can speak also
for the late Minister of Marine and Fisheries. I do not
know at whose suggestion ho did it, but I made tho claim,
and I presented arguments for a fish-way, and there was
82,000 expended on flsh-ways in my own parish. Thon my
friend listened to my wishes and gave us a fog alarm on Big
Duck Island, and a lighthouse on the southern end of Grand
Manan. I cannot speak for other counties. I have repre.
sented Charlotte for thirteen years, and I must confess this
Government has done pretty well, considering I have
always been in Opposition. At the same time, there is an
important question involved now, and it is one we should
not make light of. This i the question whether consti-
tuencies which differ from the Government are to have their
interests disregarded, whether the taxation of the people is

Mr. KmBx.

to be taken from thcm and the public interest in that consti-
tuency is to be neglected ? I hope such are not the prin-
ciples which animate the Government. As to the patronage,
nobody disputes their right to that-no doubt about it,-but
I would be sorry to support a Government, I would not
support a Government which neglected the public interests
of a constituency because the majority did not choose to
send a representative to support that Government, and no
one will rise and advocate that policy.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes; the Minister of Castoms
did.

Mr. BOWELL. No, I did not. I took exactly the same
ground as the bon. gentleman takes in regard to patronage.
Oh, there is as much truth in your shaking your head as in
saying you built the public buildings in Belleville.

Mr. GILLMOR. I know the idea is general that,
unless yon send a representative to support the Govern-
ment, you cannot expect an appropriation. I would be very
sorry if that is really the intention of Governments which
govern this country. I cannot go into the particulars as to
the policy of this Government. I do not know anything
about it except in regard to the constituency I represent,
but I think it is very important that the prineiple should
be well understood. I know the impression bas gone
abroad, and I think my hon. friend the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries rather gave eurrency to that idea,
if yon want to get an appropriation, if you want to be well
represented, send a man who will have the car of the Gov-
ernment, be can get what you want. All they ought to
be able to get is the patronage. However, I must give the
credit to the Government for having done considerable for
my county when I have been steadily inOpposition.

Committee rose and reported the resolutions.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 11:55 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDAY, 13th June, 1887.

The SPEAKER tok the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYEaS.

PIRST READING.

Bill (No. 129) respecting the Primitive Methodist Coloni-
sation Company, Limited (from the Senate).-(Mr. Small.)

SPEEDY TRIALS ACT.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No
146) to amend the " Speedy Trials Act," chapter 175 of the
Revised Statutes. Ho said: This is merely to make provision
for bailing offenders in the Province of Manitoba. The in-
terpretation of the words " County Attorney," or " Clerk of
the Peace," does not include the officer in Manitoba who
should have such powers.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

LOCAL GOVERNIENT IN TUE NORTH-WRST
TERRITORIES.

Mr. M&cDOWALL moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
147) to amend the North-West Territories Act. He said: The
object of the Bill is to enable all the mon in the North-West
Territories who are represented in the Dominion House of
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Commons by the four representatives who were lately
elected to represent them here, to have an opportunity of
being represented in the Local House of the North-West
Council. As the law at present stands, the Lieutenant
Governor bas the power, when he is assured that thore are
1,000 adultseliving within a district of 1,000 square miles
to erect snob disti ict into an electoral district. The result is
that there are fourteen such districts througbout the North
West Territories, but a district of 1,000 square miles is in
finitesimal in comparison with the extent of country which
is without representation. If you got a map of the North
West Territories, and marked off the fourteen electoral
districts, they would look like fourteen dots on a sheet
of paper like that which I hold in my hand, and
it is only those which are represented in the Coun-
cil of the North-West Territories. The object of this
Bill je to give everyone a vote for the Council of the
North-West Territories who bas a vote for the House o
Commons. The North-West members have divided the
Territories into nineteen districts on the basis of population,
eighteen of which, it is proposed, shall be represented by
one member each, and one-that is, the district of Calgary-
by two members, on account of its large population. We
also propose to reduce the number of nominated members
from six to four, and we propose that two of the nominated
members shal be retained, Judge Richardson and Col. Mc.
Leod, who have grown up with the North-West., who know
its varied requirements, and have been, from their legal
knowledge, of the greatest assistance to the members of that
Council. The Bill proposes that the general election shall
take place in September next, and we are anxious that this
Bill should go through this Session, as the terms of most of
the members of the North-West Council will expire in Sep-
tomber next, and that is the best month in which to hold an
election. The North-West districts are very large, and it is
very expensive to carry on an election there, but in Septem.
ber it is likely to be less expensive than at any other time,
while it will agree with the term of those who cease
to be members of the Council at that time. We aiso propose
that the term of members elected to the North-West Council
should be three years instead of two, and that aleo because
of the expense. It i very harassing to the people of the
country and to those who represent them in the North.
West Council, to have an election every two years. The
expense is great, and the people in the North-West have
not enough money to hold an election every two years.
We do not ask for a term more than three years, because
we believe that with good harvests and with the large im-
migration that we expect in the North.West, the North-
West may have advanced to such a degree that the Council
may then be able themselves to propose some scheme
for the local government of the North-West. The main
object of this Bill is to give a vote to every man for the
North-West Council who has a vote for a member
of this House, and again I press upon the House
the necessity of passing this Bill into law this Session.
It is imposeible, I know, for a private member
to carry it this Session, but I appeal to every
member of this House on both sides to give a kind con-
sideration to this Bill. It is nt a question into which
party politics can be introduced in any way. It simply
gives a vote for the Local Parliament to those who possese
it now for the Dominion House, and are as much entitled
to vote as those who now do vote for the North-West
Council. At present, for instanoe, in township 15, a farmer
can vote, but in township 16 he bas no vote at all, simply
because one is within an electoral district and the other is
not. By this Bill the North-West is divided into electoral
districts in such a way that every man in any of the three
districts of Saskatchewan, Alberta and Assiniboia shall
have a vote for a member of the North-West Council. I
appeal to the members on this side of the House not to

oppose the Bill, but to let it go through, and I appeal to
f the Government to undertake the charge of the Bill, and
t to allow it to become law during this Session.
t Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firet time.

FIRST READING.

- Bill (No. 148) to provide for the improvement and min.
- agement of the harbor of Sorel.-(Mr. Labe le.)

IN COMMITTEE -THIRD R EADINGS.

Bill (No, 100) respecting the Waterloo and Magog Rail.
way Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 103) to incorporate the Cobourg, Blairton and
Marmora Railway and Mining Company.-(Kr. Guillet.)

f Bill (No. 87) to revive and amend the charter of the
Quebec and James' Bay Railway Company, and to eztend
the time for commencing and completing the railway of
the said company.-(Mlr. Grandbois.)

Bill (No. 99) respecting the Ottawa and Gatineau Valley
Railway Company.-(h&r. Wright.)

Bill (No. 104) to incorporate the Canadian Power Com-
Spany.-(Mr. Hesson.)

Bill (No. 90) to revive the charter of the Quebec Rail.
way Bridge Company, and to amend the same by extend-

* ing the delay for the commencement and completion of its
works, and in other respects.-(Mr. McGreevy.)

Bill (No. 105) to incorporate the Hereford Branch Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Ives.)

Bill (No. 130) to incorporate the Teeswater and Inver-
huron Railway Company.-(Mr. Cargill.)

Bill (No. 120) respecting the New Brunswick Railway
Company.-(Mr. Skinner.)

Bill (No. 109) respecting the Manitoba and North-Western
Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. Scarth.)

Bill (No. 61) to amend the Acts incorporating and relating
to the British Canadian Loan and Investment Company
(Limited).-(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 98) to amend the Act incorporating the Anglo-
Canadian Bank.-(Mr. Ward.)

Bill (No. 128) to enable the Western Canada Loan and
Savings Company to extend their business, and for other
purposes (fioin the Senate).-(Mr. MoCarthy.)

Bill (No. 125) to incorporate the Manufacturers' Aocident
Insurance Company.-(MKr. Small.)

KINCARDINE AND TEESWATER RAILWAY.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved that the amendments made
by the Senate to Bill (No. 26) to incorporate the Kincardine
and Teeswater Railwayompany, beconcurred in. Hesaid:
In asking the House to concur in these amendments I do so
at the request of the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. MoCarthy),
but I desire to point out to'the House that these amendmeits
are really a mistake which has been made by the Senate in
striking out two names of incorporators instead of two others
-leaving in the names that should have been struck out, and
striking out the names that should have been left in. There
is a further mistake made in the Bill, owing to the practice
which has unfortanutely prevailed a good deal this Session,
of moving Bills in the absence of the promoter or the
member in charge. It appears this Bill was passed
through the Railway Committee in the absence of the
hon. member for Simcoe, and it authorises the construe-
tion of a railway from Teeswater to Kincardine, through
the townships of Kincardine and Cuiross, but there
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is another township through wbich it must pass, and which
has been omitted, viz, the township of Kinloss. It would
be necessary, to make the Bill of use, that there should be
an amendment made authorising the construction of a rail-
way in almost a direct line through the townships of Kin.
cardine, Kinloss and Culross. I suppose, owing to the simi-
larity of the Scotch names, the printer omitted one of them
by mistake, and the mistake may be corrected by our
agreeing to the amendments of the Senate, and then asking
the House for permission to correct the mistake made in the
Bill as passed. We have a precedent for introducing a Bill
to correct a mistake in an Act already paesed in the same
Session. I refer to the Ontario Bank Bill, passed in the
Session of 1881, when, owing to the length of the Session,
it became necessary to make a correction, and the House
permitted a Bill to be introduced and read three times in
one sitting. After the amendments are concurred in, i will
ask permission to introduce a Bill to correct the mistake,
and that it be read three times and sent to the Senate.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to what my hon.
friend has just said, and in order that the House may not
remain under the impression that the error occurred through
the fault of the Railway Committee, I would say that the
Railway Committee are not at all to blame. I know the
hon. gentleman did not intend that any blame should be
attached to the Railway Committee, but that inferonce might
be drawn from what he said. The fact is, the Bill was taken
up by the committee in the absence of its promoter, the hon.
member for North Simcoe, because there was an agent
present to follow the Bill, and if an error was committed, it
was because the agent did not know better and did not
suggest the amend ment. I do not see any objection to the
course proposed by my hon. friend.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I did not intend to insinuate that
there was any fault on the part of the Railway Committee.
I said the fault was, in all likelihood, due to the fact of the
printer having omitted the word Kinloss.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It would be better to drop the
Bill and re-introduce it. It would take no longer time to
put it through than to put the amendment through, and it
would be more satisfactory to have everything included in
the one Bill.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If you, Mr. Speaker, will go on
with the next Order, I will consider the suggestion of my
hon. friend.

k8ECOND READING.

Bill (No. 143) to enable the Canada Permanent Loan and
Savings Company to extend their business, and for other
purposes.-(Mr. Cockburn.)

DIVORC-JOHN MONTEITH RELIEF BILL.

M&r. O'BRIEN moved the second reading of Bill (No. 144)
for the relief of John Monteith.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. When another Bill of divorce
carne before the House the other day, I asked for a division
on the second reading in order to take the sense of the House
and to show that we were opposed-a number of us, at all
events-to the passing of such measures. The vote was
taken and it was a decisive one. As I do not suppose that,
by calling for a new division of the House, we could obtain
a larger vote in porportion than we did at that time, I do
net intend to divide the House on any more of these Bills
this Session. Of course any othor gentleman can do so,
but, as far as I am concerned, I do not intend to do any-
thing except to ask that the Bills if carried be so on division.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time on a
division.

>lr. ElaxPAraIc.

DIVORCE-FANNY M. RIDDELL RELIEF BILL.

Mr. IVES in the absence of Mr. TUPPEa moved the
second reading of Bill (No. 145) for the relief of Fanny
Margaret Riddell.

Mr. JONES. As I was not in the flouse whon the
previous division was taken, I desire to say that, if I bad
been, I should have voted with the minority.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time on a
division.

Mr. IVES. I desire to say that, while I had no objection
to moving the second reading of this Bill, because my hon.
friend beside me was ont of his seat, I do not wish it to be
understood that I am in favor of its principles, as I have
always objected to the principle of divorce.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I was away from the House
the other day when a vote was taken, and I desire to say
that I had paired with the Minister of Customis on the
Bill.

K[NCARDINE AND TEESWATER RAILWAY.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. With reference to the Bill from
the Senate, I have considered the matter, and, as the rules
of this House are governed by precedent so much, and as
there is no precedent for introducing the second time a
Bill having the same object as one which has been intro-
duced before, we cannot introduce a Bill again to incor-
porate the Kincardine and Teeswater Railway Company.
I think, therefore, it would be impossible, according to the
precedents which govern us, to carry out the suggestioù
of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Kills); and we 'will
have to go back and concur in the amendments made by
the Senate, and thon ask for leave to introduce a Bill
amending that.

Amendments made by the Senate to Bill (No. 26) to ineor-
porate the Kincardine and Teeswater Railway Cormpany,
read the first and second times, and concurred in.

Mr. KIRK PATRICK moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 149) to amend the Act of the present Session, to incor-
porate the Kincardine and Teeswater Railway Company.
He said: This Act provides that the firet and second sections
of the Act of this Session shall be repealed, and that clauses
shall be inserted with the proper names, and directing4hat
the said railway shall pass as nearly as possible in a straight
line through the townships of Kincardine, Kinloss and
Oulross.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Every private Bill must be intro-
duced on petition.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It is not necossary to have a peti-
tion in a case of this kind. There is a petition'for thiF 1iii ;
there is a petition for the amendments which this Bill pro-
vides for. In 1881, when the Bill relating to the Ontario
Bank was passed, there was an error in it, and that waacor-
rected in the same way by an Act passed in the same Session
to amend it. As a private Bill, it has been petitioned for in
the petition which was presented for the original Bilh

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firat, second and third
times, and passed.

Mr. IVES. As we have dispensed with the fee on sone
grounds of this kind, it might be well to pasu a resolution
dispensing with the necessity for obtaining concurrence of
the Senate.

PRO HIBITION OF INTOXICATING LIQ [ORS.
flouse resumed the adjourned debate on the prop >ed

motion of Mr. Jamieson, declaring it expedient to pro.
hibit the manufacture, importation and sale of intoxioating
liquors, except for certain purposu stated, the motioA
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of Mr. Girouard in amendment thereto, and the motion of
Mr. Cargill in amendment to the said amendment.

Mr. OASEY. When this debate was adjourned the other
night, I was about to speak to it. There are three proposi-
tions before the House. The one immediately before us is
a proposition to repeal the Scott Act The next in order
of voting is the amendment of my hon. friend from Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Girouard), to allow beer, wine and eider to be
sold under the Scott Act; and the original proposion of my
hon. friend from North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), is, that pro-
bibition shall become law in Canada. In regard to the
first proposition on which we shallvote, that of repealing
the Scott Act, there are several reasons why I cannot at this
time agree to it. The amendment of my hou. friend from
east Bruce (Mr. Cargill) states that the Scott Act has been

a failure in the counties in which it has been tried.
Now, Sir, I am not in a position to pronounce upon that
natter. I know how the Scott Act has worked in my own

county, I know by report how it has worked in some other
counties, but I am not in a position to say that it has been a
failure in every county where it has been tried. I think
the decision of this point should rest, not with myself, not
with any new member, not even with such older members
as the hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) or
the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), but with the
Government of the day. The Canada Temperance Act was
a Government measure. Its terms imply that it should be
enforced by officials of this Government, and they should
be aware whether it has been a success or not in the dif-
ferent counties in which it has been trie]. It is for the
Minister of Justice, or the Minister of lnland Revenue,
under whose Department it more immediately comes, to
say whether the Canada Temperance Act has been a suc-
ces, to say whether the experiment has been sufficiently
tried and has failed, or whether it has succeeded, or
whether it ias been insufficiently tried, and should be tried
somewhat longer. There are three courses open to the
Government. They may say tat this expefiment-for it is
admittedly an experiment-bas been tried sufficiently
and has. been found a success. In that case it is the duty
of the Government to propose a measure of total pro.
hibition. They may say that it has been sufficiently tried
and has failed-it is then their duty to propose a repeal of
the Canada Tomperance Act. They may say that it has
been insufficiently tried, that the result of it is uncertain-
in which case it is their duty as a Government, and not as
individual members of this louse, to oppose any interfer-
ence whatever with the terms or with the operation of that
Act. Now, Sir, I represent a Scott Act county, and in re-
gasrd to that county I cannot say that the Act has been a
agecesa so far; I'cannot say that the passage or operation of
that Act has materially reduced the consumption of liquor in
the west riding of Elgin. I know that it has preventod the
sale of liquor in some three taverns, I think, seo far as my
iufermation bears me out. At the same time, to the best of
ny knowledge, two or threeother taverne have been started
since the passage of the Actin West Elgin, where it has been
in force for a year last .May. I have reason to suppose that in
all thise taverns except the first three I have named liquor
is sold, if not as openly as before, at least in considerable
quentities. Therefore I cannot pronounce the Scott Act a
success in the west riding of Elgin. The same
thing is tre, so far as my knowledge goes of
the city of St. Thomas, which belongs to the eat
riding of Elgin for Dominion purposes, and to the west
ri4ing for local purposes. The Act was carried there by a bare
mjority-I think 13, and there has never been any public
sentiment in St. Thomas in favor of the enforcement of the
Scott Act. By public sentiment I mean any overwhelming
publie sentiment in favor of its enforcement, and in that
city liquor is sold, I may say, without concealment, and I

believe quite as freely as it was before the passage of the
Act. In the west riding of Elgin, which has for some little
time back been, for inspection purposes, under the provin-
cial law, inclnded the city of St. Thomas, we have an
inspector who is a strong temperance man, a strong pro-
hibitionist, and most zealous in his attempts to enforce the
law. Notwithstanding his zeal, notwithstanding his honest
endeavors to enforce the Act, ever since St. Thomas has
been included in his inspectorate, he as found it impossible
to prevent the sale of liquor, althougb he has obtained a
considerable number of convictions. This being the state
of thinge, the question arises, Whose fault is it ? It .is
evidently not the fault of the inspector; ho has donc his
best under the Act as it stands. Whose fault is it if the
Scott Act bas been a failure in the west ziding of Elgin ?
as I confess it has been. The firat consideration
towards answering this question must naturally be,
Whose duty is it to enforce the Scott Act ?
We were told during the provincial campaign, lat autumn,
that it was the duty of the Local Government to enforce
the Scott Act. I have always contended, and I contend
still, that it is no more the duty of the Local Government
to enforce the Scott Act than to enforce, let me say, an Act
in regard to the Post Offce, the Customs Act, or the In-
land Revenue Act. It is the duty, of course, of Provincial
Governments to enforce the criminal laws. It is their duty
to provide proper tribunals for the trial of cases arising
under those laws, and to enforce the sentence of those
tribunals. But it has never been contended in connec.
tion with any other law, it has never been contended
with success in connection with this law, that it was the
duty of Provincial Governments to appoint special officers
for the enforcement of those laws. It bas simply been
their duty to provide machinery for carrying out the
criminal law of the Dominion. Nobody has ever at-
tempted to throw upon the Provincial Governnents the
responsibility of enforcing the Customs law, or the Excise
law, or the Post Office law. It is equally clear, to my mind,
that the responsibility for carrying out the Canada Temper.
ance Act, which is an Act put under the special care of the
Department of Inland Revenue, should not fall upon the
Local Government, but upon the Federal Government
which passed the Act, and whose duty it is to maintain it.
If I wished for any confirmation of this position, I would
find it in the 101st and 102nd sections of the original Act,
which sections, I believe, have not been changed in the
revision of the Statutes. I find in section 101 these
words:

" A prosecution for any such penalties or punishment may be brought
by, or in the name of the Collector of Inland Revenue, within whose
officiai division the offence was committed by or in the name of any per-

Section 102 says:
'' It shall be the dty of such collector of Inland Revenue to bring

such prosecution whenever he shal L have reason to believe *aiy nca
ofrence has been committed, and that the prosecution, therefor can be
sustained, and would not subject him to any undue measure of responsi'
bility in the premises."

IL appears to me from these two sections, that, in the firat
place, any person can prosecute for an infraction of the
Canada Temperance Act; in the second place, it is specially
the duty of the collector of Inland Revenue within whose
official division the offence wascommitted, to prosecute any
such infraction when h. has information that the offence
has been committed. The primary responsibility, then,
resta with the collectors of Inland Revenue, and with the
Department which controls them. I think, therefore, it
romains for the Minister of Inland Revenue to explain why
it is that h. bas not seen that his subordinates do their
duty, and wby it is that he as not directed the collectors
of Inland Revenue to enforce the Canada Temperance Act,
upon pain of dismissal in case they refuse to act in
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the premises. It is for the Minister of Inland Revenue,
then, primarily, to explain why it is that the Scott Act has
not been enforced in counties where it bas been adopted. I
do not say it has been a failure in all counties. We have been
told by the hon. member for Halton (Mr. Waldie), that it is
enforced in hie county; we have been told the same by
members from other counties. But we know that in some
counties it has not been enforcedi, and we want the Minister
of Inland Revenue to explain why he bas not seen to the
enforcement of the Act in those countios. I also want the
Minister of Justice to tell us why lie has not considered the
matter, why he as not considered the reports sent in, or
which Ehould have been sent in by the collectors of Inland
Revenue; why he as not settled in his own mind whether
the Scott Act is a succeEs or not, whether it should
be perpetuated or given up as a played-out ex-
periment. It is particularly the duty of the Do-
minion Government to onforce this Act, because they
alone can provide the proper machinery fer its enforcement.
The inspectors appointed by the Provincial Uovernments
cannot, by any possibility, thoroughly enforce this Act; it
is absurd to expect them to do so; it is absurd to cast upon
them any responsibility for the failure of the Act in any
county. They have not the right of search except under
certain circumstances. They cannot search a bouse for
liquor, unless information has been duly laid on oath and
a writ has been got out against the person whose house they
propose to search, following which theycan obtain a search
warrant and search the house of the person supposed to
have sold liquor. It is thus practically impossible to find
liquor upon the promises, as when the tavern-keeper or
other person receives a notice in the shape of a writ that
his premises will be searched he secretes the liquor, and
when the inspector comes with a search warrant he fails te
find anything. Thisis a state ofthings that a Local Govern-
ment cannot remove. This Government, which assumes
to have complete charge of questions of trade and com.
merce and of the liquor traffic as regards prohibition,
at all events, could procure a botter enforcement of
the Act, could endow their officers, who have been
directed to enforce it, with sufficient power, and pro
vide means for carrying out that responsibility which
they have deliberately taken on thomselves, of enforcing
the Scott Act. It is worthy of notice that, although the
statutes have been revised since tho Canada Temperanco
Act was passed, the Government have not divested them-
selves of the responsibility of carrying out the Act, and
the sections dealing with that point remain as part of the
revised statutes. They sit, as did the Reform Government
which preceded them, clothed with the responsibility of
enforcing this Act. The only difference is that the Roform
Government had no opportunity of enforcing it, for they
wore dofeated after the Session in which the Act was paesed,
and upon their successors has devolved the duty, as well
as the opportunity, of carrying out the Act, which still
remains on the Statute-book, and which they have not seen
fit to repeal. They are, therefore, responsible to the coun-
try for carrying out this law, as much as for carrying out
any other law in the statute book. If they and their sup.
porters plead that the law is a failure and cannot be carried
out, they are pleading that the Government which the hon.
mômber for East Bruce (Mr. Cargill) supports have been
derolict in their duty in not carrying out that law on the
statute-book, a law which the Dominion Government have
assumed the responsibility of enforcing. Perhaps the Min-
ister of Inland Revenue will ho able to show some instances
in which his subordinates, his collectors, have endeavored.
to enforce the Act. I have not hoard of such instances my-
self, and I do not expect to heur of any. If he is able to
point to any such instances, in which ho and his colleagues
even attempted to enforce this Act, no doubt he will sub-
mit them. Admitting the failure of the Act in some coun-
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ties, admitting that the member for East Bruce (Kr. Cargill)
is correct, and that it has been a failure in his county,
admitting even that the Act is a failure generally-
though I do not pronouce any opinion upon that-even
if I did not think the Scott Act could be enforced as it
stands at present, I would not consider that a reason
for repealing the Act. If the Act cannot be enforeed, the
logical conclusion is that we shculd strengthen the Act, un-
less the Government have decided to go back on our opinion,
expressed nine years ago and not reversed since, that it was
proper to allow counties local option in regard to pro-
hibition, in regard to the sale of liquors-I say that is the logi-
cal conclusion, unless they are prepared to advocate the repeal
ofthe Act, that we Bhould improve the Act, and add additional
machinery so that it can be enforced. What has been the re-
cord of the Government in that respect? They have not been
without warnings. Their own supporters, including the hon.
member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), a prominent sup-
porter, impressed upon the Government that the Act is not
workable as it stands. What have the Government done ?
Have they chosen to act as a Government upon the matter ?
No, they have not. They have not chosen to perform their
duty and accept the responsibility which rests upon them
as a Government, controlling the legislation of this
country, cither by proposing amendments to, or proposing
the repeal of, the Act. They have simply allowed the
House to do what it pleased about the Act. On the one
occasion when the promoters of amendments to the Act
succeeded in passing those amendments through the House,
and sending up a Bill to the Sonate, materially improving
the Act and the chance of its enforcement, what happened?
The Senate, the subjects of the Government of the day,
most of them the nominees of the Government, rejected
those amendments, or, rather, they made such amendments
to the Act that this House could not accept them, and it
fell through. I, therefore, place the responsibility on the
Government, first, for the present inefficient state
of that Act; and second, for the fact that in many
cases it has been found impossible to enforce
it. I will go even further. Supposing I believed-
and I do not express any opinion upon this point-that even
with all the amendments which the hon. member for Lanark
(Mr. Jamieson), with the assistance of the Dominion Alli-
ance, could suggest, it was found impossible to carry out
the Scott Act, I am still not prepared to vote for the repeal
of the Act. That Act is admittedly an exporiment; it has
been deliberately entered on by a large number of counties
of the Dominion on the understanding that it would remain
in force for three years, during which it would hava a
fair trial, and there would be a fair opportunity of finding
out whether local prohibition could be enforced or not.
Having entered upon it with that understµnding, having
the experiment now in progress in certain counties, I arn
not prepared, even if convinced that no amendment to the
Act would made it a success, to vote for its repeal. When
I find that the majority of my constituents, that the
majority of the people of the country, whether my
constituents or not, believe the Act is a failure and
that no amendment will make it a success, thon I
will be willing and ready to vote for its repeal, because I
believe a measure of prohibition which cannot be enforced
is much more injurious to the country than a good license
law. But in the meantime I wish for my constituante, and
for the people of all the counties which have adopted th3
Scott Act, and for those who have the opportunity to adopt
it, the right to avail themselves of the Act which was passed
in 1878, and which the Government has not taken the responsi-
bility of repealing. Much the same argument applies to the
amendment moved by the hon. member for Jacques Cartier
(Mr. Girouard). That hon. gentleman proposes to allow the
sale of beer, wine and eider, under the Scott Act. There
are several objections to the course proposed. In the fit

928



COMMONS DEBATES.
place,I believe it would be breaking faith with those countie
that have adopted total local prohibition of all intoxicating
liquors, for they adopted the Act as it stood on the Statute
book; that it would be breaking faith with those people Io
say that they should not have that for which they voted, but
should have something else. In the second place, I believe
that any such provision for the sale of beer, wine,
and eider would make the Act practically a nullity. If
tavern-keepers get a license to sel[ wine, beer and eider,
under the Scott Act, they would be able to sell many other
things on the sly, which we are not asked by the promoter
of this amendment to allow them to seli. And, Sir, who is to
license them in case we pass the amenIment ? It has been
decided already that this House has not the right to issue
licenses to retail wine, beer and eider. The Scott Act
itself provides that, in counties where it is adoptod, the
Local Government has not the power to issue licenses.
Who, then, is to license these men who are to sell wine,
beer and eider ? Who is to appoint inspectors to see that
they do not sell anything else than wine, beer and eider ?
There is no power which can issue licenses, or appoint in-
spectors to inspect the premises upon whioh the licenses are
issued. And I conclude, therefore, that the effect of carrying
the amendment of the hon. member for Jacques Cartier
(Mr. Girouard) would be to introduce utter anarchy in the
liquor trade in Scott Act countios, to allow as many mon as
pleased to do so to sell without license, and free them from
such inspection as would prevent them selling only those
things which they are licensed to sell. For these reasons
I am compelled to vote against the two amendments to
which I have referred. When the experiment of local pro.
hibition has been fully tried to the satisfaction of the
country at large, and when the Government sees
fit to pronounce an opinion as to its success or non-success,
thon I will be prepared to consider the question whether I
should not vote differently. If the Governmont, with thoir
information, choose to tell us that it is impossible to enforce
this Act, I do not know what effect it would have upon
hon. members on this side, who have consistently voted for
the Scott Act, and for such improvements to the Scott Acti
as were found to be necessary. I call on the Government,
before the end of this debate, to express an opinion on this
subject. It is their duty to do so, and all the more because
in the western section of Ontario, at all events, it was car-
rently believed, just prior to the last election, that they had
promised the brewers certain things with regard to this Act.
I know of one brewer in the city of St. Thomas whose vote
was changed at the late election, from an impression ho re-
ceived in conversation with the Minister of Agriculture-(Mr.
Carling)-whose views on this subject must be well known to
the Hlouse-that the Government intended to propose, or, at all
events, to support, as a government, an amendment allowing
the sale of beer under the Scott Act. The brewer, on that
promise, on the impression ho roceived in that conversation
-I do not know how fully he understood the Minister-
changed his vote from the Reform side to the Conservative
side, saying that ho could not vote against his bread and
butter, that the Government promised to allow him to sell
beer in the Scott Act county of Elgin, and that, therefore, ho
would vote for the Government. Sueh promises I have
heard of from other neighborhoods. I know that the im-
pression was general in the western part of Ontario, during
the campaign, that the Government had promised this modi.
fication ; and all the more for these promises, which were
vaguely given, it is incumbent on the Governmont to say
whether they do favor this modification of the Act, or
whether they will fulfil the expectations they aroused
amongst the brewers of that district. And yet, Sir, though
I am compelled to vote against these amendments, I ara
bound to say that I considcr the motion of my hon. friend
from Lanark (Mr.Jamieson) premature. Although I am
not able to - say that the Scott Act is, or that prohibition
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s would necessarily be, a failure, I must confess that the

experience I have had of the working of that Act is not
such as to lead me to believe that the country is
ripe for prohibition. I have seen, as a matter of faot,

t whorever I have been in Scott Act counties, that, unless
a very large proportion of the public in those coun-
tics wore in favor of prohibition, the Scott Act was

f nothing but a dead letter. This Government, whose
dnty it is to enforce it, did nothing to enforco it. The
Minister of Inland Revenue, whose special duty it is to
enforco it, did nothing to enforco it. The Provincial Gov-
ornment of Ontario did ask its officers to assist, as private
cilizens, in enforcing the Act as far as possible, but their
assistance was necessarily unavailing. But I have been
yet unable to see that the evasions of the law which are
possible under the Canada Tomperance Act would ho im-
possible under general prohibition. I have been unable to
see that it would be easier to enforco general prohibition
than it is to enforce the Canada Temporance Act. When I
believe the country is ripe for prohibition, when I believe
the great majority of the people of Canada are willing to
assist earnestly in enforcing prohibition, 1 shall b willing
to vote for prohibition. Until that timo I beg to reserve
my opinion on that subject, and to hold that it is not wise
to rush into experiments of whose results we are unaware.
With regard to this part of the question, I do not know that
I could do botter than quoto some remarks on this subject
which wero made in my own county in the Local campaign
by the leader of this side of the House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. What is the date ?
Mr. CASEY. The date is the 7th of Decomber, 1886.

During the local campaign the leader of the Opposition
spoke at Aylmer, in the county of Elgin, Ontario, princi-
pally in regard to this temperance question. In the course
of some preliminary remarks ho stated that ho was a total
abstainer himself and had been so for a number of years,
feeling it his duty to be so for its effect on the general
public; that he believed that the country would be botter
off if everybody was a total abstainer, and so on. I
need not quote that part of his speech, because I believe
every hon. gentleman in this House knows the views ofthe
leader of the Opposition, knows that ho is a consistent total
abstainer, and that ho has strongly urged his friends and
the public generally to come to the same views. Ho speaks
of the progress which has been made with regard to total
abstinence:

" In this respect great progress has been made-I recognise it thank-
fully-but much more remains tol be done, and if we ulacken lu this
work, and hope to save trouble to ourselves by other and wholemle and
involuntary method, we shall make the greatest mistake concelvable.
1 think no repressive legislation eau be profitable or permanent unless
there exista a widely diffasedand ver strongly felt and sarnest public
opinion at its back. The toue sud qnaiity of t t. opinion are of sa muoh,
or more, consequence than its quantity. It la notfrom fear of the crimina
law that the bulk of the commnity abstains from crime. The bulk
would abstain if there were no criminal law. The conscience of the
community would boitalaw. Law@ generally derive their binding effect
from this consideration. '

And here I must notice the contention of the hon. Minister
of Marine and Fisheries the other night, that there is no
argument against the Scett Act, on account of its non-en-
forcement, that there would be no argument against total
prohibition, on account of its non-enforcement, any more
than there would be against the ordinary criminal law of the
country, because there happen to be breaches of that law.
I point out to him that prohibition would croate a new and
artificial crime to which the people of the country are not
accustomed; it would make actions which have hitherto
been considered legal and proper, criminal actions; and
until the vast majority ofthe people believethat such actions
are criminal, no law which makes them nominally
criminal ca be enforced. It may be said that the
law against murder, or burglary, or horse stealing, is broken,
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and that, therefore, it is no argument against a prohibitory
law to say that it is sometimes broken. My answer te
that is that when you get as large a majority in the
country to believe that it is a crime to sell whiskey, as
believe that it is a crime to steal a horse, te kilt a man, or
to break into a warehouse, then yon will ho able te enforce
prohibitory laws as well as you are able to enforce laws
against stealing, murder or burglary. Until you produce
that unanimity of sentiment you cannot enforce such laws
fully. Apart from that, it is a more question of degree; it
is a question for every member of this Honse te consider
how great a percentage of enforcement would induce him
to vote for a prohibitory law. For myself, I may say that
unless I believed it could be enforced in the majority of
instances, I think the passage of such a law would be an
injury instead of a benefit. But I must return te the speech
I have been quoting from. The hon. gentleman con-
tinued :

" But for that, though directed against a few only, there would be
little of little use. This view has very special application to legislation
upon the subject of the general social customs of the people. It follows,
then, that it is only this widely diffused and strongly felt publie opinion
w hich can be properly crystallised into law, and that premature attempts
will be abortive failures. This condition of opinion may exist atvarious
epochs of progress in which, usefully, licenses may ba required to sell,
under which high license may replace low license, under which restricted
license may replace freer license, under which local prohibition maay
replace high and restricted license, and under which general prohibition
may replace local prohibition. But in deciding on the legiulation to be
at any particular time adopted, we must determine whether the country
is at that time ripe for the legislation; whether it is reasonable to con-
clude that it will ho maintained, fer else we hurt instead of helping the
cause. Now, as to legiulative and executive action, I am against
the emasculation of the Temperance Act, which I believe to be in con-
templation at this hour. I am for the amendment of that Act in those
details in which experience bas shown defects preventing a fair test of
its principles. I believe it is the duty of the Government of the day,
finding this law upon the Statute-book, to determine whether it Ehall be
repealed or made effective; and if they do not choose to repeal it they
are bound to make it effective, and if they neglect dealing with the case
they neglect their plain and obvious duty. am for a fair and full trial
of the Act in the localities in which it is in force, with all the aid that
executive action can properly afford."

A little further on ho said, in regard te the passage of the
Scott Act in different counties:

''I am for or against the Bubmission of the Act in new localities
according as there is or is net a fair prospect in the condition of local
opinion that it will be reasonably elficacious. It is on this considera-
tion that I myself would vote in case it were submitted in a county in
which I had a vote. I am against the sutmission of the Act as a mere
test of public opinion, by a vote as a plebiscite on prohibition, without
a firm determination te work it thoroughly if passed."

A little further on, ho said:
"ia glad to say that in many places the Scott Act ie working

fairly, andin some cases the resulta are hardly known, and in some the
resulta are not favorable. But [ notice large numbers of our citizens,
good, sober, virtuous, and exemplary, as yet unconvinced as te the
duty cf total abstinence themselves, and, therefore, unfit to enforce it
upoa others. I find many supporters of temperance legislation who do
not look upon drinking, even in Scott Act counties, as a crime, and
who refuse that moral support and help te the enforcement of that law
which they give te the general criminal law.

I quite concur in those views. I have seen many people,
even some who have voted for the Scott Act in Scott Act
counties, who did net assist in its enforcement. He went
on:

" Just compare things. Suppose one of us is walking along the
atreet behind a neighbor, a friend or a stranger, and oses his posket
being picked. He would make himself a special police constable at
one, woutd try te prevent the crime, and, if he was big enough, would
amst the crininal. But supposing, in a Scott Act county, we pass an
anlicensei house-for they are all unlicensed no licenses being granted
-adae someone going in and getting drink; we turn te the other
side; we say nothing about that; ve do not propose te enforce the
law; we do not give the same support, the same sympathy, the sane
active invesugation in the case of this law as is given in the other oase.
blow, if that be the condition of the more advanced localities, what is
the condition in the other parts of Oanada? "

I say, Sir, that is emphatically the condition in the Scott
Act county in which I live. No respectable man will there
inform on his neighbor for breach of the Scott Aet. If
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that be the case, I do net believe that any respectable man
would inform on his neighbor for a breach of a prohibitory
law if such were passed, and, for that reason, I see no
greater hope of the enforcement of a prohibitory law than
of the Scott Act; and as regards the Scott Act, I believe its
enforcement depends on further amendments, and on the
assistance of this Government, which has not yet been
given, and which I do not bolieve is going to be given. The
hon. gentleman a little later in his speech, referring to the
conversion of the people te temperance views, said:

" Until progress is made in that, I am not of the opinion that Canada
is ripe for prohibition. I do not believe that the law, if carried, wonld,
in the present condition, be useful or permanent. I rememberverywell
the speech made by Sir Leonard Tilley, that veteran champion of tem-
perance-made not very long before he retired from Parliament-in
which he declared the result of bis experience in bis own Province-
confirmed by all that lie had learned-an opinion which pointed out the
absolute necessity, in order that there might be an efficacious and per-
manent law, for that strong and widely difnsed public opinion to irhich
I refer."

And he observes that even the Mfail newspaper sustains
that opinion. Speaking of a prohibitory law, ho said:

" Should the time arrive when I think the law would be useful and
permanent, instead of hurtful, I will vote for it, whatever the political
results to myself. Until that time comes, I Bhall vote against it, what-
ever those results may be. Let me point out to yen here that there is a
large question involved ; there is the question of the reform of the
Senate, for just so long as you maintain the Senate as at present consti-
tuted and composed, just eo long there is an absolute and inseparable
barrier to your obtaining prohibitory legialation."

Then ho goes on to discuss the financial aspect of the ques-
tion, the necessity of compensation and other matters.
Now, Sir, I believe those views, delivered by the leader of
the Opposition party on the ove of an election in which ho
was deeply interested, were remarkably straightforward,
remarkably statesmanlike and remarkably courageous. I
have never heard so courageous, se straightforward, and so
statesmanlikean utterance on the temperance question,on the
part of anyone who could be ranked among the leaders of a
party. 1 quite coincide with the hon. gentleman's views,
and I happen to know that the great authorities on temper-
ance coincide with them also. Let me cite, for instance,
one of the general superintendents of the Methodist Church,
the Rev. -Dr. John A. Williams, who was interviewed
immediatoly after this speech wes delievered, and who is
a strong advocate of temperance. He declared that ho coin-
cided with the hon, gentleman's views, and that a great
number of the Ieading temporance mon of Ontario approved
of them; and in the strongly temperance county which I
represent, and other counties in which I have been, I have
found the temperance sentiment strongly coincided with
the views of my hon. friend and leader on this question.
Coinciding with those views, and believing that he has
expressed them botter and more forcibly than I could
mysolf if I elaborated thom any longer, I will merely say
that I find it my duty, undor the circumstances, to vote
against all the three motions before the louse; against the
repeal of the Scott Act, against any tampering with that
Act, as the first amendment proposes, and agaînst prohibi-
tion, for which I am not sure as yet that the country is ripe.

Mr. LISTER I ask the indulgence of the House for
just a few moments while I make a few observations on the
several propositions now before the Hous,. The county of
Lambton adopted what was called the Scott Act, the Tem-
perance Act of 1878, by a majority of something like 2,800.
My constituency forms a portion of that county, and I feel
I would not be discharging the duty I owe my constituents,
if I were to give a silont vote on this occasion. I shal not
enter into a discussion of the evils of intemperance, but
shall consider simply the question as te whether this House
should repeal the Scott Act or not. The propositions before
the House are three in number: first, that of my hon. friend
for North Lanark (1fr. Jamieson), that this country is now
ripe for prohibition; second, the proposition of the hon.
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momber for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard), that itis expe- opposed to the Act that it is not enforced, that it is demor-
dient that in those counties in which the Scott Act bas been alising to the community, inasmuch as it causes a great
adopted, a clause permitting light wines and beer to be sold amount of perjury, and inasmuch as the law is constantly
should b added to the Temperance Act of 1878; and, lastly, evaded without the persons guilty being punished. I admit
the proposition of my bon. friend for East Bruce (Mr. Car- that those causes do, to a great extent, demoralise a com-
gill), that the Scott Act should be entirely repealed. munity, but I say there ought to be no more difficulty in
Now, I am opposed altogether to the two last propositions. enforcing the observance of that law than enforcing the
I say it would be unfair and improper for this House provisions of any other criminal law on the Statute.book,
to repeal the Scott Act given to the people in 1878. If an effort je made bonestly to enforce the Act, it ca be
We know that the temperance movement in this enforced. A very great question has been raised as to whose
country, prior to 1864, induced this Parliament, in obedi- duty it is to enforce the Act. I have always maintained
ence to the wishes of a large portion of the community, to that the duty was cast upon the Dominion Government,
pass an Act known as the Dunkin Act. We know from just as the duty is cast upon it of enforcing the Oustoms and
experience the difficulties which were met in enforcing the Inland Revenue Acte or any other of the Statutes which it
provisions of that Act; we know that its provisions and its is plainly the duty of the Dominion Government to enlorce.
machinery were so cumbrous it was impossible to enforce the The Government has thoroughly disregarded its duty. It
Act. We know that from that time to 1878, there was a bas made no effort whatever to enforce the provisions of the
general agitation on the part of the temperance portion of Scott Act, but bas sought to throw the responsibility on the
the community to ask this House to pass legisiation which Local Administrations. So far as the Province of Ontario is
would have the effect of more perfectly carrying out their concerned, it is a matter of congratulation that that Prov-
views; we know that in Ontario, in obedience to the wishes ince, while not bound to enforce the provisions of the Act,
of the people, this Parliamentpassed, in 1878,what is known while declaring that there was no responsibility for them in
as the Temperance Act of 1878, which gave to the people this respect, have assumed that responsibility, and have, to
of the several counties of this Daminion the right to decide a very great extent, enforced the provisions ofthe law. This
whether total prohibition should exist in each county or is a question upon which every hon. gentleman bas a
not. In other words, it gave the people the right to right to take whatever views ho thinks proper. I do not
local option. It is well known that no great efforts were think that because the leader of the Opposition expressed
made to carry into effect the provisions of that himself in one sense on this question, ho was strictly cor-
Act until a very recent period, and we know that during the rect, and that I anu obliged to think as ho did. On the con-
last few years, a great temperance wave has passed over trary, I take an entirely different view, and I think this
ibis country. During the past two or three years, some 26 Parliament, as a reprosentative body, if it is satisfied that
or 27 counties of Ontario alone have adopted that Act; yet the majority of the people are in favor of prohibitory logis-
before the country has had an opportunity of fairly and lation, should give effect to that opinion. Believing that,
properly testing the Act, it is now proposed that it bo re- I will support the resolution and oppose the amendments.
pealed, and the wishes of the people be utterly disregarded.
I protestagainst any such action. That Act bas been adopted Mr. WOOD (Brockville). The hon. gentleman who has
by 26 or 27 municipal counties in Ontario, and is in force just taken his seat argued that there was no reason why
in 50 or 60 counties in the Dominion, and I repeat, before the provisions of the Scott Act should not ho onforced as
the people have had an opportunity of deciding whether well as those of any other criminal law. I take issue with
that Act eau be properly worked or not, we should not coun. him there. There muet be a public sentiment in favor of a
tenance any proposition to repeal it altogether. I, for one, measure, which backs up and strengthens and supports the
have faith in the experience and the wishes of the majority officers who enforce the law. The absence of that sentiment
of the people; and until the majority of the people in the community is the very defect which causes the bad
in those counties have pronounced against the Act, it ie our working of the Scott Act. Every speaker who bas addressed
bounden duty to keep it on the Statute-book and enforce the House has admitted that the Scott Act is not a success.
it if possible. The Act should first have a fair trial, I submit that, if it is not, we have to a large oxtent the
and if the temperance sentiment of the country should thon unrestrained sale of liquor in this country; and, as I prefer
decide that it is not efficient, and, not being efficient, is that we should revert to a license law rather than that we
demoralieing to the community, they will have an oppor- should have an unrestrained sale of liquor such as takes
tunity of expressing their wishes. Thon, and not before, place in the majority of the Scott Act counties, I muet
should this louse legislate on that portion of the subject. support the proposition which will bring these coanties
I am, therefore, opposed to the repeal of the Temperance under ibe license law. No words have been uttered in
Act of 1878. 1 say, if the amendment of the hon. member roference to prohibition more truc than those which were
for East Bruce were to prevail here, it would emasculate or uttered by the leader of the Opposition, to which the
utterly destroy the Act. There would ha nothing left, and member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) referred. It is
the Act might just as well be repealed. As to the question reasonable to hold that public sentiment must b educated
of total prohibition, the proposition is that it is expedient up to the point not only of the reeeption but of the
we should prohibit hs manufacture, importation and con- enforcement of a law, and the illustration given by the
sumption of intoxicating liquors. I say that we have every leader of the Opposition was very apt. If yon are going
reason to believe that the rosolution moved by my hon. along the street and observe a violation ot the ordinary
friend for North Lanark truly expresses the opinion of the criminal law of the land, whether a case of laroony or
majority of the people. The reasons in favor of this of any other crime punishable by imprisonment, you
opinion are much stronger than those againet it. In Ontario will do all in your power to assist the officers of the law;
the SoStt Act has been earried in a large number of but if you or any other member of this Houe, no matter
ecouties, in Prine Edward Island I believe every county how strong an advocate h. may be of the Scott Act, observes
bas earried it; in Nova Sotia and New Brunswick, a violation of that Act, ho turne his heai and hurries away
I believe i has been carried in almost every county. home in order that ho may not b brought up as a witness
Therefore, so far as we can learn, the resolution of the hon. to punish the violator of the law. As long as the public
member for North Lanark is in accord wih the will of the sentiment is in that condition, so long will temperance
majority of the people, and that being so, I feel that it ought logislation ho a failure. It may be asked, how long are we
to receive the support of this House. As to the duty of to wait until public sentiment is ripe for prohibition ? I
enforcing the Scott Act, it is alleged by those who are think we must wait until public sentiment is oducated by
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the influence of the clergy, the influence of home teaching,
and the influence of the educational institutions of our land.
The progress made by temperance in the last twenty or
twenty-five years has been great. It has been the truest
kind of progress, gradually developing in the mind of the
people the feeling that drunkenness is an evil, as it is, and
that it is, to some extent, a crime; at all events, as
far as the individual and his family are concerned.
That feeling was ripening, being backed up by moral
suasion, but the advocates of temperance, by endeavor-
ing to take the remedy out of the hands of those who
have moulded public sentiment up to that point, and
to compel the officers of the law to do what public senti-
ment will not uphold them in doing, will bring about the
worst results. I say that, inasmuch as in the majority of
cases where the Scott Act is in force, the result has been
the unrestrained sale of liquor, I must support this amend.
ment. I support it notwithstanding the fact that I voted
against the amendments on a previous occasion, because
then I flt that the people should have a trial of the
Scott Act before it should bo taken away from them.
They have had this trial, they have had it in my own
county, and, as far as my observation goes, I firmly believe
that the vast majority of those who supported the Scott
Act at that time are to-day strongly in favor of its repeal.
Those who are in favor of its repeal are those who see that
the provisions of the Act are violated in every part of the
county where it was adopted by a large majority, and
they have no remedy except to come to this House
and ask for the repeal of the Act. Hon. members say
that we have no right to take from the people that which
is within their own power. If they had the power to repeal
that which they had the power to adopt, it might be another
thing, but they cannot repeal it until the end of three years
and on that ground I support the amendment. At the last
assizes held in Brockville before Mr. Justice ]Rose, who is a
strong temperance man, and advocate of temperance reform,
strongly pronounced himself against the Sott Act, say-
ing, what to my mind is very clear, that if you declare that
that is a crime in one county while along the borders of
that county in another county it is not a crime, it is utterly
impossible to enforce any such law. We are brouglht face
to face with the question whether, by repealing this Act or
by adopting the amondment of my hon. friend from' Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Girouard), we should return to the system of
license legislation, or should go on from bad to worse, finding
as we do, that liquor is now sold in every place where it
was sold before the adoption of this Act. I prefer to sec us
revert to license legislation. I do not desire to take up the
time of the House, and in these few remarks I have given
the House the reasons why I shall vote for the amendments.

Mr. MASSON. In reference to the original motion of
the hon. member for North Lanark (Mr. J amieson), I am
satisfied that the views expressed by the hou. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey), and also the quotation which he
read from the speech delivered by the late leader of the
Opposition, must commend themselves to the House in re-
gard to total prohibition. It must be clear to every one
who has travelled through any of the counties where the
Scott At is now in force, that this country is not ripe for
total prohibition. It is often argued by those who are
in-favor of total prohibition, and of the Scott Act, and of
temperance measures generally, that an expression of
opinion has been given by tbe votes which have been
polled in favor of the Scott Act, that in a large number of
counties the Scott Act has been passed, and that by large
majorities.'It is often contended on the other side that a
majority of the votes were not polled in those counties, and,
although a majority of the votes polled are in favor of the
Act, the total vote is not expressed. I do not myself give
much weight to that argument, because if that were applied

Ma. WooD (Brookville).

it might be said that a great many hon.members of this House
were not representing a majority of their constituents. I sub-
mit, however, that the expression of the vote given on the
Scott Act is by no means evidence that the country is ripe for
total prohibition. It is rather what ias taken place since
this Act has come into force, what has been the result as to
the enforcement of the Act, what success has attended its
operation, that bas to be considered. Although the Act is
not in force in the county in which I live, yet we had the
Dankin Act there, and that was an entire and complete
failure, so complate that the leading temperance people
asked to have it repealed; and although the Soott Act is
not in force in my county, it is in force in every county
adjoining mine, and I have had an opportunity of travelling
through all these counties, L can speak of it from my personal
observation, and I say that the Canada Temperance Act is
an entire failure. I do not think that, in any of the counties
I have been in, I have seen any difference, in appearance at
any rate, in the way in which liquor is bought and sold from
the condition of aflairs where they have the license system.
Then I submit that the open failure of the law in that res-
pect is conclusive evidence that public opinion is not in
accord with the spirit of that Act, 1 would not ask that the
majority of the people should be willing and ready to lay
information against transgressors of that Act in order to
prove that public opinion was in accord with it, but I
would ask that those who are the strong advocates of it,
like the bon. gentleman for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson),
the strong temperance advocates who speak throughout
the country should not be, ashamed or afraid of public
opinion, and when they sec breaches of the Act committed,
that they should have the manliness and courage to lay
information bafore the proper parties, and courageously
attend and give their evidence against the violators of the
law. Whenever the Act reaches that stage, whenever we
find through this country, I do not say a majority of the
people, but a reasonably large number of men, who are
willing to face public opinion and take that stand, then, I
say, we shall have some evidence that the Act is in accord
with public opinion. Therefore, so far as the original motion
of my hon. friend from North Lanark is concerned, I must
say that it does not meet my approval. Bat, on the
other hand, when I consider whia will be the effects
of the two amendments, I must say that they also fall
far short of what I consider proper legislation. When the
temperance people asked this House for total prohibition,
we gave then this optional measure; and now, were that
option taken away from them they would say they had not
had a proper opportunity of testing it. The question has
been asked whether the responsibility of enforcing this law
should rest upon this Goverument or upon the Local Govern-
ments; and between the two we se that very little action
has been taken by aither Government. But what would the
temperance people of Ontario say if, after they have obliged
the Local Government to take action, and to provide the
machinery, as it were, for enforcing this Act, we were to
step in and say: We will repeal it; we will not allow it to
be enforced by the machinery which the Local Govern ment
has provided. Therefore I say that such legislation would
be vicions in its character and demoralising in its effect.
But what I say in reference to the total repeal of the Act
may be said also in reference to the introduction of what is
oommonly known as the wine and beer clause. I do not
think it would have the effect, as some hon. gentlemen con.
tend, of totally wiping out the Act, because 1 believe that a
limited license might be enforced as well as a complote
license; but it would have the effect that where people have
voted under the Scott Act for prohibition in any county, it
would allow the sale of wino and beer against the will of
the majority who las adopted that Act. It is for these
resons that while I cannot support the original motion,
neither can I support either of the amendments.
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Mr.. BÉCHARD. I wish to explain to the House the

position which I assume with regard to the original motion
and the two amendments. I do hope that the main reso-
lution, which has given rise to this debate, and which, if
adopted, would form the basis of a corcion Bill, will not
receive the assent of this House. Temperance is a virtue,
and, in my humble judgment, like all other virtues, its prao-
tice may be botter promoted and encouraged by moral
suasion than by coercion. I do not consider that the great
mass of the people are so addicted to drunkenness that we
ought to declare that there is no other remedy than a
resort to total prohibition, nor do I believe that the
practice of any virtue can be promoted by Act of Par-'
liament. Let the friends of temperance preach it, lot the
ministers of the different Christian religions preach temper-
ance to their people, and let the friends of temperance
form associations to encourage those who abuse liquor8 to
join them, and they will receive the sympathies of every
respectable man in the community, because those are land-
able actions. But when you attempt to legislate upon this
question, and to prohibit the manufacture and importation
of liquor into this country, I say that yon interfere with
the individual liberty of every man, and you have no more
right to dictate to me what I shall drink than what I shal
eat. Sir, I can speak for my own county, and I think I can
speak for the whole Province of Quebec-at loast for the
rural districts, if not for the large cities-and I hold that
throughout the whole Province drunkenness is not so
general as to justify the enactment of prohibitory legisla-
tion. I represent a county composed of sober men, and I
am not prepared to say here by my vote that they are a
band of drunkards, who need to be restrained by coercive
legislation. My county is composed of sober men, and,
with very few exceptions, they all take a small glass, or
what we call the social glass, but I say emphatically and
truly that cases of drunkenness in my county are exceedingly
rare. Cases may happen on certain occasions, but very
soldom, and the very people who fall into that weakness,
by accident, are the first ones to regret it the next day. It
is well known that a great progress in temperance has been
going on in society for a number of years. To-day, it is a
disgrace in the eyes of the public for anyone to be intoxi-
cated. The people in my county, and I think it is so
throughout the Province of Quebec, drink mostly beer, and
a man must drink half a gallon of beer before ho can
get drunk. I do not see any great objection to drink.
ing beer; so I say that there has been a constant pro-
gress going on in a moral sense, and I think it will be botter
to leave that matter alone, let that progress continue as it
will continue in the natural course of things, instead of en-i
deavoring to hasten it unduly by the pressure of a prohibi-
tory law. A prohibitory law might harm the cause of
temperance, because it might indispose what I believe to be
the majority of the people against those who profess to be its
friends. I do not believe the majority of the people are
in favor of prohibition. It is said, however, that the people
are ripe for it. But, if so, why has not the Scott Act
been adopted in more counties than have adopted it?
Only a small proportion of the counties in the Dominion
have adopted the Act, and this fact does not show that the
majority of the people are in favor of a prohibitory law.
The majority of the members of this House might favor
such a law, but that would. not necessarily prove that the
people were in favor of it. A proposition has been submit-
ted to repeal the Scott Act, or in other words, a proosition
that would involve the repeal of the Scott Act. I am op-
posed to that amendment. I think that Act was passed as
a concession to the temperance people of this country, and
should not be repealed. I repeat that that Act was
given to the temperance people as a concession, and they
should be satisfied with it until the people of the
country at large have manifestly exhibited their wishes

in favor of a prohibitory law by petitions sent to
this House in a manner so as to convince the
House that they want such a measure. But I do
not believe the people of this country desire such a
law; on the oontrary, a large maiority of the people are
opposed to such an enactment. The State of Maine has been
quoted, and the House is aware that a prohibitory law has
existed there for the last thirty years. But everything has
not been said about the State of Maine. There drug store.
keepers are licensed to sell liquor on certain conditions. If,
however, you go there you will find that they sell to every
one who wants liquor. The only difference, therefore, is that
the druggist sells at very high pries and is able to acquire
a fortune in a shorter time than elsewhere. Go to Vermont
and observe the state of things thore. I went thor, last
year with a party of excursionists. I had not been in the
hotel more than a half an hour when a person came to me
and said in a whisper: "There is more than ice water to
be had here." I went round to another part of the house,
and off the vestibule there was a large room completely
filled with barrels and bottles containing liquor of
ali kinds. I went to two places in Vernont, and
I found the same state of things at every place. These
facts show that a prohibitory law does not prevent
the sale of liquor, it may limit it perhaps; but it certainly
affords the means for druggists and others to make comfort-
able fortunes in a short time. I will conclude my remarks
as I commenced them. I think temperance is a virtue, and
that the best means to inculcate, promote and encourage
that practice is moral suasion. It is, of course, said that
drunkenness is a vice, and that means should be resorted to
for prohibiting it. We have the ordinary laws of the
country, which deal with any kind of disorder. But some
people would like to remove what they call the cause of
drunkenness-to remove ali alcoholic liquors. Those people
should not forget that there are other vices prevailing iu the
community, perhaps of a worse character than drunken.
ness, and prevailing on a large scale. But I suppose that,
if they should propose to remove the cause, they would not
find it an easy task. The ordinary laws of the country,
which have been passed to provent and repress disorder,
should undoubtedly be put in force, and, if the laws are not
sufficiently stringent, they should be made more strict in
order to b. effective; but do not expect to make the people
sober by Act of Parliament.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. McMULLEN. I desire to offer some remarks on the
motion moved by the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamie.
son), as I do not desire to record a silent vote on this very
important question. The question of prohibition is one
which has been discussed in the country at considerable
length, and I think it is but right that this House should
give au expression of opinion upon that issue. I am sorry
te say that the Scott Act has not given entire satisfaction
in the county from which I come, but as the people have
the power in their own hands, and if they are so disposed,
can rescind the Act at the expiration of three years, I do
not think it would be wise on my part to vote for the repeal
of the Act; and I question the wisdom of any hon. member
of this louse, coming from a constituency where the Scott
Act is in force, voting inl favor of rescinding that Act. If
the Act itself did not provide for its being rescinded by the
vote of the people, I might possibly, under circumstances
such as exist at the present time in my own county,
be induced to vote for its being rescinded. I notice
that the county council of my county, who have just
adjourned a day or two ago, passed a resolution in favor of
rescinding the Scott Act, by a vote of 21 to 16; but as the
municipal elections last year were not held on the question
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of temperance, or on the Scott Act, I cannot allow myself
to be guided in this matter by the expression of our county
council. When a majority of the people express their
view8 in favor of the Scott Act, I felt it my duty to follow
the course indicated by my constituency, or else resign. I
am sorry to admit that the Act has not given entire satis.
faction. There are many reasons why it has not been
entirely satisfactory. In the first place, it is very hard to
get a man who is disposed to go around the country and
take the necessary stops in order to secure prosecutions.
There are very few who are willing to give evidence
which will enable a police magistrate to impose fines, and
I should be glad indeed t see some amended provisions
to the Scott Act. I balieve it is wrong that the hotel-
keeper should be the only party fined. I know that in
sections where the Scott Act is in force there are many men
who voted for that measure, but who, I havo no doubt,
will afterwards go to the hotel.keepers and try to induce
them to break the law. That is a deplorable condition
of things, and I think the Act should be amended so
that fines should ho imposed on the man who buys the
liquor as well as on the man who sells it, for I believe such
an amendment would doter a great many of such people
from buying liquor, and thereby inducing hotel-keepers to
break the law. But my reason for voting for prohibition is
simply this, that I do not believe we can ever rid ourselves
of the abuse of spirituous liquors as long as wo sanction its
manufacture and importation. If it is an evil that we really
want to get rid of, I do not believe we can get rid of it by
the system of local option we have at the presont moment.
I do not believe the Scott Act is going to accomplish what
we expected it would accomplish, and I should like to see
the people of the Dominion permitted by a plebiscite to
dispose of the whole question of whether they are prepared
for prohibition or not. I think the people are the proper
parties to apply to in such a matter, and it is for them to
say whether they are prepared for prohibition or not. I
do not think any system of prohibition will ever be brought
into force in this country unless the people declare in favor
of prohibition, and I am willing to give them an opportun-
ity of doing so. I would prefer prohibition to the
Scott Act, simply because I think the Scott Act bas
not accomplished what was expected, but in the
meantime I cannot bring myself to vote for the repeal of the
Scott Act, in face of my constituency having adopted it. I
notice that the hon. gentleman who brought in the resolu-
tion gave notice, as early as the 23rd of April, of an amend-
ment to the Scott Act, but that Bill has never been read
yet. I think if he was honestly sincere in briDging in that
amendment he should bave had it at a more advanoed stage
than it is in now, at this period of the Session. 'There are
some provisions of that amendment which I think are very
good, and somae which are objectionable; but I think it is
our duty, as long as the people are in favor of the Scott Act,
to give every facility to enforce it. The Scott Act works
botter in some municipalities than it does in others, but just
because it may not work so well in my own county as it may
in others, I have no desire to deprive other counties of its
provisions. In those conuties where it has been the means
of doing good and suppressing the use of intoxicating
liquors, it has undoubtedly been an advantage, but if we
voted hr to repeal it we would be depriving the people of
those counties of the advantages they have secured
under the Act. I should like to have heard the
leader of the Government say something on this
important question. I think it is a question which de-
serves, at least, some expression of opinion from the leader
of the Government. We have heard some views expressed
by the temperance member of the Cabinet, but at the same
time we all fully understand the position ie occupies in the
Cabinet-that ho speaks only for himself. He is neot the
leader of the Government, and, consequently, his opinions

Ms. MÇMULTLEN.

and views are only the opinions and views of the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries and not of the Cabinet. I would like
to hear the leader of the Government give the House some
explanations as to the position the Government occupies on
this question. I hope they will not divide up into twos and
threes, the sarne as they did on some other questions in this
House. I do consider this a very important question; it is
one which the people of this country have taken up, and it bas
no doubt received very careful consideration at the handas of
a large circle of the people of this Dominion. But
when a question reaches that point which shows that
the people of the country are sincerely anxious with
regard to it, when the several religions denomina-
tions have taken it up, and the several important
bodies which are advocating temperance measures in this
country are taking it up, I think in such a case the leader
of the Government should express some opinion as to the
course of the Government upon it. I expected that the
leader of the Government would have spoken to-day, after
the question had been called three times, when I expected
every moment that the members would be brought in to
record their votes, but though the leader of the Governmont
was in the House he did not rise to express his views. I
hope we will have the advantage of his advice. I am sure
the people are looking forward to his expressing an opinion
on this question, and I feel sure that they wil not be satisfied
without his getting up and manfully expressing his views on
this important question. Now, I do not wish to detain this
House any further. I desired to give the resons why I shall
vote as f intend to do. I shall undoubedtly vote for
the motion of the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson)
in favor of prohibition, believing that it is mach botter than
the Scott Act, and believing that we shall never accomplish
what we expect to accomplish unless we get prohibition. I
shall not vote to repeal the Scott Act, simply because my
county has not done so. When my county votes to repeal
the Scott Act, it wili be time enough for me to alter my
views on that question and vote against the Scott Act, but
not till thon.

Mr. McNEILL. If we have not had the benefit of the
views of the right lon, leader of the Governument on this
question, we have had, at all avents, the next best thing:
we have had the benefit of the views of the bon. member
for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) the present leader
of the Opposition. I had not intended to say auything on
this question, and, as it is, I shall not occupy th time of
the House more than a very few moments; bat, in the
present condition of things, i do not feel that I eau give a
silent vote on this subject. In the first place, I feel that it
is almost incumbent upon me to say a word or two in
defence of some statements made by my lon, friand from
the east riding of Bruce (Kr. Cargill). My hon. f riend has
given the House, in a very practical, and, I think, very
interesting way, the benefit of facts in regard ta this matter
which he could himself vouch for as having fallen under his
own observation; and I do venture to say that if there be any
one thing more than another in connection with this question
which we in this House and the public require, it is reliable,
well-authenticated facts, and that is what my hon. friend
from East Bruce gave us. My hon. friend told us that ho
had been a strong advocate of the Scott Act. He
gave us his resons for that, and he gave us the
resons why he had come to the conclusion that
in advocating the Scott Act he had made a mis-
take, and why he now asked this House to repeal that
Act. Those, I think, wore valuable statements on the part
of my hon. friend; but scarcely had he rosumed his seat
when my hon. friend the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
rose in his place and poured a regular broadside into my
hon. friend from East Bruce. We know very vel that the
Minister of Fisheries and those who agree with him in hie
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views on this quetion have been heretoere the principal
exponents of facte in connection with this matter in this
House, and we know that the hon. Minister of Fisheries
does not like to have poachers u:pon his preserves. I for
my part do not blame him for that, as I believe most true
Canadians will say so, that so long as he pege away at the
poachers, may his shadow never grow les. But I confess
that when I heard seome of the blood-eurdling threats hurled
acros the floor of the House by an hon. member a little
pugilietio in his proclivities, and coming fromn a constituenoy
that we were toid, on the authority of the hon. Minister of
OCstoms, wa a rather combative and pugilistic constituency
-when I hard those threats hurled across the House at my
hon. friend, I began to b. afraid that peace with honor, in
so far as it concerned those important matters which were
under the charge of my friend, ws beginning to look a little
fishy. At allevents, I thought those of us who looked towards
my hon. friend for a supply of fry for our inland waters
might soon find ourselves in a considerable stew. At least,
it would eemn that all the fat was in the fire. Now, Mr.
Speaker, 1 do think that a more unfortunate ending of our
dispute with our neigh bors to the south, with reference to
our fisheries, could scarcely ho imagined than that my hon.
friend the Minister of Fisheries should fall a victim to the
vengeance of hon. gentlemen opposite. In fact, I think ho
will bear me out in the statement that so impressed was I
with his danger, that I suggested to him at the time the advis-
ability of his having a body-guard provided for his defence.
We all know that hon.gentlemen opposite have been maki ng
a dead set at my hon. friend for some time past; but I most
sincerely hope, for the sake of our fry, for the sake of our
fieh, and for the sake of our fame, that they will not press
their persecution to such a tragical conclusion as aiemed to
be threatened the other night; for if the policy of hon.
gentlemen opposite on the fishery question is the assassina-
tion of the hon. Minister of Fisheries, I venture to say that
the people of the Dominion will not altogether approve of
their policy. But while I approve very much indeed of my
hon. friend protecting the premises under his control from
poachers, I do not at all believe in his pouring broadsides
into friendly fishermen in the prosecution of their daily
calling. My hon. friend from East Bruce bad, in the course
of his researches with reference to the Canada Temperance
Act, fished for us some very interesting and important
facto; but no sooner were those facts in place befor. tha
Houe than the hon. Minister of Fisheries began to carp at
them. I think this was really rather two hard upon my
hon. friend. My hon. friend had told us very frankly that
before the establishment of a tavern in the village ofOCargill
h. had not been troubled wiLh drunkennees in that village,
and ho has told us further that after the population of the
village of Oargill had so increased that it was necessary to
provide a place of public refreshment, he was troubled
with drunkenness among his people. Thereupon my hon.
friend the Minister of Fisheries seized upon this statement,
and proceeded to argue that this was the most absolute proof
that my hon. friend from est Bruce should be more than
ever a 'supporter of the Soott Act, bcause, he said, so long
as there was no opportunity for drinking there was no
drinking, but so soon as the opportunity for drinking was
afforded, drunkenness eommenced. Well, that is just what
I understood to be the very reason which influenced my
hon. friend in supporting the Scott Act in the first instance.
I do not think that it is a proposition that requires very
much argument to establish, that where thora is no oppar-
tunity for drinking, no drinking will take place. That, I
think, is a pretty plain proposition. But what my hon.
friend for Hast Bruce (Kr. Cargill) said was this, that after
the Scott Act had been introduced, he found, very much to
his surprise, that the opportunities for drinking had not
been re«oved; that driuking still continued in spite of and
in defance of the law of the land, and that the condition.

of Bruce oounty, after the introduction of the Sott Act,
was worse than its condition in respect of drinking before
the introduction of the Aot. He went further, and said
that the introduction of the Scott Act had not decreased,
but, on the contrary, had very much increased the oppor.
tunities for drinking. Well, thon, an hon, gentleman
opposite started up, and said that the reson why the
Scott &ct had net been auccessful in the est riding of
Bruce, was because the people of that riding being
largely German and of German extraction, were not au
sympathy with the Act. Now, I beliove that is very
likely to be the case. I believe that unless there be
an overwhelming majority of the people in any district
in which the Act is introduccd, in sympathy with the
Act, and not only in sympathy, but enthusiasticall
in sympathy with it, the Act eau nover be enforce,
Then comes the question: If you have such a majority of
the people in sympathy, and enthusiastically in sympathy
with the Act, in any given locality, is there any need in
that locality for the Act at all? But thei hon. gentleman
who, on the opposite aide of the House, attacked my hon.
friend from East Bruce, went further, and said my hon.
friend had no right to spoak with regard to the county of
Bruce, but only with regard to that riding which he himaelf
represented. I venture to inform the hon. gentleman that
in that statement hoeis altogother mistaken, for my hon.
friend is very froquently in the north riding of Bruce, and
has a good opportunity of judging the action of the
Scott Act in that riding. I eau substantiate what ho
said with regard to the effect of that Act in the
north riding of Bruce itself. I do not think it comes alto-
gether in very good taste from an hon. member of this
House to call in question a statemont as to fact of another
hon. member, who is in a position to judge more accuratoly
as to the facts than is the hon. gentleman who criticises his
utterances. So far as I am concerned, I feol it te be my
duty on this occasion to say distinctly that the simple,
unadulterated, unexaggerated truth ie that, so far as the
county of Bruce is concerned, the Scott Act has been aun
utter and lamentable failuare. I entirely endorse what my
hon. friend has said in reference to that matter. Whether
the appointing of a police magistrate or of other officere
might have the effoct of making that Act more effective, I
am not prepared to say, but I am propared to say that for
so far, and carried out as iL hu been, the Act is a complete
dead letter in the county of Bruee. It is even worse. I
may just instance the village of Wiarton, near which I
live mysolf. lu that village there were, before the
passing of the Soott Act, some four or five places
where intoxicating liquor could be purohased, but onfy st
winter I was informed by several people, on whose statoment
I could thoroughly roly, and some of whom ad been sup.
porters o the Act, that there were now, not four or ive,
but over twenty places where intoxicating liquor is sold in
the village of Wiarton. Notwithstanding this, I am unable
to support the resolution of my hon. friend or any of the
motions at present before the House-either the main motion
itself or either of the motions in amendment ; and for this
reason: bocause those rosolutions, if we give effeot te them,
will interfère with the right which we have declared that
the people posses in reference to these mattero, the right,
namely, that the people should be consulted directly as te
logisiation of this sort. This House bas corme to the conclu-
sion that it is a somewhat serions tbing to decree what the
people shall be precluded from eating or drinking; and
this Houso has, for years pased, procoeded upon the
principle that it shall bu left to the people themselves,
to decide, by direct vote, whether or not they will
have fnrther restrictive legislation with reference te
the selling of intoxicating liquor. Now, it may be very
well open to question whether that course was a wise
ourse or not; but, so long as the principle has beena o.
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cepted, so long as it has been acted upon for many years,
anUd so long as the people have taken advantage largely of
the powers thus conferred upon them, I cannot see my way,
by supporting this main resolition, to take from the people
that right which we have said they ought to possess, and
thus run the risk of forcing upon the people prohibitive
legislation against their will. For precisely the same rea-
son, I cannot support the amendment of my hon. friend,
which would repeal the Act which the people have them-
selves adopted by virtue of this very same right that we
have conferred upon them, and upon which, in my own
county, they will have an opportunity of voting in the course
of this year, and upon which, I believe, in every county in
the Province of Ontario in which the Act is in force, the
people will have an opportunity of voting next year. So
far as the proposition of my hon. friend for Jacques Cartier
(Mr. Girouard) is concerned, proceeding upon the same
principle, I am prepared to treat it just as I would treat
the resolution as to prohibition. I am prepared to support
a motion, leaving that question as to light wines and
beer to be decided by direct vote of the people, and I am
prepared to support a resolution leaving the question of
prohibition to be decided upon by a direct vote of the peo-
ple. This, so far as my light goes, is the only logical
position we can assume, situated as we are, with reference
to this question, unless we are prepared to take from the
people that liberty in reference to these matters which we
have conferred upon them, and, so far as I am concerned, i
do not see my way to doing that.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron), Tho Scott Act was adopted
by the large majority of 1,600 in the county of Huron.
I agree with the principle that the people should bo
in strong sympathy with the Act before they carry it
out, and the vote cast by the ratepayers of the county of
Huron showed they were in strong sympathy with the Act.
There is, however, another necessity, and unless that other
necessity is fulfilled, it is utterly impossible for the Act to be
enforced. And that is that all the officials who should be
appointed to carry out the Act should be strongly in sym-
pathy with it. One reason why I have risen is to show
that the officiais we had in the county of Huron were not
in sympathy with the Act, but were opposed to its being
carried out. At the time the Scott Act came into force in
the county of Huron, there was a Bill brought into the
Senate called the Wine and Beer License Act. It was
passed by the Senate, was sent to this Chamber, was
amended here, was sent back to the Senate, was sent back
to the House of Commons, and back to the Senate again.
The people in the county of Huron felt that as long as this
matter was not determined, the Scott Act was a dead letter
and could not be carried ont. At the June meeting of the
county council a motion was carried asking the warden
and clerk to memorialise the Lieutenant Governor to
appoint a police magistrate for the county of Huron, pro-
vided that the wine and beer clauses were not passed. But
the warden was so bitterly opposed to the Scott Act that
he put his veto upon that action of the county council of
Huron and did not send the requisition to the Lieutenant
Governor. lu fact, ho did everything possible to prevent
the Scott Act being enforced in the county of Huron. He
was also one of the commissioners appointed to carry out
the Act, and twelve months ago a deputation of the Scott
Act people went before the county council and asked them
to appoint a police magistrate. Two of the commissioners
and the inspector for the west riding of Huron appeared
also before the county council in opposition to the appoint-
ment of a police magistrate. A discussion took place which
showed that in five of the first cases which were taken to
the inspector for him to accept an information, he refueed
to take an information or to have anything to do with
the cases; private individuals took thos five cases up and

Mr. McNJLL.

lodged the information before an ordinary justice of the
peace; the cases were tried, and out of the five cases
three convictions were secured. This showed that the
officials in office in the county of Huron were not in sym-
pathy with the Act, and were determined, as far as their
action went, to make it a failure. I have no doubt that the
action taken by them in that county was taken by the officials
generally under the McCarthy Act and under the Scott
Act where it was passed. This is one of the reasons why
the Scott Act has not been successful in the county of
Huron. For the first two months after it became the law
of the land, you could go into almost any hotel in the
county of Huron and could not get intoxicating liquor until
it was found out that the officials winked at the violation of
the law. The Scott Act has never had a fair opportunity,
and it is only at the present time being put into proper
working since the Local Government has taken it in hand
to enforce; and in two of the ridings of Huron it is as well
enforced as any law which is on the Statute-book. The
people give the Scott Act a strong support. The people
wish to have an opportunity to fully try it, and I say, with-
out fear of successful contradiction-or at least this is my
belief-that the Government which rules in this Hlouse of
Commons has done everything possible to make that Act a
dead letter by appointing officials all over the country
who were not in sympathy with that Act. No Government
that appoints officials who are opposed to any Act does
justice to the people of any country over which they pre-
side. With reference to the amendment in regard to wine
and beer, the action of the county council of Huron, in
instructing the warden and clerk to memorialise the Lieu-
tenant Governor in the event of that provision not becoming
law, shows that they bolieve that, if such a law was enacted,
the Scott Act would be a dead letter. So I believe, and
therefore, I cannot vote for that amendment to the main
motion. With respect to prohibition, a great many through-
out the length and breadth of the land believe that, if the
Scott Act is passed in two or three counties, and there is
one county in the centre in which it is not passed, it can-
not be enforced, as the county in which it does not exist can
make it a dead letter in the others. Some say that prohibi-
tion is an infringemement of private right. We cannot
live in a civilised community without certain private rights
being infringed upon, In an uncivilised state, a man roams
over the length and breadth of the land at pleasure, but in a
civilised community he cannot trespass upon his neighbor's
land. In a civilised community yon cannot indecently
expose your person without violating the laws of the land,
and it becomes the duty of the Government-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Hon. gentlemen may laugh,
but 1 will make this observation, that they pass laws to
punish those who do not properly support their wives and
families, those who become drunk and disorderly, and, if it
is right for the Government to pass such laws, as it cer-
tainly is, it cannot be beyond their duty to pass a law to
prevent that which causes men to violate such laws more
than all other causes put together. As to infringing upon
private rights, a Government has a right to enact such pro.
visions against members of a community as the moral sense
of the the best members of the com munity wish to place upon
themselves. I have never met a single individual who said
he was sorry that ho had not drunk more liquor or had not
caused the community to drink more liquor to demoralise
themselves; but, when men get more advanced in life, and
take a backward view of their actions, there is not a well
constituted mind in the country but considers that ho has a
duty to perform to the country of his adoption or birth, and
that is to do everything he can to forward the morality
and the industry of the people; and I say that there is no
element which does so mach to cause idleness and to do
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away with the fruits of industry as intoiicating liquor. Ai
te the amount of revenue which we receive from intoxicat-
ing liquors-86,000,000 will cover the whole amount, I think
-the question is often asked what will Canada do as far as
revenue is concerned if we pass a prohibitory law. Well
at the prosent time, as I understand, the drink bil
of Canada is about $27,000,000. Some put it as high
as 833,000,000. Provided that amount of money was
net spent upon tiquor, a great amount of it would go to
purchase dutiable goods, which would be of more benefit to
the community, and the money invested in that traffic would
be invested in linos of trade net so injurious to the country
as the liquor traffic. Taking all that into consideration, I
onnnot but vote for the main motion of the hon. member
for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), considering that, when I
do that, I vote for a measure in the interests of the people
of the Dominion of Canada.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am not at a loss how te vote
in this case. We have throe distinct propositions before the
House. The first is a motion of the hon. momber for 19orth
Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) in favor of prohibition; the next i
the amendment to the Scott Act by allowing the sale of wine
and beer in Scott Act counties; the third is an amendient
te repeal the Scott Act altogether. Now, with regard to
the amendment to the amendment, I, for one, cannot sup.
port it. The people in these constituencies have voted for
that moasure, and they have a right to a fair trial of it,
besides I do net believe it is in the interest of those opposed
to prohibitory law that this Act should be repealed. Why,
Sir, if ycu repeal it now, you put the most powerful weapon
possible in the hands of those who are in favor of the Act,
because yen would give them a chance to say truly that the
Act never had a fair trial, thatif they had had more time they
could have made it a success. Having adopted this Act, I
think they have a right te a fair trial te sec whether
they can make it successful or not. I am one of those
who look upon the Scott Act as a more tentative moasure,
morely an experiment, in order to see whether the
country is ready for prohibition, and I believe that
the ultimate object of those who support the Scott
Act, is the total prohibition of the traffl. Then
with regard te the amendment itself, which is to allow the
sale of wine and boer, I take the same objection to it.
Poople have adopted the Scott Act pure and simple, they
have adopted it as it stands on the Statute-book, and we
have no right te stop in now and mutilate it, and change
it from what it was when they adopted it. On one hand
we have been told that the Scott Act is a success, on the
other hand we have heard it was not a success, that it is a
total failure. The hon. member for West Lambeon (Mr.
Lister) for whose judgment and intelligence I have the
most profound respect, says that it is just as easy te carry
out the Scott Act as it js te carry out any other penal law.
Now, I submit that roason and fact are both opposed te
that ground. There is no parallel between the two cases,
there is no resemblance between thom. In the case of of-
fonces against the criminal law, such for example, as viola-
tions of the law against theft, violations of the law against
murders, or against perjury, and so on, the universal com-
mon feeling of the community is in favor of those laws. Even
the criminal standing at the bar to receive sentence for steal-
ing, never for a moment thinks of questioning the justice of
the law under which ho bas been condemned. But with
reference te a prohibitory law, the case is entirely different.
Let me draw the attention of the House for a moment te
the elements of society which yen have te take into account
in estimating the results of a law of that description
and its chances of success. First of all, there is a
pretty large section of the community who are what
we call teetotalers from principle, men who, on prin-
ciple, abstain from the use of intoxicating drinks alto-.

118.

s gether, and who are anxious to have their friends and
- neighbors do the saine thing. Now, [ submit, that if a large

majority of the community were of that opinion and practice,
s it wbuld be a very simple matter to carry out a prohibitory
, law, and, if the great mass of the people were of that prao-
l tice, a prohibitory law would not be needed, the people
i would bo a law to themselves. But, unfortunately for the
s law, that class is not by any means in the majority. I

speak advisedly, judging from my own observation and
from information, when I say that those who abstain strictly

1 from the use of intoxicating liquor, and who can be depended
upon to help carry out a law of that description, are not by
any means in a majority, and how is it with the rest of the
community? Yon have behind them a very large clsus of

L good, honest people, who believe it is no harm to take a
little intoxicating liquor, but who will vote for a probibitory
law simply because they have some friends, some acquaint-
ances, or, it may be, members of their own family, about
whom they are anxious; and above all they want to be on
the right side of a moral question. All those mon will

i vote for a prohibitory law, but they vote to prohibit other
s pople, not themselves. They have no intention of pro-

ahibiting themselves; they intend to take a drink, if tiey
desire to do so, when they can get it; and I am a little
afraid that sometimes, when the law bas been passed,
some of them do not scruple to violate it in order to get
a drink. You cannot expect any very strenuous support of

, a prohibitory law from that class of people. Thon you
1 have a further large class who do not believe in prohibitory

legislation at all. They hold that it is an infringement of
their rights as individuals to dictate to them what they
shall drink or what they shall not drink; and when you
endeavor to carry out the law you have the active and
energetic opposition of all this class. And then, super-
added to these, you have a large class whoso property
has been depreciated or, perhaps, ruined by the intro-
duction of the law; whose occupation bas been taken
away from them, and who have been nearly ruined
by it; and you have their active opposition and their
bitter enmity to contend with in carrying out a law
of that description. When you take these elements
into consideration, you can see at once that there is no
parallel between a prohibitory law and other penal laws.
Now, Sir, so far as regards the motion before the House, I
must say that I cannot support it in its present shape. I
say, and I state it advisedly, that I believe that it would
perpotrate a great injustice to a large, respectable and
deserving portion of the community, and I hold that any
prohibitury measure, to be of any use, muet be total, it muet
suppress the manufacture and sale of the traffl in intoxi-
cating drinks. And I submit that we cannot do that with-
out interfering with private property, without ruining them
in their property and business, and before you do that you
must provide some means for a fair eompensation for the
injury you have done them. That is the ground I take,
and no measure that does not provide for that, can I in
justice support. Why, Sir, how stands the matter ? For
ages, ever since we have had a popular government at ail,
we have been telling these men that this is a legitimate traffic,
we have been telling them, by our legisilation, that il they
choose to invest their money in that form of property, and
to pay a certain revenue to the Government, they would
be allowed to pursue that traffic unmolested. Have we any
right to turn round now and confiscate thoir property that
we bave encouraged them to invest in ? So, Sir, I cannot
vote for any measure to destroy their property without
giving adequate compensation. I know that it is objected,
that sometimes the same thing is done by limiting the
number of those who are allowed to sell, but I submit-that
is not done in this House. That Le a matter of municipal
legislation; the municipalities have a right to do it, but
this House has no right to legislate in that direction, and
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we are not obliged to be guided in our legislation by these
municipalitios. If they do what is wrong, that is no reason
why this House shoald follow their example. Again, v, ith
regard to the observation made that those engaged in the
trade are not entitled to compensation because of the evils
inflicted on society; I hawe heard it stated on many plat.
forrrs that those mon lad done wrong to society and are
not entitled to compensation. I submit that you can never
make an act right by doing a wrong, you never can rectify
a wrong by doing another. Those mon have been on-
couraged to invest thoir means in that business by the
legislation of ages past, and we have no right to come
down upon them now and confiscato their property. Look
at the immense sums invested in the manufacture of intoxi-
cating liquor throughout this country. Men have invested
ail thoir means, they may be in debt; if you pass a law of
that kind you destroy totally the value of their plant, you
reduce the value of their buildings to a minimum, becauso
in nost cases they arc iot fit for anything else. Thon in
regard to the rotail traffic, by hotel-keepers for instance.
I know cases where mon, encouragod by the laws of the
country, have invested in valuable property, have paid a part
of the amount and are in debt for the rest. If Parliament
passes a prohibitory law without granting compensation it
will destroy their interest in that capital and make beggars
of them. Have we a right to do that? I say we have not.
It is said that those mon have had sufficient warning. I
reply that the warning has been the other way. It is over
thirty years since the first attempt was made to pass prohibi-
tory legislation, and although those years have rolled away,
yot only one state, the State of Maine, has made anything
like a success of the attempt at total prohibition, and they
have not succeeded in it, because I have been told by the
best and strongest authority that it is not a complete suc-
cess even there. The experience is that legislation has been
all the other way, as going to show that the business is
likely to be permanent. I have said that a measure of that
kind was unjust for it would deprive mon of their property
without giving any compensation, and it is a measure for
which I cannot vote. I believe in the good old rule, and I
believe in the authority of him who laid down the rule
that : " Whatsoever ye would that mon should do unto you,
do ye even so unto them." I believe we, as logislators, are
bound by that rule ; I believe it is our duty to legislate in,
accordance with it, and believing such to bo the case I cannot
support such injustice as would bu perpetrated by a measure
such as that proposed, unless the remedy is also provided.

Mr. PORTER. I will not detain the House at any length
by the remarks I am about to offor; but I desire to say
that this debate has developed at least one or two points
that are quite distinct and clear. One of those points is,
that several hon. gentlemen opposite rose specially for the
purpose of finding fault with the Government for their
action in regard to the temperance question and the Scott
Act. The principal point whieh could be discovered in
some of the speeches was an intentional desire to find fault
with the Government for their action in this matter. The
hon. member for South Huron (Mr. MeMillan) even travel-
led out of his way to assail the Government for acts for
which the Government were not at all responsible. He
told the House that the Scott Act was neutralised in its
action, was weakened in its effect by the acts of certain
officials of that county, officials with whom the Dominion
Government had nothing at ail to do. I wish to ask that
hon. gentleman what the Dominion Government had to do
with the appointment of the warden of Huron, with the ap-
pointment of magistrates and police and license inspectors?

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I would ask the hon gentle-
man-

Several hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr, McIMILLAN. I rise to a pont of order.

Mr. AamsaoNo.

Several hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. MoMILLAN. I say that the inspector of West Huron

was appointed by the Government-he was the inspector
under the Scott Act.

Mr. SPEAKER. That is not a point of order.

Mr. McMILLAN. I want to make an explanation.
Some hon. MEMBE RS. Order, order.
Mr. PORTER. Tho Dominion Government had nothing

to do with his appointment. Hon. gentlemen opposite at-
tempt to make political capital out of every subject discussed
in this House. I protest against such a course. This question
is a great national question, and should be discussed as such.
It is one to which we should give our best attention; and why
cannot hon. gentlemen, for a single moment, forget their
partitanship and discuss it on its own merits ? I will not
endeavor to discuss the nature of the principles involved in
the resoltition of the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamie-
son). I think, from the speeches delivered, it is manifest
that hon. members, with very few exceptions, assent to the
principle involved in it, that is that total abstinence would
be best for all. The other question before us is as to the
advisability of the present House enacting some prohi-
bitory legislation that would prevent the manufacture,
importation and sale of liquor, so that it might not be used
as a beverage in this country at all; and it is to that point
I will very shortly direct the attention of the louse, and
give the reasons for the vote I arn about to give. On this
question hon. gentlemen have put forward two distinct
propositions; the first is that this Parliament has a right
to enact the law; the second proposition is that this is a
good law. I will say this much, that it would certainly be
a good law if the circumstances of the case were such as to
warrant it. A good law is one which not only contains a
great and a right principle in itself, but is one which com-
mands the concurrent testimony and support of all the
people. If the principle which may be created into a law
does not fulfil those conditions, thon we as legislators of
this great Dominion should consider and weigh very clearly
and closely the reasons that should animate us in our actions,
and we should also consider how we should vote upon such
an important matter. The first proposition I grant. I be-
lieve total abstinence is best for all mon; I believe the nation
would be greatly advanced in its moral and material welfare
if total abstinence were practiced by ail men. I bolieve
still further, that the time is rapidly coming when that
principle will prevail and that practice will be common, and
when a law such as that proposed would scarcely be any
more necessary than any other law on the Statute-book,
simply to punish a few that offend against the many. But
as to the other proposition, would it be wise in us to pass a
law which had not the concurrent testimony and support
from outaide of the whole of the people ? That proposition
has been denied in the louse by the testimony of almost
every member who has spoken. Scarcely a single member
has risen to speak on this subject but ho las distinctly told
the House that partial prohibition is a failure. Some have
said that this arose from one thing, some that it arose from
another and some that the fault is due to the Government.
Sorne say the Government is the cause of it; othera say
that it is owing to the indifference of the people in support-
ing the law, but if there is one thing clearer than another,
if there is one thing proved more distinctly than another,
it is that this local option, this partial prohibition, is un-
doubtedly a failure. If that be the ease, thon how van the
best friends of temperance ask us to enact a measure
whieh will inelude the whole Dominion? But it is said
that the number of voters who have cast their ballots in
favor of this Act is so large, is so much superior in every
county to those who have voted against it, that this is a
certain, and perfect, and unmistakable proof that the people
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are in favor of the Act. It is said that out of twenty-six
mon, sixteen have voted for the law, and ton have voted
against it. I contend that that is not a tufficient measure
cf support to warrant any Government in passing a law
which shall make it obligatory on all, because, out of these
sixteen mon, how many have, perhaps, voted-not that they
have been convinced, as the hon, gentleman who bas jusi
taken his seat bas said-that it is wrong to take a glass o
liquor; not that they have been convinced that a glass of
wine or beer would be injurious to themselves, but that out
of their sympathy, out of their feelings of humanity, they
have voted in this manner for the bonofit of others. Well,
that is an intelligible motive and one that does them credit.
But here is where an error creeps in, for it is said that
these people believe that what is good for others is notgood
for themselves, and, therefore, that they are not sincere ;
that thoy wish others to restrain whilo they do not
restrain themselves. And I contend that this respectable
minority of ten out of twenty-six is sufficiently large to
cause any Government of a free country to pause before
they should apply the whips and scourges of the law to
make that minority obey. There is no doubt that wo are
passing away, certainly, from the principles and actions of a
free Government, because wo are making but a very small
majority, in a most material matter, ru!e over a very dis-
tinct and considerable minority. I think also that it is
true, Sir, that this moasure would be botter observed if the
means which were taken to obtain the sixteon out of the
twenty-six were still carried on. How bas the temperance
cause been advanced heretofore? It lias been advanced by
the principles of moral suasion. How have thoSo who are
now total abstainers and supporters of a prohibitory law
been made so? ias it been by legal enactmont? By the
coercion of the law ? No; it has been by moral suasion, by
thoir observation and conviction, by the, oducation of the
press, the pulpit and the platform; and I contend that, if
these measures are still persevered in and these means still
used, the same results will follow; and not only so, but
that an incroased measure of success wilt certainly follow,
and that which we ali dosiro, the total abstinence of our
people, will be the sure and inevitable consequence. But,
suppoEe the Governmont proposed to coerce this minority,
what would be the consequence ? Allow me to state what
was said to me by a certain gentleman in the town of
Clinton, a man who is well known for his temperance
advocacy and his strong, consistent temperance principles,
a member of the Methodist Church. In the Local election
for South Huron there were two candidates, one of whom
was known to be a temperance candidate, a most consistent
advocate of temperance principles ali his life, a member
of the Church, and a respectable momber of society,
while the other candidate was not known as a temperance
advocate. The gentleman who was a temperance man was
brought ont clearly and distinctly as a temperance can-
didate, and what was the result of that election ? The result
was that his opponent had three times the m9jority against
him that was pohed by the candidate at the previous clec-
tion. We were talking about this, and the gentleman to
whom I have referred, said : "I am sorry indleed that this
has occurred, because it will undoubtedly put back the
cause of temperance in this county for twenty years." Let
me say further, that if the Government were to attempt
the coercion of such a respectable minority by this majority,
the consequences to temperance, sobriety and the observ-
ance of the law in every place, would be most fatal and
disastrous. With reference to the Soott Act, the repeal of
the Scott Act, and the advocacy of wine and beer
licenses, I desiro to say what has been said by
other gentlemen in this House that the Scott Act
being in force in the county, part of which I have
the honor to represent, I would not consider that I was
doing my daty if I took from the people the power which

the law has placed in thoir bands. They have the right to
I repeal it if they do not desire it to remain in force, and in

this case, if the sentiment of the people is not in favor of
V the law, thon they may by their own action repeal it. Still

further, I regard the Scott Act as tentative and oducational.
I believe it is an experiment; I believe it has an oduca.
tional effect, and that if the people still continue to diseuse

f and debato with reference to the Scott Act, and all the con.
f comitants of that measure, it will have a most beneficial

effect on the public mind ; and will hasten that day which
I hope to see, when all mon will voluntarily abstain firom
intoxicating liquors. I shall, therefore, vote against the
repeal of the Scott Act, and I shall also, most decidedly, vote
against the granting of liconses for the sale of wine and
beer.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I desire to say a few words
on this question-

Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). I desire to mako an explana-
tion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, ordor.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My hon. friond might

surely bo permitted te make an oxplanation, but if there is
any objection I will move the adjournment of the Hous.

Mr. Mo MILLAN (Huron). When I spoke of the warden
he was an officer-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, ordor.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has a right to
make a personlt explanation, and I think the House will
not refuse him that right. But 1 warn him to restrict his
remarks simply to an explanation, and net to enter upon
any goneral discussion of the mattor before the bouse.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I wish only to oxplain that
the wardon was the licenso commissionor appointod by this
Government, and that ho was one of a doputation that came
before the council, after he ceasedf to bc wardon, to provent,
as far as possible, the council from appointing a police
magistrate. I said that the inspector came bofore the courn-
cil to do evei ything he could to provent thom from appoint.-
ting a police magistrate, and he refused to take an informa-
tion on five different cases whon brought bofore him, and
when those cases wore taken before a privato magistraLe,
who took tho information, ho socured throe convictions. I
said that they were officials of this Governmont at that
time.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I shall follow the usual lino
adopted by hon. members, by prormising not to make a long
speech on this subject, simply bocause the most of us desire
te bo at our homos this hot weather, and I think we should
not be kept here any longer than is absolutely necessary.
Stili, notwithstanding this desire which animates myself,
in common with other members, I cannot see this vote
taken on this important question without, at all events,
giving a reason for the way in which I shall vote myself.
I wili commence by laying down this proposition: that I
believe that if a resolution were to be proposed this evening
to this effect: Resolved, that intemperance or drankenness
is an avil, I do not bolieve there is a single indiv:dual in this
House who would vote against that. At all events, we have
not heard one, excepta few "noes " that we heard when the
hon. member for Queen's, N.S. (Mr. Freeman) was speaking
the other afternoon of the evils of intemperance. Now, if
we lay that down as a premise, I will endeavor to give my
reasons for the vote I shall give upon the question now
before us. The first is the amendment to the amendment la
effect, it is, shall the Soott Act be repealed ? Some have this
evenirig, and the other afternoon, given as a reason why they
think the Scott Act should be repeated, simply that it does not
work. I doubt very much whether, in all those couritios
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throughout the length and breadth of the Dominion where
the people resolved that the Scott Act should be tried, the
Act was enforced to the fullest extent, or to any great extent
ut all. I speak what I know; I speak from my experience
in the county I have the bonor to represent, the county of
Annapolis. That county passed the Scott Act with a large
majority very shortly after it became law. Perhaps the
hon. member for North Essex (Mr. Patterson) will say that
because that majority consisted of only about two-thirds of
the voters in the county, it could not be taken as an expres-
sion of the will of the people of that county. I differ from,
that view entirely. If that proposition is true, thon I say
that the hon. gentlemen who are in the Hfouse of Commons
to-day, are not the men who should be here to represent
thoir respective counties. I have not looked into the matter
thoroughly, but 1 am quite convinced that very few of the
mombers of this flouse recoived the majority of the votes
in their respective constituencies. Even in the cases of
those who have large majorities running up to 1,200 or
1,300, I doubt very much whether they have the majority of
the votes of the eloctors in their counties. Therefore, I say
that where large majorities were rolled up on the Scott Act,
they did of necessity speak the mind of the people; and in
the county of Annapolis the mind of the people was ex-
pressed very decidedly and emphatically in favor of the
Scott Act. As soon as the Scott Act came into operation, it
was enforcod; thore were fines bore, there and everywhere,
against rum sellers. To be sure, they had a great deal of
trouble in prosecuting the liquor doalers, but they did pros-
ecute thom; they did fine them; they did shut up their
shops. I remember the time whon I could count 21 small
rum shops in the town of Annapoliq. To-day, go there and
you can hardly find four, and those four, if they are selling at
all, are selling in the back corners of their promises, into
which they have been driven. And since I left my county,
I hear that the Scott Act is being enforced as it never was
before, and that even some of those four shops are now
ehut up, so that the Scott Act has, in effect, cornered the
liquor traffic in the county of Annapolis. It went even so
far in that county that the municipal council took it up.
The last election of the municipal councillors was run, to a
large extent, on the question, whether the rum sellers
should be prosecuted or not, and whether an inspector
should be appointed to prosecute thom ; and the very
first resolution passed in the council after the election
was that the money of the county should be used to
an unlimited extent to prosecute the rum sellers in
the county. In point of fact, they are determined to crush
out rum selling and rum drinking in that county. Now, in
the face of those facts, will any one say that there is not a
single oounty in this Dominion where the Scott Act has
not been a succesa ? And when I say that of the county of
Annapolis, I can also say it, to a great degree, of the county
of Queen's, and I think aiso of the counties of Shelburne and
Yarmouth. Hon. gentlemen from Ontario and Quebec pay
a high compliment to the counties of Nova Scotia, and
especially to the county I have the honor to represont,
wheu they say: Don't give us prohibition because the people
are not educated up to iL. I say the people of Annapolis
are educated up to prohibition; they are ready for prohibi-
tion; they are ready at any time to take the extended hand
of any and al the counties of the Dominion of Canada that
will go in for prohibition. Now, upon those facts, I shall
not vote to repeal the Scott Act. I say the Scott Act is the
larger portion of the wedge of prohibition, and it has been
driven in, at all evento, in the county of Annapolis; and for
these reasons I shall hold up both hands, if that be possible,
against the repeal of the Scott Act. Well, shall I vote
in favor of the amendment to allow light wines, aie,
and porter to be sold and imported within this Dominion
and ut the same time vote for prohibition of everything
intoxicating except them ? i say no, and for this reason;.

Mr. MILLs (Annapolis).

Suppose, the dyke builders of Holland were to build a great
dyke to keep out the waters that come in and flood their
low lands and carry away their bouses, and they left one
little spot where the waters could just creep in, which after-
wards became a hole, and ut last a larger hole until the
whole dyke was swept away, and the waters flowed over
the lands the same as before. Now, then if the dyke of
prohibition is to bo put up, and a little bole is left in it
through which ales and light wines can come in, there will
not be many years before whiskey, rum, gin, and everything
that has alcohol in it, will be swept over this country the
same as before. I know that in the county in which I live,
especially in the town of Annapolis, the effect of allowing
the sale of light wines and beer would be, that little beer
shops would crop up at every corner, with curtains in their
windows, and behind those curtains mon would go and get
their whiskey, and gin, and rum, and brandy, precisoly in the
same way as they would if they were sold under licenses;
and instead of having a peaceful town at night, instead of our
female friends being able to go through the streets unmo-
lested and uninsulted, you would have drunken rowdies on
the streets, and females insulted in the twilight, if not in broad
daylight. I bolieve that would be the effect in all the country
towns throughout the Dominion of Canada. Now,shall I vote
for prohibition? Most assuredly I shall. I shall vote for pro.
hibiting the sale and importation of spirituous liquors in this
fair Dominion of ours. Some say, oh, no; that would be an
insult to our freedom. I ask hon. gentlemen what is fro-
dom? I hold that the greatest freedom lies in restraint.
Our greatest physical freedom lies in the restraint of our
physical nature, just as we have the greatest freedom in the
laws under which we live. Therefore, if these laws are
beneficial, if they are good, if they are for the extermination
of an evil, and this rum drinking is an evil, we can
boast of being free, so far as that is concerned. People will
say this depends on moral suasion; they say, use moral
force, let the missionaries go out into this heaýhen land and
endeavor to stem the tide of intemperance, and that will be
ail that is necessary. But [ tell you, Sir, take away the
temperance laws, and the missionaries, the teachers, the
moral suasion people will have a contract on their hands
that will last for years before they will have the temper-
ance. sentiment up to the standard it has attained to-day. I
shall vote against the amendment and in favor of prohibition
on this occasion.

Mr. LAVERGNE. Although this question has bcen
thoroughly discussed, I do rot wish to give a silent vote on
this occasion. I may begin by saying that I will be happy
to vote in favor of prohibition. In the constituency I have
the honor to represent there are two counties, each of which
has adopted the Scott Act, although in those counties the
English speaking vote is only about one-fourth the entire
vote. In the county of Drummond the Scott Act bas been
carried by a majority of over 1,000, and in Arthabaska, the
population of which is almost entirely French Canadian, the
Scott Act has been carried by a majority of about 1,500, so
that judging from this the French Canadians are in favor of
prohibition. I am sure that if the Act were put to the
vote in the whole Province of Quebec, it would be carried by
a large majority. I have made a small calculation, whicb,
of course, is only an approximate one, of the economy that
would be affected by the abolition of the liquor traffic
in Drummond and Arthabaska. We have about a
dozen taverns in those counties, each of which must
give to its proprietor a yearly profit of about 81,200,
and the total profit may be accounted for by a total
sale of liquor to the extent of $50,000. That will
give you an idea of the economy that could be
effected in thoso two counties by the entire sup-
pression of this traffic. Of course, 1 cannot say that the
Act is in full operation, but we are fighting against these
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twelve tavern keepers with every prospect of success, for
the mass of the people are ready to submit to the Act as
they showed by the vast majority with which they carried
it. We, therefore, expect in a short time to carry the day
against those men, who apparently think they cannot make
a living except by selling whiskey, and will then effect the
economy I have mentioned. Besides this saving there is a
saving of time and health, and there are advantages in other
respects which I need not enumerate. As an instance of
the ovil consequences of drinking I might mention that not
more than four years ago a murder was committed near
Arthabaska, in which all the actors and even the witnesses
were more or less under the influence of liquor. What
were the consequences? A young man 32 years of age
was killed, another man was sent to penitentiary for life,
another for ton years, two others were sent to gaol, and,
after some months of detention, succeeded in getting bailed,
and finally cleared out to the States to escape trial. I
need not, howaver, attempt to enumerate any of the evil re-
sults of drinking, because these evil results are admitted by
everybody, and we only differ in regard tothe means to bc
taken to guard against this scourge. People have argued
that we cannot by law prevent the drinking of intoxicating
liquor; but I say if we are to argue this, we might as well
conclude that we cannot succeed in preventing any crime
by law. It is undoubted, however, that we can, by law,
restrict crime to a considerable extent, and to say that it is
no use trying to help ourselves by legislation against
this evil of drinking is equivalent to saying that
there is no use in our trying, by legislation, to
prevent the commission of any crime. It has been pro.
posed, in amendment to the main motion, that we should
allow the consumption of beer and wine. I am entirely
opposed to that. Beer and wine would be as bad, if not
worse, than are ardent spirits, because they would be mixed
with whiskey, and a more poisonous compound would thus
be obtained than is the whiskey pure itself. The proposal
to repeal the Scott Act is, I consider, very unfair to those
counties which have voted for the Act, and which have a
remedy in the law itself, if they wish to repeal it. That
would be taking away from them their acquired rights.
For these reasons, I am opposed to the amendments, and
will vote for the main motion.

Mr. BERGIN. It is not often that I ask the indulgence
ef this louse. It is very seldom that I trespass upon its
patience, and I must ask the hon. gentlemen to-night to
grant me indulgence while I say what I feel it is necessary1
for me to say on this question. The resolution moved by1
the hon. member for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) is not at
question of prohibition, pure and simple. The very wording1
of the resolution shows that it would be impossible in thist
country to prohibit the manufacture of liquor. The resolu-1
tion calis for the prohibition of the manufacture of ardentf
spirits, except for sacramental, medicinal, mechanical andi
scientific purposes. If we are to have prohibition, if we arei
to have a measure sufficient to prevent the manufacture and1
sale of ardent spirits, that measure must be one of total prohi-1
bition. If we permit their manufacture to any extent, and forE
any purpose, we are aiding to defeat the purpose for which(
this resolution has been proposed. Moreover, prohibition,à
as has been said by several hon. gentlemen, is an interfer.1
ence with the private rights of individuals. Now, I my-
self, on principle, am a prohibitionist, I believe in it to the@
fullest extent, even to the extent of interfering with theî
rights of individuals, but I cannot support the resolutionî
for the reason that prohibition cannot be enforced in this
country. We cannot with propriety place upon the Statute-C
book a law which cannot be enforced. We must not placet
ourselves in the position that the people of this countryt
will treat the laws which we enact here with contempt andr
set them at deirance. We cannot afford to bring about such,

a state of demoralisation in the community as the enact-
ment of a law which could not be enforoed would bring
about. Let the hon, gentlemen who propose prohibition
reflect for a moment on the long line of frontier that we
have, and on the millions of acres of forest and swamp
that we have in this country, and they will see that
it would be impossible to enforce prohibition. At this
moment, in Scott Act counties, there are thousands
of private stills, and there are handreds of farmers
in this country who, to-day, in defiance of the law,
manufacture and drink their own beer. We who live in
counties whore the Scott Act has been adopted, know what
the effect of the introduction of that Act has been. I was as
strongly in favor of the Scott Act as any man in the com-
munity, I realised, as strongly as any gentleman who has
spoken upon this subject, theo evils of intemperance, and I
felt it was my duty to make the attempt to try what virtue
there was in the Scott Act; and, although I was more than
eight hundred miles away from home forty-eight hours be.
fore the day of the vote being taken upon that Act, and
although I knew it was likely to bo injurious to my own
business, I roturned to vote for that measure. And what is
the result? The result is that drunkennesR, which was com-
paratively unknown in my county and in the town in which
I live, to-day is everywhere. We never knew what drunk.
enness was until the enactmont of the Scott Act. We had
in the town in which I lived twolve licensed hotel-keepers
previous to the introduction of the Act, and every man
of them-to thoir honor be it said-was a sober
man. No man ever knew one of thom to have been
drunk. But, to day, we not only have not twelve res-
pectable hotels, but we have from 100 to 150 unlicensed
places dealing out poison morning, noon, and night,
Sabbath day and weok day. Tbat bas been the result of
the Scott Act in the community in which I live. Every
effort has been made to seocure the enforcement of the law.
We have an honest and able police magistrate, who has
given every care and attention to the trial of the cases
brought before him. He is as anxious for the enforcement
of the Act as any man can be, but ho las been met with an
amount of evasion-not to call it perjury-on behalf of
those who have been prosecuted before him, which prevented
him from securing convictions in many cases. We wore
told by a gentleman a moment ago, whose zeal I think far
outran his discretion, that, in order to enforce the Scott
Act, we must have men who are entirely in sympathy with
it. Has it come to this, that no man must be placed upon
the bench in thi i country to officiate as a judge unless his
prejudices are so strong that he must, rightly or wrongly,
secure a conviction in every case that is brought before
him ? This is what has so injured the cause of tomperarce in
this country-the excessive zeal on the part of those who
have supported it. I maintain that, if temperance had been as
temporatelyadvocated asit has been intemperately, we would
not be in the position to-day that we are, discussing these
amendments and this resolution of my lon. f riend from
Lanark. It was pointed out by several members, during
this discussion, that the proper method of making men
sober was not by the enactment of coercion laws, but byeducating the people throug h the press, through the pulpit
and from the platform. If you do not educate peoplo
properly, if you do not bring them up in the fear of God, if
you do not teach them to obey their parents, if you do not
show them good example, you cannot expect to make them
good mon, good Christians, sober citizens. I heard with
great surprise the Minister of Marine say, the other night,
that the enactment of these laws toughened the moral fibre
of the youth of this country. I think he knows little, except
theoretically, of the manner in which the Scott Act acta in
this country. Does ho mean to teli me that it toughens the
moral fibre of a child, that itrmakes its mind healthy, to see its
father come home drunk every night, to see the mother
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giving drink to Ihe child, and asking the father to give it permit to homanufaetured wilI ho largely exeeeded; and
another sup? It was bad enough in the old days, when the we know, aise, if we attempt to carb the passions,
father went to the tavern and staggered in late at night or in and tastes, and appotites of men, as this law woutd
the early morning, and got to bol without boing seen by his do, we will raise a sort of rebellion amongst the p3opIO,
child, but gave no mortifying, no terrible example; but now aud they wiU set the law ut deflance. If we cannot provent
the liquor is brought home by him in tho jug, ho calls in excess of drinking by moral suasion, by properly aliinist-
his neighbors, they sit down and drink till they become ail ered licnse laws, we must faite put an endto it by enaet-
drunk. They give it to the daughter, to the son, to the ing laws sach as propel by the resolution of my hon.
mother, and to the little child, and we know that example friend. Lt is in human nature to rehel against every law of
preaches louder than precept, and the example set every thatkind, Weknowthatfromthohildup,itisinhuman
day to these young children is not calculated to improve nature te gratify an appetite, if it bo possible te de se; as it
their moral fibre, or to make them healthy members of is with a child se it is with a man, and the exporience of ai
society. We are reproved who say that, instead of passing sucb legisiation, the wide worid over, in ages past, bas been
prohibitory laws, we should endeavor to ameliorate the that where laws like this are enacted, the people
condition of society. Lot me say that, under proper will defy them and set themeelves at work te evado them.
instructions through the press and from the pulpit, before Why shenid we make sucb an attompt, when wo have at
the enactment of the Scott Act, temperance principles were hand moans which are quite adequate te bring about the
spreading widely and taking deep root. When mon reslts which we desiro? We know that net haif a century
offended against society, you, Mr. Speaker, and older mon age it was the custom fer mon te drink until ho was the best
in this House, can remember when it was not considered a fellow wbe last feundor the table. But, Sir, under the
crime, but, on the contrary, something to be proud, of that influence of botter teachings, under the influencof the
a man could punish his bottle or two; and in faut, a com- Christian Church, under the influence of the pross, under
paratively few years ago, ho was not looked upon as a very the influence of mou whe devod themsolves te the
good fellow unless ho drank until ho was laid under the table. suppression ef drunkeuness, by expesing its sin aud
But, under moral suasion,as it is termed, under good example its censoquences, a change has been bronght about
and the advice of the pulpit and the press, temperancesuch as a prehibitory law could net have effected. Mon
did progress and advance until men were ashamed to bo are ashamed te be scen now, lying grevelling drunk
seen drunk, and society showed these mon that society under the table; mon are ashamed te be seen now, staggor-
had the power to punish, and did punish, drunkonness. ing homo frem a dinner party, or from a bail. But it was
Men, through shame, gave up drink, who, under the oppres.net se a fow yoars ago; and that change las been brought
sion of an Act like the Sott A ct, will continue to drink. about by moral suasien. Wly net lot us stick tg that ?
We who know something of human nature, mon like myself, Why net lot us endeavor, withiu the law, te restrict the use
who are thrown into contact with mon of all classes et of iquor? We cannet eutirely prohibit k, but we eau
society, from the highest to the very lowest, know that there restriot it sud bring it, as experience has proved, witbiu
is what the Anroricans call a certain amount of cussednese such limits as te make the use and the abuse of iquor very
in human nature which will make mon rebel against emalin cemparisen with what it was a few yoara ago.
restrictive laws, who will listen to persuasion and will b Th high licence lw, enactod in many ef the States seutt
guided by reason, who when you attempt to coerce them et us, las boon provod te have lad a remsrksbiy good
will rebel and refuse to be guided by you. The experience effect. Ail parties seem te desire the succese of the law.
of the Scott Act in overy county I bolieve, except the But with this sert of prohibitory law whicb wo have
county of Annapolis, las been such as it has been in my now deneminatod the Scott Act, we have realty ne aisist.
county, such as it bas been described by everybody except suce in carryiug it eut. Ne man le willing te bc an
the gentleman representing the county of Annapolis (Mr. informer. People de iot like te go te the courts and
Mills) ; and when I listonod to him I could not help feeling etate that their neighbors were drank at snob a time; but
that ho must have lad in that county gentlemen like those euact s high licence law, as they have in maoy fthe
the momber for Huron (Mr. MeMillan) desired to have in States, sud thon yn make it the interest of the mou
his county, men who rightly or wrongly would punish whe psy a high liceuse te be the admiaietrators et
everyone who came before them, men who could not sc the lw. Lt le their iuterest te keep the sale of letexeiating
anything good or reasonable except according totheir ewn liquers lu their ow lande; aud, iu order that they may
views and prejudices. I have been a temperance man dorive as muclibenefit as possible from the licence tees that
for nearly twenty years; I have used my influence, sucb they psy, they will kep a sharp look-out fer violators etthe
as it was, as far as it laid in my power to use it, and I had law, sud bring them before the police magistrate, that
large means of' exercising my influence in that way; and I they may ho panished. I believe the experience of the
find that the greater portion of our work las been undone United States, whore high licenses have bees adopted, bas
by a little over two years of S.ott Act legislation. It is for preven that drunkenness la been brougît lu those States
this reason that I oppose, as I do oppose, the resolution of te a minimum. Iu thiscountry, on the contrary, from the
my hon. friend-from Lanark (Mr. Jamieson). I am a firm experionce we have lad et the Sett Act during the tact
believer that, if prohibition could be enacted, it would b few years, it las effed a premium te drnkennes; 80 tar
for the interests of the community, but, by prohibition, I frem lesseniug the vice, we bave inereased lt flfty fold.
mean the absolute prohibition of the manufacture, or sale, or Why, Sir, instead ettn or twelve licaused hoaesin the
importation of liquor. But I know, as this resolition oftewn lu which I live, there are net tees than 100 or 130
my hon. friend from Lanark shows, that it is impossible to places wlere tiquerjesetd, as thoy say, ou the fly. Now,
prevent its manufacture, nor can its importation be pre- le iV well that seciety should bo demoradised in that way?
vented. When we look at our thousands of miles of frontier, Is it woIl that the community shonldhoeorrupted in that
on both sides of which men are engaged in the manufacture way? Je It well that the old sud tho yeung, the maie sud
ind sale of liquor, when we look ut the narrow line which the female, Blould ho tangît te evado sud vielate tho law
divides us, across which immense quantities of liquor can as le now boiug doue lu the Province et'Ontario? I believo,
be brought, and which would be brought over if it were Sir, that thore je net a single oonty in Ontario wlore the
not dearer on the other side than it is here, we must recog- Scott Âct le in force, iu whiel iV eau ho honestly
nise the fact that it is impossible to prevent its importation. stated that the law buebeon aucceful. It seon-
Now, if we legalise its manufacture, we know that the ishes me more than auything else lu cennection
tendency of human nature is such that the amount we with this question et'temperanco sud et total abstenance,
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that the mon whose whole heart and soul seem to have been
given to the promotion of temperance, should be so blind to
the results as they appear to be in the matter of the Scott
Act. If they test the condition of the country as regards
the consumption of liquor, during the past few years, in
which the Scott Act has been enforced, if they compare its,
condition now, with its condition three years, or six years,
or ten years previously, they cannot but admit that the
Scott Act bas not been a success, but that, on the contrary,
in every county where it bas been enacted, the consumption
of liquor has increased, and drunkenness bas increased like.
wise. That bas been the exporience almost everywhere,
except in the county from which my hon. friend from
Annapolis (Mr. Mills) comes, where ho says that the Act
bas worked wonders. Well, Mr. Speaker, it may be so. I
do not say that it is not so, but the men of his county must
be made of different material to the men of Ontario. There
is in every man a spirit of rebellion against that which ho
bolieves interfores with his just rights, and there is a
feeling in almost every man that as long as ho does
not d:ink to excess, to an excess, at all events, that
leads him to violate the law, ho has a right to drink.
And there are thousands and tons of thonsands in this
country who bolieve that. We had from one of the advo-
cates of this repressve legislation here to-night, the admis-
sion that a large number of those who voted for the Scott
Act voted for it because they wished to make their brcthron
sober, although they retained for themselves the privilego
of getting drunk. There are a groat many such moral
reformers as those in every community, mon who are will-
ing that their noighbors should drink cold water, while
they themselves have the privilege of drinking whiskey
and water. Those moral reformers do no good to the cause
which they espouse, but like all over-zoalous people they
do a great deal of harm. They go far beyond what the
circumstances warrantor the facts will justify, and although
it may be that through the execution of most oppressive
laws we may be able to put an end to open drinking, we
cannot possibly put an end to private drinking. Why, the
motion of my hon. friend is not a motion whicb,.if he gives
it careful consideration, ho eau say is one calculated to
bring about the entire prohibition of the use of intoxicating
liquors. You know, Mr. Speaker, that if you allow
the manufacture of liquor for any purpose, thero are mon
who will get it for some other purpose. It is net
possible that you can permit the manufacture of
liquor for any purpose in this country without it being
taken advantage of for some other purpose; and when we
consider that we have three thousand miles of frontier, that
we have thousands and even millions of square acres of
bush lands and swamps, and when we have, let me say the
natural cussedneks of the people, men who will have it if it
can be got by book or by crook, we cannot expect to put an
end to drunkenness by legislation such as this. lu overy
swamp in every Scott Act county, and in very many cellars,
large quantities of a great deal botter whiskey is manufac
tured there than you can buy in any of the stores or tavern s.
Is it well to edacate the people to violate the law. Is it well
to have a law of snch a character that a great portion of the
time, a large amount of the energy, and a great amount of
the intelligence of the people is devoted to the violation of
the law ? It is not well that the law sbhould be held in that
sort of estimation by the people. I came, at very groat
expense and very great inconvenience, from a city where I
happened to be at the time the Scott Act was about to be
submitted te the people of my county, to vote for
that Act. 1 muat confess I had no great faith in the
result of the Scott Act, I had no great belief that
it would be to the advantage of the people of the
county; but I felt that not having had a high license
law attempted in our section of the country, that it would
be well, at all events, to give the people who earnestly and

honestly bolieved that the Scott Act would have a good
effect, that it would lessen drunkenness, the opportunity of
having it enacted. The Scott Act was carried in our
county, and a more signal failure of an Act could not have
taken place than that which ocourred in regard to the
Scott Act in those throe counties, Stormoit, Dandas and
Glengarry. Everywhere the law is openly violated. Hotel-
keepers do not think of closing their bars, and it is impos.
sible to secure a conviction. We have an able, upright and
honest police magistrate, but the conviction secured is a
rare one. Why ? Because the whole community is in
arms against the law. By hook or by crook it is almost
impossible to get a conviction; and is that a desirable stato
of things, that men should live in open violation of the law,
that tho law cannot be enforced ? On the contrary, is it
not humiliating and demoralising ? When w. contrast the
happy state of our population, before the introduction of
that Act, with the hourly, daily and nightly violations of
the present law, we cannot but viow with regret, and aye
with sorrow, the day upon which wo cast our votes in sup.
port of that law, and we long for the time when we shall
have a law under which we can punish drunkenness, a law
that we cau enforce. It is not so now. It never will be so
1 know, so long as we have the present Scott Act in our
county. Under the old law we did succoed, every day, in
obtaining conviction against mon who violated the law,
either by selling after liceonse hours or by solling to females
or to minors, but now the securing of a conviction is the ex-
ception and not the rule. 1 bolieve, in common with the
najority of the people in the county in which I live, that
the enactment of a high license law would be productive of
great bonefit and would be enforced. How eau it be ex.
pected that you can take a union of counties, like that in
which I live, and enforce an Act like the Scott Act, when
you have to the north counties in which there are lioense
laws, to the east and west counties in which liquor is
permitted to be sold, and to the south a long line of
frontier where liquor is not only sold but manufactured,
and from which it is smuggled across into this country.
Why, it is a moral impossibility to enforce a prohibitory
law in counties under such eircumstances. There is no
difficulty in obtaining liquor, in bringing it in morning,
noon and night; and now, instead of having a high holiday
once in a while during the late hours of the nigLht in a by-
way tavern, it is th3 rale in bundreds of houses, and I do
not think anything bas contributed more to the drunkenness
in the community in which I livo than the enactment of the
Scott Act, which bas caused every man who was in the habit
of taking bis glass, and taking it temperately, and many
mon who never took it or had it in their houses before, to
bring it there, and the example they set to their wives, sons
and daughters, is not boenficial. If the bonefit to be
derived from the Canada Tomporance Act are to be measured
by the results, we must admit that it was a sad day for the
counties in which it was enacted, a sad day on which it was
carried. I can speak for my county that the consamption of
spirits or liquor, the amountofdrunkenness in it, bas increased
ton, aye twenty fold, and it has had this other bad effect: it
has caused the peoplo to lose respect for the law. It bas
taught mon to look upon it as almost a holy thing to evade
the law and set it at defiance. Now, this is not a desirable
state in which to put any cnmmunity. On the contrary, we
ought to endeavor to make our citizens law-abiding citizens.
We should toach thom respect for the law; we should never
impose upon them a law which they will bond thoir every
energy to break. There is no half.way house in this tem-
perance legislation. If, Sir, you could prohibit its manu-
facture and sale for drinking purposes, you must prohibit
its manufacture and sale for mechanical and all other pur-
poses. If we lot the unholy tning within our boundaries,
there are men and womon, and children, too, who
will obtain it, who will drink it until tbey get drunk,
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There is no half-way house. Such a measure as that
proposed by my hon. friend, much credit as it may do his
heart, i8 not a measure which dan be enforced. It allows
liquor te h manufactured for mechanical and other purposes.
Wby, Sir, once let it in and they will obtain it for every
purpose. We know that it is now manufactured in large
quantities ; it is smuggled in in large quantities, and
it is sold in large quantities under the very eye of
the law. We know that mon, as determined as the
gentleman who introduced this resolution, are almost every
day seeking the aid of the officers of the law to bring
before the police magistrates offenders against the law, but
we know that every day they fail to secure convictions. Io
this a desirable state of society ? Is it desirable to bring
the law so into contempt that every man in the community
feels that he can set it at defiance, for the purpose of his
own self-gratification ? Is it well to have liquor banished
from the saloons and hotels, or consumed under certain
well defined conditions, to have it brought into the
households, so that the wife and children shall bo
told by the man, when he sits down to take his
liquor, that it is a good thing, and that they should take a
little; or, as a man said the other night, when his little one
ran to his knee, I must give the child a sup." And what le
gave to the child ho gave to his wife and ho took himself, and
he had the neighbors in, and I know that they had a grand
carouse. The consequence was that next night they went to
a neighbor's house. And these are among the resuits, the
necessary results, of th enactmont of this restrictive legis-
lation. Pople will rebel against sumptuary law, and
experience in our counties has gone to show that drinking
bas increased ton fold sinco the introduction of the Scott
Act: the one vote of my life that I regret more than ail
others is the vote that I gave for the enactment ofthe Scott
Act.

Mr. FREEMAN. I will occupy the time of the House
for only a few moments, and in commencing my remarks
I lay down this proposition : that the speakers, as a whole,
have quite misunderstood this question. They have placed
it in an entirely wrong position. They say that they made
a concession to the temperance people in giving them the
Scott Act. I deny that proposition entirely, Sir. They did
nothing of the sort. They passed a law in accordance with
the advanced opinion of the people of this Dominion. That
is what they did. They made no concessions to the tom-
perance people, and we hold that, to-day, the temporance
sentiment of the people of this Dominion is quite as far
advanced on the temperance question as it was in 1878, to
say the very least. But I go further, and say that the
temperance senti ment has advanced very largely since 1878,
and although we admit that the Scott Act has not destroyed
the sale of liquors, we say that it was never expected that
it would. It was never oontended that it would entirely
destroy the sale of liquor. We agree, to some extent, with
the gentlemen who have spoken in that direction, and when I
say "we " I mean the people of this Dominion-a majority
of the people of this Dominion. We say to this Parliament:
We find that this law which you gave us in 1878-this law
which you gave the people-has done a great deal for us;
it has done a great deal in staying the people who rebel
against all law, and we come now to ask you to give us a
botter law, a law v hich will entirely restrain them, a law
which will destroy the manufacture of liquor. Now, We say
that at the very bottom of this question, at the very core of
it, lies the manufacture of strong drink ; and that while the
Government allow the manufacture of drink, and give us
laws to punish those who drink the liquor which they allow
to be manufactured, they are inconsistent, and we say to
this Parliament: Be consistent now. We say that while
you allow the sale of liquor to be punished you are not con-
sistent in making money out of the manufacture of it. That

Mr, Bzaieix.

is our position, and we have no reason to combat the asser-
tion that the Scott Act has failed. What is the Scott
Act any more than any other law you write on the
Statute-book. They say the Scott Act has failed.
The Scott Act will, like any other law, be harm-
less, it will be a dead latter, if the people do not use it
and put it in operation. The hon. members who have spoken
here seem to think that the obligation lies on the temperance
people to enforce the law. Since the discussion the other
evening, it lias been admitted alike by the opponents of tem-
perance reform and the advocates of temperance in this
flouse, that the consumption of liquor is an evil, and a
great evil. We say then, if it is an evil, as they admit it
to be, every man is bound to assist the temperance men in
enforcing the laws to prohibit the sale of this liquor, and to
go further and help us to prohibit its manufacture. Now,
with regard to the question of the Scott Act being a faillure,
I contend that it is not a failure. Here is a record that I have
obtained within the last few days. Nova Scotia has eighteen
counties and one city, of which thirteen counties have
adopted the Act, and they adopted it by very large majorities.
Now, Sir, I say that to-day we cannot get one of those
counties to declare, by any reasonable number of its people,
that it wishes to have the Scott Act repealed. Have you a
petition before this House from any number of mon in
Nova Scotia telling you that they wish the Scott Act re-
plealed ? You have not; and I go further than that : You
cannot get an honest-souled, hearty temperance min in the
Province of Nova Scotia to tell you so. I will defend that
statement anywhere. Nova Scotia has eighteen counties
and four cities, of which thirteen counties have adopted the
Act. New Brunswick has fourteen counties and four cities,
of which ten counties and two cities have adopted the Act.
Where is the New Brunswick man who wants that Act
repealed ? And I tell you that those who voted for it be-
fore are ready to vote for it again. Thon, you have in
Manitob. five counties and one city, of which two counties
have adopted the Act; and Prince Edward Island you have
three counties and one city, all of which have adopted the
Act. Has Prince Edward Island sent in petitions bore that
she wishes the Scott Act repealed ? I do not think you have
any. Thon let us come to Ontario, and I was delighted
when I saw this record from Ontario. Ontario has 38
counties and unions of counties, and 10 cities, of which 25
countios and 2 cities have adopted the Act, and in 5 counties
and 3 cities agitation has been started in its favor. I was
surprised to find that so many counties of Ontario had
adopted the ScottAct,because fromwhat hon.gentlemenfrom
Ontario said in this louse, I concluded that Ontario was all
drunk. One hon. gentleman says that in his county, under
the license law, they used to have a conviction every day,
andl concluded that itwas a prettydrunken county. I thought
all the counties in Ontario were like that, but I find that is
not the case. From what we have heard we would suppose
that there was not a county in Ontario that wished to con-
tinue the Scott Act. I have an article which has been
published lately in a paper. I will tell you what paper it
is if you wish to know; it is the Oshawa Tandicator; is it
good for anything ? That paper says :

" The county gaol at Whitby is empty for the firet time since it was
built There is not a single prisoner confined within its gloomy walls,
nor bas there been since last Friday. The fact ie a siguificant one, fol-
lowing as it does so closely the coming into force of he Scott Aet in
this òounty. Some may claim that it is purely accidental and will not
occur again. That may possibly be the case, but still the fact is there
and it cannot be gainsaid. The 8cott Act people would not be doing
justice to themselves were they to let such an opportunity slip of prov-
ing their contentions. They claimed that the passing of the Act would
decrease crime. In less than two months crime has been reduced and
the gaol is free of prisoners for the firet time since it was opened. It is
to be hoped that this state of things will continue and that it will be an
exception to the general rule to find a pris mer confined in the couaty
gaol.'
Now, I venture to say that if we could get Scott Act men
from every one of those counties here, you would fmd that
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they would give us the other side of the question, and they
would contradict the testimony which has been adduced
here. Here is another thing you muet remomber: that the
Scott Act is put on its trial before its enemies. With regard
to those gentlemen who speak against the Scott Act, I will
venture the assertion that they are not teetotallers-at
heart, they are not friends of the reform ; and they
contend that the Act is condemnod. I contend that
it is not condemned. Would you call any man con-
demned, fairly and honestly, who was brought before
a court and tried by a jury al pledged against him, all
opponents of bis ? I am sure you would not. No man
in this Dominion would tolerate such a thing; and that is
exactly the position in which we stand with reference to
the Scott Act. I say it is unfair, and it is not the way in
which to judge the Scott Act. Now, I want to answer my
hon. friend from Cornwall (hir. Bergin). He begins by tell.
ing us that ho is a temperanre man of twenty years' stand.
ing. He approves of the way in which public opinion has been
brought up to the present time. He says it has been done
by moral suasion-by the efforts of the pulpit, the platform
and the press; he has helped, at a great sacrifice to himsolf,
to bring public opinion up to its presont position; and thon
ho turne round and condemns the hon. Minister of Marine,
who has been a steady worker in the temperance cause for
the last 20 or 30 years, on the platform and in the press,
and never has a word been said against him as a steady,
honest teetotaller; and yet this hon. momber condemns
him as not being a co-worker with him. I conclude that
the hon. gentleman has never worked in that direction thon,
and it is utterly impossible for me to arrive at any other
conclusion. Suppose an hon. member on the othor side,
opposed to the present Governmont, after ho had been
condemring the right hon. leader of this Government and
his policy for the last 20 years, should thon turn round
and say, 1 am a troe supporter of that policy, what would
we think of him ? Now, the hon. gentleman tells us that the
hon. Minister of Marine is not a true friend of the temperance
cause, but that he is, and that if wo will follow him, he will
lead us on to victory. Thon ho tells us that the Scott Act
is destructive of the peace of families; that it causes the
sale of liquor; that it breaks down the moral fibre of men,
women and children. Why, the gentleman is dreaming; ho
is certainly under a delusion. Lot us appeal to common
seuse. G-o into any house you like where the father and
mother drink liquor and give it to thoir children. You des-
troy the liquor and peace is restored to the house ; introduce
temperance there and you have peace and prospority. The
hon. member for Cornwall says no, give them the liquor
and peace and prosperity prevails; introduee the Scott Act
and poce is destroyed. That is extraordinary logie. What
is the Scott Act? It is an Act which gives the people in
the counties where it is adopted power to prohibit the sale
and the manufacture of intoxicating liquor. Now, the hon.
gentleman says ho is in favor of prohibition, and yet he
declares that the Scott Act, which gives entire prohibition
where it is adopted, is the worst law that was ever put in
the Statute-book. He is certainly a very logical gentle-
man. Hon. gentlemen may think this a question to
make merry over, but lot me tell them, in all seriousness,
that it is a serions question. To-day in this Dominion,
hundreds of women are crying to heaven for relief,
hundreds of children are houseless and homeless, because of
this liquor traffic. If ion. gentlemen would only look in at
some of those abodes of misery, they would, if they have
not hearts of steel, be moved with campassion for those poor
people. Are we sincere or not when, through our Speaker,
we ask our Creator that our legislation should tend to the
good of this Dominion ? If we are, we will not disregard
the appeals of the widows and the fatherless, and the
distrcesed people who are suffering from the miEery of
this evil, this intoxicating drink, and who will hold this
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assembly accountable for its legislation to-night? I say
that to-night many a father will lay his head on his pillow
with sorrow, because of the destruction that has come
to his boy through liquor. I have now in my mind a
dozen mon who went ont in their youth promising lads,
fitted to adorn any position, and who, to-day, through this
terrible traffic, are miserable mon, with ruined pros-
pects, destroyed happiness, and corrupted morale. But
this hon. gentleman telle us that ho is a temporance
man. He is the most extraordinary temperance man [
ever heard of. He says he has been for years laboring for
the tomperance cause. Let me tell you, Sir, I have been
for thirty years laboring for that cause; for thirty years
alcoholic liquor has not passed my lips in any shape, except,
perhaps, as medicine, for I have been at timos ill, and
cannot vouch for what my physician gave me. I have
exponded time, enorgy and money, and made enemies for
myself, in the temperance cause. To-day I hold this Scott
Act to be an excellent Act for the forwarding of temperance
ref >rm. I have not turned my back against iL, as the hon.
gentleman has. I have seen a great many hypocrites in the
tomperance cause. Hon. gentlemen laugh; i wonder are
there any hypocrites in political parties. I have sen
temperance mon who have put thoir politics before thoir
tomperance principles, and thoso mon you will find to-day
all over the Dominion amongst all orders, in the church as
well as elsewhere. I hope the day will come whon all mon
will be honest and true, but that day I am afraid
is a long way off. But the temperanco cause is one thing
and men's dishoaesty and hypocrisy is another thing. The
hon. gentleman said ho was ashamed of the vote ho gave for
the Scott Act. Lot that be mado known in the little back
slums whore they soli liquor, tell it in the grog shops, and
they will rejoice over it and look upon that hon. gentleman
as thoir friend; but let him bring that record on papor to
a tomperance loigo and ašk permission to enter, and thoy
will say to him: march, you have ir business here; that
is not the record of a temperance mari. Lot the hon. gentle.
man boast as ho will, there are standards by v hich wo judge
each other. Wo judge a man, first by his words and then
by his actions, but when a man comes up boldly and tells
us that ho is an honest temporance advocate, and thon that
ho feels towards the temperance cause as the hon. gentleman
says he does, we must conclude thore is something wrong.
Now ho says, carry on your temporanco roforn by the
methods you have usod to bring it up to its presont position.
We are doing that. We are promoting it by overy means at
our command. The chief temperanci promotors are not
among the wealthy; they are not among the millionaires.
We find them largely among the poor, hard, horny-handed
working mon of this country; we find them among the mon
who are the bono and sinew of the country, who work hard
for their money, and cannot plank down their hunireds
and thousande and tons of thousands as those millionaires
can, those who are pledged to oppose us. We have these
strong men, these powerful mon, these men who have made
money, who have taken the hard earnings of the people
and have them rolled up in their bank stock, and eau put
down as much money as they like to promote thoir liquor
trafflc -we have these men to fight; we have to meet the
money of those men, and we are not able to enforce this
Scott Act as we would if we had the means to dg it; and
for that reason the Scott Act in many countios hs not
been as successful as it would otherwise have been.
And we are promoting it by the pulpit. TAke the
religions donominations; take the general assembliqs of
all the religious denominations; whore will yen fnd
one which is not supporting us in this great cause? The
religions press supporte us too. I think you cannot find a
religious newspaper in the Dominion which is not in part,
or in whole, supporting us. I will not say anythingr about
the prose generally. I refrain from that. We have arrived
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at a point when we believe that the law will materially
help us. That is our position. We invoked the law in
1878. It has done us a power of good, and it will do us
more good ; but we come here and say, go further and
give us a prohibitory law. If Partiament considers that
the time has not come for a prohibitory law, we must
submit to its decision ; but lot me tell the House that our
course is onward and upward. I may not live to see it, but
many mon in this House will live to see prohibition passed,
notwithstanding all these croakers, these false temperance
men, these mon who come and say they are teetotallers and
temperance men, when we are not in a position te bring
evidence te prove the contrary. Notwithstanding all these,
we will carry prohibition in this Dominion, and the debate
in this House to-day will h one of the grandest things to
promote the tomperance cause that has occurred within the
last five years. The temperance people will see how the
vote stands bore. They will look to see the men
who represent them, and there will be a general skaking
amongst the dry bones, and I believe the day is not far dis.
tant whon we will have a probibitory law in this Dominion,
I would be the last to desire a prohibitory law if it had not
the good senso and the sentiment of the people behind it.
Our opponents call us fanatics. Are we fanatics ? Take
the men in Britain and on this continent-the philan-
thropists, the eminent mon in the church, on the bench and
at the bar, who are promoting the temperance reform, and
I think you will admit we are net fairly open to the charge
of fanaticism. We express the sentiment of the country,
and that sentiment is in faver of a prohibitory law. The
people will have it; they are asking for it to-day; and
however much our oppononts may laugh and enjoy what
they regard as fun, and however much they may b
astonishd that a few men will stand up and speak to them
on this question in earnest, however much they may be
astonishod te find a few mon who are really in earnest, the
time is not distant when they will find, not a few, but many
men here who will advocate the cause with more earnest-
ness and with more ability than I can pretend to do.

Mr. JAMIESON. I have no doubt the House is im-
patient for a vote upon this question, but I pray the indul-
gence of the House for a very short reply. Had it not been
that two amendments bave been moved to the resolution,
I would not again have troubled the House, but, as these
amendments are very important, I think it is only proper
that I should have a few words te say in reference to
them. I am very glad to observe that there is a general
consensus of opinion in this House in regard te the traffic
in intoxicating liquors, that the majority of the House are
of opinion that the traffic is a wrong one, and that they
agree in the opinion that it is right to prohi bit the traffic
if we can bring it about in accord with the general senti-
ment of the country. This discussion reminds me of
a story of a countryman of my own, or rather of my
father, who was very ill and expected that ho was going to
die. Ho gathered his friends around him and gave thom
directions with regard to his burial. He had been twice
married, and both his wives were dead. He asked that ho
should be buried between his two wives, but with a slight
cant towards Biddy. I think most of the gentlemen who
have apoken have a slight cant towards wine and beer, or
towaid whiskey. I am glad, however, that the sug-
gestion I mado at the outset, that we should have
somewhat of a general discussion on the question,
has been acted upon by the members of this liouse. I
was very much surprised to find one hon. member-I refer to
the member for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin) who is not now in
his seat-who objects to my resolution on the ground that
it doos not go far enough. I can say to that on. gentle
man that, if, after these amendments are voted down, as I
have no doubt they will be, ho will move a stronger reso.

Mr. FREEMAN.

lution on the question, I will withdraw mine in favor of his.
I believe, however, that my resolution is quite strong
enough. I am not aware that any prohibitionist in Canada
advocates the total prohibition of the manufacture and sale
of intoxicating liquors. Our proposition is that intoxi-
cating liquors as beverages are not only useless but hurtful
to the people of the country, and, while we are prepared to
allow the manufacture and importation of intoxicating
liquors for certain purposes, such as sacramental, medicinal
and scientific purposes, we propose that for all other
purposes, or as beverages, they should be prohibited
altogether. We propose-and the resolution seems to
have been misunderstood by my hon. friend-that any
manufacture, sale or importation which might be
allowed should ho conducted under the superintendence of
the Government through specially appointed officers, so
that it would be impDssible, unless with the connivance
of the Government or the officers of the Governmont,
to have the liquor sold for any purpose except the
purposes which are specified in this resolution. Now,
I lay it down as a proposition that the first thing we
have to consider in the matter is, are we right ? Is
the prohibition of the traffic in intoxicating liquors right ?
If that traffic produces such evils as it bas been doclared te
produce by members of this House, then I say the time has
come when wo ought te suppress it. For 200 years every
civilised country in the world has endeavored to regulate
the traffic, but it refuses to be regulated; and now we pro-
pose to prohibit it. It bas been said that you cannot make
men sober by Act of Parliament. In reply to that I would
quote the proposition which was laid down by one of Eng-
land's greatest statesmen, the right hon. Mr. Gladstone, who
said that it was the duty of Parliament to legislate so as to
make it easy for men te do right and difficult for them to
do wrong. I also lay it down as a proposition that if one
class of people in the community have a right to prevent
another class of people from doing wrong, then they
certainly have a right te prohibit the liquor traffic. It
bas been said that we have got to educate people.
Now there seems to be this distinction between gen-
tlemen who have spoken in opposition te the resolu-
tion, and those who have spoken in support of it.
Those who support the resolution contend that there
are two agencies that may be used for the purpose
of promoting the cause of temperance, namely, moral
suasion and legal compulsion. Those who oppose the reso-
lution simply say that we ought to content ourselves with
moral suasion, and not resort to legal compulsion. Now,
the advocates of temperance and prohibition are not opposed
to moral suasion. They do net underrate the benofit of
moral suasion and of good example. They say that they
are even botter than legal compulsion. But they claim
that band in hand with moral suasion and good example, we
require the strong arm of the law in order to put down the
traffie in strong drink. Now, without going over again the
argument in favor of prohibition, I will just say for the
benefit of certain hon. gentlemen who are very vehement
against this resolution, that it is not many weeks ago when
they were just as vehement in advocating the enforcemen t
of laws in the Emerald Isle which are distasteful to the
maj>rity of the people there; and if it is right to coerce
people in one case into obedience to the law, ;t must be
right in another case. I believe in educating people. I
believe in enacting good laws, and in educating people up
to obedience to those laws. Now, lot me say a word or
two with reference to the two amendments. The
hon. member for Jacques Cartior ( lr. Girouard),
proposes to allow the sale of wine and beer in Scott Act
counties. But it seems thit matters in those counties are
bad enough already, according to the statements which bave
been made by some hon. gentlemen who represent that in
Scott Act counties a very serions state ofdemoralisation ex-
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ists. Well, Sir, it is a most remarkable fact that since the
advent of the Scott Act a great many people who formerly
had five senses, now have only four, they have entirely lost
the sense of taste. But if that bo the case now, whon mon
have to discriminate between ginger pop and ginger beer,
and the stronger kinds of liquor, what will it be whon dis-
tinction is morely between the different kinds of alcohol,
such as wine, and beer, and gin, and the stronger brands of
liquor ? Instead of having five senses they will only have
three, because they will not only have lost the sense of tasto
but the sense of smell also. Now, I look upon it as a mon-
strous proposition that we should introduce wine and beer
into those counties which have adopted the Canada Tom-
perance Act, in face of the compact which as been entered
into between the people and this Parliament that this Act
should remain intact on the Statute-book. Yet that is what
my hon. friend from Jacques Cartier proposes to do. After
the people in 68 counties and cities in this Dominion
have adopted the law, he proposes to engraft upon
it a principle which is destructive of the law itself. I
cannot understand how any gentleman occupying a seat
in this House, having sufficient intelligence to find his way
into this Parliament, can advocate such a proposition as that.
It is a direct insult to the people of this Dominion, and I do
not believe their ropresentatives here would entertain such
a principle for an instant. Why, Sir, I consider that the
amendment of the hon. member for East Bruce (Mr. Cargill),
although I do not concur in the reasons which he gave, is a
more reasonable one than the amendment proposed by the
hon. member for Jacques Cartier. But what is the meaning
of the amendment of the hon. member for East Bruce ? Not
only that the Act shall be destroyed, but, that after a major-
ity of the people in a large number of constituencies have
adopted it, it shall be repealed in those constituencies with-
out consulting the people. Why, Sir, it is one of the first
principles of constitutional law, that the same power
that enacts a law shall alone repeal it. Every law.
yer in this House knows that, and yet the hon. gen-
tlenan proposes that the people of this country are not
to be consulted, but that this Parliament shall repeal the law
which the people themselves have adopted. I say the pro-
position is a wrong one. If this law is as unpopular
as some hon. gentlemen would have us believe, the
people have the matter entirely in their own hands.
I speak advisedly when I say that there is not a single
county in the Dominion where the Scott Act has been
adopted in which the people, during the next twelve
months, will not have an opportunity of repealing this law
if they think proper to do so, and if they are not satisfied
with its operations. I am not aware that there is such a
widespread dissatisfaction with the law as some hon. gen-
tlemen would lead the House to believe. I tell this House
that although that Act has been adopted in 68 counties and
cities in this Dominion, in not one single instance has it
been repealed by the people. 'lbat does not indicate a
widespread dissatisfaction as regards the law. But if thore
is dissatisfaction, I lay down as a reasonable proposition
that the authority which put the law in force ought to ho
the authority by which the law should be abrogated. I
trust that the good sense of this flouse will dispose, in a
very summary way, of the two amendments that have been
moved. I think the propositions embodied therein are
wrong from beginning to end, and I trust the members of
this louse will view the matter in that light, and by their
votes so decide, for, in my judgment, the amendments
should never have been proposed to the resolution
which I have submitted. So far as the main resolution is
concerned, ail we ask is a conscientious expression of the
opinion of hon. members. It is quite true that members
differ in opinion on this question; it is quite true that many
of my own constituents are opposed to me on this question.
I am net quite sure I represent a very large proportion of

my constituents by the position I am taking on that
question; but I told the people of my county when I went
back for reelection that, if I oould not hold a seat in
Parliament without sacrifioing my temperance views, I
preferred to be a private citizen, and the people sent me
back here, and I am endeavoring to represent them to the
best of my judgment. I must not, however, forget the fact
that many honest, good mou in my own county differ from
me on this question; but I feel I have a duty to perform
whilo I occupy a seat in this House, and I am endeavoring
to discharge that duty to-night whilst I am advocating the
suppression of the traffic in intoxicating liquors.

louse divided on amendment of Mr. Cargill (p. 851)
to the amendment:

YBAS:

Messieurs

Amyot,
Baker,
Bergin,
Burns,
Oargill,
Carling
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Chisholm,
choquette,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
couture,
Curran,

Daoust, Mitchell,
Davis, Patterson (Eusex),
Desaulniers, Pope,
Guilbault, Roome,
Haggart, Skinner,
Hickey, Small,
Kenny, Smith (Ontario),
Labelle, Stevenson,
Labrosse, Trwhitt,
Macdonald (Sir John), Ward,
McDowall, Weldon (St. John),
McGreevy, Wood (Brockville).-3.
Madill,

NÂTs:

Messieurs

Armstrong, Freeman,
Andet, Gaudet,
Bain (Soulanges), Gauthier,
Bain (Wentwortb), Geoffrion,
Baird, Gigauit,
Barron, Gillmor,
Béchard, Girouard,
Bergeron, Godbout,
Bernier, Gordon,
Brene, Grandbois,'

Bourassa, Guay,
Bowell, Guillet,
Boyle, Hale,
Brien, Hall,
Brown, Hesson,
Bryson, Holton,
Cameron, Innes,
Campbell (Kent), Ives,
Carpenter, Jamieson,
Cartwright (Sir Rich'd),Joncas,
Casey, Jones,
Caegrain, Kirk,
Charlton, Kirkpatrick,
Cimon, Landry,
Clayes, Lang,
gockburn, Langeller (Quebec),
Colby, Langevin (ir Hector),
Cook, Laurier,
Coulombe, Lavergne,
Daly, Livingaton,
Davies, Lorltt,
Davin, Macdonald (Huron),
Dawson, Monila,
De.rilson, MeDonald (Victoria),
De St. Georges, MeDougald (Pieton),
Desjardins, Moltyre,
Dessaint, McKa,

Ducheunay, MeMillan (Huron),
Dupont, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Edgar, MeMallen,
Edwarda, MeNeili,
Eisenhaner, Mallory,

alus, Mira,
Ferguson (Leeds& Gren)Masson,
Fiset, Mille (&nnapolis),
Fisher, mille (Bothwell),
Flynn, Moncreiff
Foster, Montague,

Montplaisir,
Mulock,
O'Brien,
Paterson (Brant),
Perley (Assinibois>,
Perley (Ottawa),
Ferry,
Platt,
Porter,
Préfontaine,
Puroell,
Putnam,

Roberten atin
Robertuon KIn ,I),
Robertson (Sholbune),
Rose,
Royal,
St. Marie,
Scarth,
Scriver,
Semple,
Shakespearo,
Somerville,
Sproule,
Taylor,
Tm ple,
Thérien,
Thompson,
TidaI e,

Tro'w,
Tupper (Pictou),
Turcot,
Wali e,

Walla
Watson,
Weldon (Albert),
Weiuh,
White (Cardwell),
White (ftenfrew),
Wilmot,
Wilson (Argentauu),
Wilson Elg n,
Wilson (Loanoz),

Wood (Weutmoreold)
Wright,
Yeo.-145.

Amendment to the amendment negatived.
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House divided on amendment of Mr. Girouard (p. 846):

Ysi:

Messieurs

Bain (Soulanges),
Baker,
Bergeron,
Cargill,
Carling,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Chisholm,
Choquette,
Cockburn,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coulombe,
Couture,
Curran,
Daoust,
Davis,

Denison,
Desauiniers,
Desjardins,
Dupont,
Fiset,
Gauthier,
Girouard,
Grandbois,
Guay,
Guilbault,
Haggart,
Hall,
Kenny,
Labelle,
Labrosse,
Langevin (Sir Hector),

NAYS:

Messieurs
Amyot, Geoffrion,
Armstrong, Gigault,
A udet, Gillmor,
Bain (Wentwortb), Godbout,
Baird, Gordon,
Barron, Guillet,
Bôchard, Hale,
Bergin, Hesson,
Bernier, Hickey,
Borden, lolton,
Bourassa, lunes,
Bowell, Ives,
Boyle, J amieson,
Bri en, Joncas,
Brown, Jones,
Bryson, Kirk,
Burns, Kirkpatrick,
Cameron, Landry,
Campbeli (Kent), Lang,
Carpenter, Langelier (Quebec),
Cartwright (SirRichard)Laurier,
Casey, Lavergne,
Casgrain, Lovitt,
Charlton, Macdonald (Buron),
Cimon, McCulla,
Clayes, McDonald (Victoria),
Colby, McDougald (Picton),
Cook, McIntyre,
Daly,. McKay,
Davies, McLelan,
havin, McMillan (Huron),
Dawson, Mcmullen,
De St. Georges, McNeill,
Dessaint, Madill,
Doyon, Mallory,
Duchesnay, Mara,
Edgar, Masson,
Edwards, Mills (Annapolis),
Eisenhauer, Mills (Bothwell),
Ellie, Moncreiff,
Ferguson (Leedr&Gren) tontague,
Fisher, Mulock,
Flynn, O'Brien,
Foster, Paterson (Brant),
Freeman, Perley (Assiniboia),
Gaudet,

Livingaton,
Macdonald (Sir John),
MacDowall,
McGreevy,
Mckillan (Vaudreuil),
Mitchell,
Montplaisir,
Patterson (Essex),
Pope,
Robertson (Hastings),
Small,
Thérien,
Ward,
Weldon (St. John),
Wood (Brockville).-47.

Perley (Ottawa),
Perry,
Platt,
Porter,
Préfontaine,
Purcell,
Putnam,
Reid,
Robertson(King,P.E.I.)
Robertson (Shelburne),
Roomee,
Ross,
Royal,
Ste. Marie,
Scarth,
Scriver,
Semple,
Shakespeare,
Skinner,
Smith (Ontario),
Somerville,
Sproule,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thompson,
Tisdale,
Trow,
Tupper (Pictou),
Turcot,
Tyrwhitt,
Waldie,
Wallace,
Watson,
Weldon (Albert),
Welsh,
White (Uardwell),
White (Rer&frew),
Wilmot,
Wilson (Argenteuil),
Wilson (Elgin),
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood (Westmoreland)
Wright,
Yeo.-136.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. SPROULE. I beg to move in amendment:
That all the worda after "That " be struek out of the main motion

and the following substituted :-In the opinion of this Bouse, when it
is found expedient to prohibit the sale and manufacture of intoxicating
liquora,it shall be accompanied by a reasonable measure of compensa-
tion to those who invested their money in the trade under the sanction
of the law.

In moving this amendment I do so because it is in harmony
with a princi ple known to be correct in all civilised nations.
When, in the interests of society, a man's property is either
destroyed or taken from him, it is always recognised that
he should be compensated for it. In this case, as in all others,
I claim that the principle is a sound one. If it is found to
be for the general good of the people that a railway should

Mr. JAmiooN.

be forced through a certain section of country, no matter
from whom the property is taken, it is only taken after that
party received a fair compensation for his property. If it
is in the general interest that a canal should run through
the country, and a man s property is destroyed or expro,
priated, it is only done after the principle is carried out
and the parties have been compensated. There are vested
rights involved that must be considered. It is said and hold
by some persons that there are no vested rights in the case
under consideration, because the licenses are only permis-
sive and are granted from year to year. But a license is
granted on the understanding that if the restrictions thrown
around the traffic by the law are complied with, that party
at the end of the year will have the riglit to expect a re-
newal of license.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh, vote.
Mr. SPEAKER. Order. I shall be obliged to name

some of the hon. gentlemen, because I think I can point
out with safety who is making that noise.

Mr. SPROULE. I have listened patiently and attentively
to all that has been said on this subject. Its importance is
the only excuse I offer for the remarks I am about to make,
but in presenting them I have the same right to do so as
any hon, member in this louse. Vested rights have grown
up under this traffic, and they should be considered. If
there are those who believe this is not the case, lot them
look at the assesment rolls of Toronto, London, Prescott and
other points; look at the establishments of Gooderham &
Worts, of Labbatt, and of firms at London, and Windsor,
and consider the amount of assessable property there repre-
sented. Let hon. gentlemen consider the number of men
employed in that line of business; the number of cattle
bought from farmers and fattened for foreign markets by
virtue of this trade, and they will be convinced that there
are vested rights in this trade. If we find in the interest of
humanity it is necessary to pass a law for the destruction of
this trade, then in common fairness Parliament is bound to
adopt the principle acknowledged to be correct by all civil.
ised nations, and grant compensation to those parties for the
destruction or depreciation in the value of their property.
I only ask attention while I explain the principle acted on.
We take the abolition of slavery in the United States. The
North forced on the South the abolition of slavery, as it is
proposed prohibition shall be forced on the people of this
country to-day. But has it ever been acknowledged by the
mon of the South, who had their property destroyed, that
the principle was a sound and correct one? The supreme
contempt engendered for law and authority was such that
they do not find the people of the South are agreed to accept
the law forced on them, and to assist in carrying it out by
healthy sentiment and obedience to the law, such as they
would have manifested had there been compensation given
for the destruction of their property. When England had
to deal with the saie evil she acted in harmony with
the principle i have enunciated, and the liberation of
slaves was followed by compensation made by the Gov-
ernment to its owners. Why, because no injustice was
wished to be done to the parties, and hence no sym.
pathy was created for them, but if it was acknowledged
that slavery should be abolished, and that the slaveholders
should be compensated for the destruction of thoirproperty,
thon I say the community in general was prepared to sup-
port that law. There is another reason why i am in favor
of this amendment. It is because I think that if the
arguments which hon. gentlemen have adduced, in telling
us that our penitentiaries and gaols are filled, by reason of
the traffic in intoxicating liquors, if the number of commit.
monts from that cause is so proportionately large, com-
pared with the whole number, that it is clearly evident
a large percentage of the crime in the country is brought
about as a resuit of the traffic in intoxicating liquors, thon
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if ail that atàôuift of expense is br<tight upon the nation by that I favor the amendment which I am about to move. I
this nifortunate trade, we should be willing, in the interests am mysèlf in favor of total prohibition. I believe it would
of the economy of the nation, to give at least a portion of be in the interest of the nation, but while believing that, I
our revenue for one year to buy out that trade, and do away am not in harmony with those who think that the time has
with it altogether; because the result of this expenditure arrived for the passage of a prohibitory liquor law in this
for one year will be a saving for all time to come, if the country. It is true that we have the verdict of the people
arguments of hon. gentlemen are correct and sound. I in sixty-eight counties and cities of this country by carry-
support it on another ground, and that is because it takes ing the Scott Act, and that if we accept that we should be-
away a grievance from those parties who think they have lieve that the time is ripe for prohibition. But the influ-
a right to complain when a law like this is passed. These ences by whieh that verdict has been secured are rather
people, so long as they have a grievance, can get their misleading than otherwise, and it is feit that it is not bond
friends to sympathise with them and to support their views; tide evidence that there is a reasonably large majority of
when you take away their property by the sweeping con- the people who are prepared to support the sentiment of
fiscation of the law, these men, having a grievance, will that law and are prepared to support that law if it le
attract sympathisers to their side, and there will not be that passed. I leave ont of consideration the fact of the
bealihy sentiment in the community which is required for large revenue coming from that trade to-day; but
the proper support of the law, because it will be held by I say that if ever we expeot this law to be carried
those who are oppressed by that law, and by their friends ont successfully, it wili only b done after we have
throughout the country, that a great injustice has been doue given a fair measure of justice to those parties whose
them. Therefore, I think that, if from no other motive, property bas been destroyed or depreciated by this law.
we ehould support this amendment in the interest of tem. I ask on behalf of those parties; I ask on behalf of the great
perance. By so doing we will create behind the law a interests at stake in this matter; I ask on bebalf of prohi-
moral sentiment which will be strong aud unanimous; we bition itself that this principle should be adopted by this
will take away all opposition to the law, and no sympathy House, or that it should be supported as strongly as hon.
will be created for those who abhor and condemn the law, gentlemen are disposed to support it, and then when we
because they consider its existence a grievance to them- get the verdict of the representatives of the people we will
selves, and, therefore, endeavor to bring it into disrepute. know what the strength of this sentiment is. Thon, no mat.
The general consensus of opinion will be against those who ter whether prohibition is accomplished in this country
violate the law and in favor of those who are ready to early or late, it is sure to succeed if carried out in con-
sustain it. I hold to the view upon this question which fornity with the principle of the amendment which I have
was expressed by an eminent divine a short time ago, that put in your hands.
the country may be virtually looked upon as partners in Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I submnit that this motion has
this trade. We give to these mon a right to go into the no relevancy to the main motion. The hon, gentleman
trade, and, as one of the partuers in that trade, what do wo might as well declare that when we have war with Russia,
allow them? We allow them the right to manufacture and it will be necessary to compensate anyone who sustains loss
to invest their money in this business, in consideration of in the contest.
their giving us back a portion of the profits of that trade.
They give a portion back to us and to the country, but just Mr. SPEAKER. The amendment bears on the same
as soon as they have invested their money in that trad a, as subjectmatter as the main motion, and although it may be
soon as we acknowledge the validity and the legality of it a very vague resolution, the House may pass as many reso-
and the right of these men to engage in it, as soon as they lutions as it likes. I know nothing in the rules which
have built it up under the sanction, and provisione, and prevents it.
regulations of law, and we have received from them a part Mr. LAURIE R. If it were a rider I could understand it,of the profits as an acknowledgment of our interest in the but if this is carried it bocomes the main motion.
trade, then we suddenly pase a law which destroys the
value of the capital invested, destroys the trade itself, and Mr. FISHER. If your ruling, Mr. Speaker, is that this
leave upon their hands the plant, which is rendered worth. amendment is in order, I should like to say a few words.
less by virtue of the act of prohibition we pass. Is that fair I j emember that a few years ago a very similar motion to
to the other aide of the partnership-to the men who bave this one was made in this fHouse, as a substantive motion,
engaged in the trade and invested their money in it, under at a tire when prohibition was not being discussed, and at
the sanction, provisions, and regulations of the law ? What that time I took the ground which i take to-night, that it
will be the result if we carry out the principle ot' prohibition would not be wise or right for us definitely to declare before-
without compensation to those parties ? In the first place hand that we should do a certain thing in the event of pro-
we wili leave behind a rankling feeling in the breasts of these hibition being adopted in this country. I contend that to
men, a féeling that they are aggrieved, and a feeling of con- declare here to-night that, in the event of adopting prohibi-
tempt for the law, which is the strongest reason why the tion, we should give compensation to the industries that
law will not be supported. Why is it se hard to secure con- would be injured by prohibition, we should be giving a
victions in Scott Act counties against those men who are direct incentive to the people of this country to embark
engaged in the tiade ? It is because when they find that the their capital in those industries, to increaeo them in our
business, upon which they have to depend for their own midst, and thereby to croate greater difficulties in the way
support and the support of their families, is taken away of bringing about a measure which I believe to be In the
from them without giving them anything in return, they interest of the great mass of the people of this country.
have nothing but contempt for «the law and for the authori- If, to-day, there are industries which are going to be
ties who are trying to enforce the law. Why do we find hurt by prohibition, we have the proof coming from
the authorities under this law so weakened in the country those industries themselves that the measure of local
to-day, that it is almost impossible tosecure a conviction for prohibition which we have had in this country has
infraction of the law? It is because the opinion is held hurt those industries, and bas decreased the quantity of
by a great many people in the country that a grievance liquor consumed in the country. If, therefore, we wish to
exista, and that they have the strongest grounds for opposing bring about prohibition, desiring as we do to diminish the
the law, and, therefore, they attempt, in every way that is liquor traffic in our midst, our object is certainly not to give
possible to be devised by the ingenuity of man, to evade this encouragement to those industries to increase the traffic,
law and the providions of this law. It ie for these rosons or to ask from us botter compensation than they would be enti-
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tiled to if when we do have prohibition we consider it right
to give them compensation. I am not going to discuss the
abstract question of the right of compensation, because I do
not believe that this is the proper occasion on which to
discuss that question, which i believe is a detail of a prohi.
bitory law. To-night we are discussing the broad principle
of prohibition; we are asking this Parliament, not to give
us a law in detail, but simply to declaro that it is expe-
dient, in the interest of the people of this country, that
prohibition should be adopted and become the law of
the land; and when the Parliament of Canada has deci-
ded that it shall give prohibition to the people of this coun-
try, thon will be the time to discuss the question whether
compensation is just or not, what measure of compensation
shall be given, if any, or whether compensation shall be
absolutely refused. As I say, I am not going to enter into
the merits of this question; I am not going to discuss
whether the liquor dealers or only the liquor makers should
be compensated, or whether that great body of people who
have for generations past been injured by the liquor traffic
should be compensated for the injury they have sustained.
There are two sides to this question, if not more; but I am
not to-night going to advocate one side or the other, because
I do not believe this is the proper occasion on which this
question should be discussed. I, therefore, move in amend-
ment to the amendment, soconded by Mr. Scriver:

That all the words of the amendment be struck out, and the following
be added to the main motion, at the end thereof:-The question of com-
pensation being a detail of prohlbition, the right time to discuss it is
when the dttails of a prohibitory measure are before the House.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. I wish to ask if that motion is in
order. It does not seem to be at ail pertinent to the main
motion.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKE R. The proposition is that the
words of this motion be added to the motion, and it is per-
tinent to the main motion, I think.

Mr. CASEY. I regret to have to differ from my hon.
friend with whom I agree on most matters, and with
whom I think I agree on the main principle involved in
the question before the House. I differ from him as to
whether compensation is a detail of the principle of pro-
hibition, or a part of the principle of prohibition. For my
part I do not think it is a detail; I believe it is a part
of the principle. In voting against the motion of my hon.
friend from Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) as I said I would,
I do not vote against the principle of prohibition ; I merely
vote that the country is not now ripe for prohibition ; but
neither now or later, I shall not, unless I become a different
man from what I am, vote for prohibition unless it is accom-
panied by a reasonnable measure of compensation. The li.
quor business bas hitherto been as legal a business as any
other in the country; and when we remember the precedent
that the British Government set by compensating the owners
of slaves, when she saw fit to abolish slavery in the West
India lslands, I think we cannot honestly declare ourselves
in favor of prohibition without componsating those who will
lose money by the passage of such a measure. Consequently,
feeling that this is a matter of principle and not of detail, I
shall be obligod to vote against the amendment of my hon.
friend.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Fisher (above).
YEAS :

Amyot,
Audet,
Bain (Wentworth),
Baird,
Barron,
Béchard,
Bergeron,
Bernier,
Borden,

Mr. FisaR.

Messieurs
Edwards,
Eitenhauer,
Ellis,
Fiset,
Fisher,
Foster,
Gauthier,
Geoffrion,
Gigault,

Mille (Annapolis),
Mille (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant)
Perry,
Platt,
Préfontaine,
Purcell,

Bourassa, Gillmor, Putnam,
Boyle, Guay, Robertson(King's,PE I),
Brien, Bale, Robertson (Shelburne),
Cameron, Holton, Robillard,
Campbell (Kent). Innes, Ste. Marie,
Cartwright (Sir Ric'd),Jamieson, Scriver,
Casgrain, Jones, Semple,
Charlton, Kirk, Somerville,
Choquette, Labelle, Thompson,
Cimon, Landry, Trow,
Clayes, Lang,. Turcot,
Colby, Langelier (Iontmor'y),Waldie,
Cook, Langelier (Quebec), Watson,
Couture, Laurier, Weldon (Albert),
Davies, Lavergne, Welsh,
De St. Georges, Lovitt, Wilmot,
Desaulniers, Macdonald (Huron), Wilson (Elgin),
Dessaint, MeIntyre, Wilson (Lennox),
Doyon, McMilian (Huron), Wood (Westmoreland),
Duchesnay, McMullen, Wright,
Dupont, Mallory, Yeo.-91.
Edgar,

NAYs :

Messieurs

Armstrong, Guillet,
Bain (Soulanges), Haggart,
Bergin, Hall,
Bowell, Hesson,
Brown, Hickey,
Bryson, Ives,
Burns, Kenny,
Cargill, Kirkpatrick,
Carling, Labrosse,
Carpenter, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Livingston,
Case Macdonald(Sir John),
Chis 1lm, MacDowall,
Cockburn, McCulla,
Costigan, McDonald (Victoria),
Coughlin, McDougald (Pictou),
Coulombe, McDougall (0. Breton),
Curran, McGreevy,
Daly, MeKay,
Daoust, McLelan,
Davin, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Davis, MoNeill,
Dawson, Madill,
Denison, Mara,
Desjardins, Masson,
Ferguson(Leeds & Gren)Moncreiff,
Girouard, Montagne,
Gordon, Montplaisir,
Grandbois, O'Brien,
Guilbault,

Patterson (Essex),
Perley iAsiniboia),
Perley (Ottawa),
Pope,
Porter,
Riopel,
Robertson (Hastings),
Roome,
Ross,
Scarth,
Shakespeare,
Skinner,
Small,
Smith (Ontario),
Sproule,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thérien,
Tisdale,
Tupper (Picton),
Tyrwhitt,
Vanasse,
Wallace,
Weldon (St. John),
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilson (Argenteuil),
Wood (Brockville).-88.

Amendment agreed to.
louse divided on motion of Mr. Jamieson, (p. 812,) as

amended.
YuAs.

Messieurs
Bain (Wentworth),
Baird,
Barron,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Boyle,
Brien,
Bryson,
Campbell (Kent),
Charlton,
Cimon,
Clayes,
Colby,
Cook,
Couture,
Davies,
De St. Georges,
Edgar.
Edwards,
Eisenhauer,
Fisher,
Foster,
Freeman,
Gillmor,

Amyot,
Audet,
Bain (Soulanges),

Hale,
Holton,
lunes,
Jamieson,
Kirk,
Landry,
Lang,
Lavergne,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Huron),
Melntyre,
McMillan (Huron),
Momullen,
Madill,
Mallory,
Mills (Annapolis),
Moncreiff,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Perley (Assiniboia),
Perry,
Plat,
Porter,

NAYss:
Messieurs

Purcell,
Putnam,
Robertson(King's,P E I),
Robertson (Shelburne),
Roome,
Scriver,
Semple,
Shakespeare,
Smith (Ontario),
Somerville,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Turcot,
Waldie,
Watson,
Weldon (Albert),
Welsh,
White (Renfrew),
Wilmot,
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Wright,
Yeo.-70.

Ellis, Mara,
Perguson(Leeds & Gren) Kasson,
Fiset, Mills (Bothwell),
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Baker, Gauthier, Mitchell,
Béchard, Geoffrion, Montague,
Bergeron, Giga lt, Montplaisir,
Bergin, Girouard, O'Brien,
Bernier, Gordon, Patterson (Essex),
Bowell, Grandbois, Perley (Ottawa),
Brown, Guay, Pope,
Burns, Guilbault, Préfontaine,
Cameron, Guillet, Reid,
Car n, Haggart, Rinfret,
Carg,HallRiopel,
Carpenter, Hesson, Robertson (Hastings),
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Hickey, Robillard,
Oartwright (Sir Ric'd), Ives, Ross,
Casey,, Jones, St. Marie,
Casgrain, Kenny, Scarth,
<hisholm, Kirkpatrick, Skinner,
Choquette, Labelle, Small
Cockburn, Labrosse, Sproule,
Costigan, Langelier(Montmor'ancy)Temple,
Coughlin, Langelier (Quebec), Thérien,
Ooulombe, Langevin (Sir Hector), Thompson,
Carran, Laurier, Tisdale,
Daly, Livingston, Trow,
Daoust, Macdonald (Sir John), Tupper (Picton),
Davin, MacDowall, Tyrwhitt,
Davis, MeCulla, Vanasse,
Dawson, McDougald (Picton), Wallace,
Denison, MeDougall (O. Breton), Ward,
Desaulniers, MeGreevy, Weldon (St. John),
Desjardins, McKay, White (Cardwell),
Dessaint, McLelan, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Doyon, MeMillan (Vaudreuil), Wilson (Elgin),
Duchesnay, MeNeill, Wood(Brockville).--113.
Dupont,

Motion negatived.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Governmont might be dis-
posed to inform the House, seoing it bas declared in favor of
the Canada Temperance Act, whether tbey intend proposing
any amendment to that Act this Session, and whether they
are prepared to hand over the revenues derived from fines
to the Local Governments of the different Provinces, with
the view of a more efficient enforcement of the Act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You will agree, Sir, this
question is altogether irregular. If the hon. gentleman
will put a notice upon the paper, he will get an answer. I
move that the flouse do now adjourn.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the motion is
put permit me to express the hope, which, I trust, will not
be deemed irregular or out of place, that on a question of
such importance as the question whether a sum of money,
that may be estimated anywhere from 850,000,000 to $100,-
000,000,e is to be paid by the people of this country as com-
pensation for putting down the liquor traffic, the Govern-
ment before we meet again, may have agreed on some
policy. I notice there was great divergence of opinion
among their ranks, and I think that, at any rate, whatever
else may be said as to some of their motions, this is one in
which the Government should know their own minds. I
trust they will reach some conclusion on that question which
involves if carried, and it was nearly carried, questions of
the very highest magnitude, which we ought to discuss
before separating.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1The Government are
quite aware of their responsibilities, and do not require any
advice from the hon, gentleman as to how they should dis.
charge them.

Mr. MIlTCHELL. That may be, but I do think that a
question of that character which involves from $50,000,000
to $100,000,000 ought not to come before the louse in that
shape. The Government ought, before they allow a vote of
t bat kind to be taken, to declare their policy in order that
the country may know what it may have to expect.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We will be able to discuss the
question of compensation and how the revenues should go
on the itimates to-morrow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In the meantime, per.
haps the hon. gentleman will say what ho proposes to take
up to-morrow.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will take what is on
the Order Paper.

Motion agreed to, and Bouse adjourned at 12:55 a.m.
(Tuesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuEsDAY, 14th June, 1887.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYERS.

ROYAL VICTORIA HOSPITAL.

Mr. CURRAN moved first reading of Bill (No. 150) to in
corporate the Royal Victoria Hospital (from the Sonate).

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first and second times.

PRINTING COMMITTEE'S REPORT-PARLIAMEN.
TARY STATIONERY.

Mr. BERGIN moved the adoption of the third and
fourth reports of the Joint Committeo of both Houses on
the Printing of Parliament.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not think this report should be
adopted now. There is a recommendation in the report
which is in contradiction Io the statuto of last year, a portion
of which the committeo asks to be repealod. I thinlk there
is a great inconvenience in that. I1 do not like to go into
details now, but a great deal of abuse may be introduced
by a change of the law passed last year. I do not see that
the law which was passed cannot be applied with a due
regard to the comfort and the demands of both Houses of
Parliament. The clause it is intended to repeal is the one
which says that the stationery shall be supplied for both
Houses of Parliament upon the domand of the clerk'or of the
committee charged with that matter-of thoso who are, in
fact, dealing with the business of the membors. It is not
right for me to peak of what has been done in another
' ouse, but I know that something has crept in thore which
should be repressed, and which the law of laist Session was
intended to repro-s. At present, I only say this. I could
not take the responsibility of asking the House to reject
the report of the committee, but, certainly, au attempt is
made which is a stop not in the right direction.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). I understand that the motion of the
hon. gentleman embraces the resolutions which the commit.
tee report as recommendations to the louse, and I quite con-
car with the remarks of the Secretary of State that it is
botter to let the stationery be supplied on the responsibility
of those to whom we are to look in this matter, and not to
leave it to oach House of Parliament. There has been a
good deal of extravagance under the old system, and no
one knew whom to blame for that. Now, there is a check
provided which I think should be maintained. While this
subject is under consideration, I wish to call the attention
of the House to the manner in which the Sessional Papers
are indexed. This is a matter of no smali importance. I
have found it almost an impossibility to ascertain from the
index where any particular document is to be found. I
think that it appears that every human ingenuity bas been
exercised to devise a system of indexing which no ordinary
mind can possibly understand. I cannot understand why
the index system of our Sessional Papers cannot be plain
and simple, so that it will afford, as was intended, an indi.
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cation of where the documents in those papers can be
found. I am sure I am but voicing the opinion of a large
number of members of the louse, when I say that in-
dex is very uusatisfactory. I think it could be improved,
and I take this opportunity of bringing the matter to the
attention of those who are more or less responsible for the
preparation of the index.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the Secretary
of State whether the staff of officers that are required now
in the House to distribute the stationery and other supplies
amongst the members, will not still be required; whether
there will not be two different sets of officers to pay instead
of one, whether the expenditure will not exceed the saving,
and whether there will not be, possibly, an inconvenience
in nothavingthe stationery under the controlof the House ?
I dare say the Government, in bringing down this proposi-
tion, have considered the whole subject with care, and I
think, before they ask the House to make the change, and
to depart from the view of the Printing Committee, they
ought to give very substantial reasons. Now, we have not
that information before the House; we have only a recom-
mndation by the Committeeon Printing, which, I suppose,
is made after very full discussion and consideration of the
subject; and we have a wholly different one made by the
Secretary of State.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. Perhaps, at the present
time, the best plan is to adopt the report except this clause,
and let that be considered another time,

Mr. BERGIN. One object the committee had in view
was to meet the contingency, that unless there was some
change, the supply of stationery for the next year could not
be obtained in time. The time bas now arrived when the
supply of stationery for the use of the House for the next
year should be ordered, and as the printing establishment
has not been commenced, we thought something should be
done now. We have no objection to allow the rest of the
report to bu adopted without that clause, because it is
necessary that it should be adopted in order to obtain our
supply of paper.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend is under a misappre.
hension. The printing establishment is not working now,
but the Stationery Office is establishod, and the machinery
is quite complete. As I said last year, I now repeat, that
the time bas now come to order the supply of stationery for
next year for the House. What I said was this : Give your
orders, say what you require; and we know very well that by
giving definite orders in this way, we would prevent the
repetition of abuses that have occurred. What we roquire
in respect to papers and othor articles, will be bought and
supplied, and will be bought on better terms and with more
economy by the Stationery Office, than when ordered in
small quantities by each House. That is what I said last
year, and I think it is quite reasonable. I believe that the
Joint Committee would not have made that part of the
report if it had been left only to the will and good sense of
the members of this House.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Is the increase of salary to be
adopted on that recommendation ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MILLS. How is it to bu when the paper is to be

ordered ? Is each individual member to give the order to
the Stationery Office ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What is to be done? We have

not the information necessary, it seems to me, to justify the
House in expressing an opinion on the report, and we are
called upon to express a different opinion by the Seoretary of
State.

Mx. DAVIES.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have already atsted that the meg.
bers of the House will give their orders to the Statio;nery
Office, saying what quantities they require, and the Sta-
tionery Office is only the purchaser for b9th Houses.

Mr. SPEAKER. Carried.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Do we understand the report is

carried without that clause ? I speak of the clause repom-
mending an increase of the salaries of the several offi"i
mentioned in it ?-because if the recommendation is not
adopted, I would like to know whether there would 6 e any
necessity of increasing the salaries.

Reports concurred in, except that portion of the Third
Report relating to stationery.

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER presented Messages from Iis
Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Messages, as follows -

LANSDOWNE.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, Supple-
mentary Estimates of sums required for the service of the Dominion,
for the year ending 30th June, 1887; and in accordance with the provi-
sions of " The British North America Act, 1867," he recommends these
Estimates to the House of Commons.
GOVERNMENT HoUsE,

OTTAWA, 13th June, 1887.

LANSDOWNE.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, Supple-
mentary Estimates of sums required for the service of the Dominion,
for the year ending 30th June, 1888; and in accordance with the provi-
sions ofË The British North America Act, 1867," he recommends these
Estimates to the House of Commons.
GoVERNMENT HousE,

OTTAWA, 13th June, 1887.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that His Excellency's
Messages, with Estimates, be referred to Committee of
Supply.

Motion agreed to.

QUEBEC GRAVING DOCK.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that, to-morrow, the
House resolve itself into Committee to consider the follow-
ing resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to
advance to the Harbor Commissioners of Quebec, the sum of $160,000, to
enable them to complete the graving dock in the harbor of Quebec, and
also a further sum of $1, 100,000 to enable them to complete the improve-
ments in the said harbor; such sums to be raised and advanced in the
same manner and subject to the same conditions as moneys bave hereto-
fore been raised and advanced for the like purposes.

He said: I beg to say I have the assent of the Governor
Goneral to this motion.

Mr. LAURIER. May I ask the Minister of Finance to
place before the flouse the application made by the Harbor
Commissioners of Quebec for this sum, and also the ietpýort
as to the application made last year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will place on the Table of
the House all information required in this matter.

Motion agreed to.

CROWN PAYMENTS FOR oQ¥PE{SAT1ON OR
ÇOSS.

Mr. THOMPSON moved that, to-morrow, the House
resolve itself into Committee to consider the following
resolution :-

That any moneys payable by the Crown for compensation or costu
under " The Expropriation Act, " may be paid out ofansy unappropriated
moneys forming part of the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

Motion agreed to.
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Sir .OHN A. MACDONALD moved.•
That for the remainder of the Session, Government Order have preo.

dence on Wednesdays, after Routine Proceediaga and introduction of
Bills.

Mr. MILLS. I would ask the hon. gentleman whether
ho will consent to have Order 39 of Private Bills (Bill No.
40, further to amend the Canada Temperance Act-Mr.
Jamieson) placed among Government Orders, or atall events
made the Firet Order of the day for Wednesday. The bon.
gentleman will underatand very well, after the very decided
declaration of the House last night in favor of the principle
of local option with respect to temperance, and as it bas
been stated by 4he temperance people over and over again
that the measure as it now stand s is in some respects defec-
tive, and this measure of the hon. member f r Lanark (Mr.
Jamieson) is intended to remove those defects and amend
the Aet-l desire to enquire whether the Government will,
if they take Wednesday from private members, allow that
Bill to be taken up and dealt with by the House. The hon.
gentleman will see that unless this is done, there will be no
possibility of reaching it if the Governmont is allowed to
take Wednesday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think at this
period of the Session I can definitely agree to interrupt
Government measures by taking any of the Public Bills out
of their order. I hope, as we have now Tuesday, Wcdnesday
and Thursday, we may make so much progress, thon, per-
haps I may ho able to do that. I have no desire to prevent
the discussion of the measure; but, 1 think, we must press
the Government business a til we get on considerably
further.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman knows that his view
was that this measure is one of such importance, that it
ought to be dealt with by the Government. I think the
hon. gentleman voted that way on one occasion. I can
show him in the Journals of the House that such was the
view he expressed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman had
positive proof by the voting yesterday that this cannot be
made a Government measure.

Mr, FISHER. I regret that the hon, gentleman who
has charge of the Bill is not present this afternoon, for if he
had been present I would not have taken upon myselfto say
anything on the subject. But as seconder of the motion I
must regret exceedingly that the Government, by taking the
only day for the rest of the Session on which this motion
could be reached, should practically prevent our having an
opportunity of discussing it and passing it through this fHouse.
I would draw the attention of the leader of the Government
to the fact that two Sessions ago this Bill, or one identical
with it, was passed by this House, and it was only in con-
sequence of the unfortunate obstruction of the Senate that
it did not become law. But after the overwhelming vote
last night in favor of the retention of the Canada Temper-
Act, every one who has at heart the interests of the com-
munity, and especially those bon. gentlemen who lat night
drew such vivid pictures of the state of lawlessnes, as they
put it, that prevailed in Scott Act counties, ought to be in
favor of such a measure as would tend to put an end to that
state of lawlessness. I may say from experience, and from
knowledge of the question fromthe temperance pointof view,
that unless some snob measure is passed by Parliament, the
reproach which is to-day cast upon the Canada Temperance
Ac;t will become more and more strong. I say this from the
temperance standpoint. I say itbecanso1 am certain this is in
consequence of certain @mal defects which this Parliament
can remove, and which I believe Parliament would remove
if it were given the opportunity by the passage of the Bill.

I regret extremely that we cannot have an opportunlty to
pas this Bill, and I urge very strongly on the Government
that we saould be afforded an opportunity to do so. What
the hon. Premier has jut stated, I am atraid will not come
about. I am afraid that If Government business is very
rapidly pushed forward, the only reult will be that the
House will prorogue more quickly than it otherwise would,
and no measure such as this will be allowed to stand in the
way of prorogation. If the order was arranged so that this
Bill was made the First Order on Wednsday, the House
would accept the motion, and the Bill will be passed very
rapidly so as not materially to interfere with the Govera-
ment business.

dit JOHN A. MACLONALD. The hon. gentleman la
surely not serious in thinking that the Government would
ask for Wednesday and then hand it over for the discussion
of any one measure. That Btil will take one day and per.
haps many days.

Mr. FISHER. I do not think no ; a year ago it took only
a portion of a day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If there was a general de-
mand on the part of the House we might give next Mon-
day to it.

Mr. FISHER. If the hon. gentleman will move that
this Bill stands the First Order of the day on Monday next I
shall be very glad, indeed.

Mr. IVES. I should like to ask theb hon. member for Brome
(Mr. Fisher) how this Order was allowed te stand on two
different occasions when it was reached in the ordinary
course. The bon. member for Lanark (Mr. lmieson) dit
not seem in a great hurry with respect te the Bill. It has
been called on two different occasions to my knowledge,
and the answer has been, "stand," and yet the hon. gentle.
man now comes here with a rush to have the Bill taken up.
It appears very much as if it were a continuation of the
effort to make political capital ont of it by trying to put
the Government and members of this side of the House in
the position of throwing obstructions in the way of reach-
ing the Bill. It was reached three weeks ago in the
ordinary course, but the sponsor of the Bill said "stand."
But now, when the House is very anxions to finish public
business and prorogue, the hon. gentleman is very anxions
that a special day should be set apart for this Bill.

Mr. FISHER. In reply to the hon. gentleman I desire to
say that I was not present, on one occasion, wben the Bill
was asked to stand.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole list will be
callèd.

Motion agreed to.

CONTROLLERS OF OUSTOMS AND INLAND
REVENUE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that, on Wednesday
next, the House resolve itself into Committee te consider a
resolution:

That it is expedient that the "iaries of the Controllers of Onstoms
and Inland Revenue, respectively, be ixed at five thousand dollar#
per annum.

Motion agreed to.

CHANGES IN CUSTOMS LAWS.

Mr. CURRAN asked, I it the intention of the Govern-
ment, during the present Session, te effect any change in
the Customs laws, in the direction suggested by the members
of the Board of Trade of Montrea, at an interview with the
Minister of Customa, in January last ?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, The Government have
had the question of amendments to the Customs Act under
consideration, but, as the subject is of so much importance,
and considering the desire of members to have Parliament
prorogued at as early a day as possible, it has been thought
best to defer action until the next Session of Parliament,
thus giving full time to consider the whole subject during
the recess.

WAYS AND MEANS-MONTREAL COTTON CO.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House again
resolve itseolf into Committee of Ways and Means.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Before you leave the Chair I
desire to bring to the attention of the louse a matter
which I think requires some explanation from the Minister
of Customs, which, I have no doubt, he will be glad to
afford. I allude to the irregularities with reference to the
Montreal Cotton Company, to which I referred some time
ago, and upon which I offered a motion to the House. The
Minister of Customs then said that, as soon as the matter
was in such a position that he could bring the papers
down, he would not only be willing but glad to do so, and
on the 7th of the month he brought down a return. 1 have
looked over that return, and it seems to me that there are
questions involved in it, as to the administration of the
Department, which will, perhaps, warrant the House in giv.

ing the matter a little consideration. You, Sir, will agree
with me, and I have no doubt the Minister of Customs
will agree with me, that in the administration of the
Castoms laws there should be one law for all; that
the rule which prevails with reference to one party
should prevail with reference to the other party. It would
almost seem to me as if a course had been pursued in this
case somewhat different to what has been pursued in other
cases. As I do not desire to be tedious, I would summarise
the statements made in this return, in order to be brief,
only that, perhaps, I should not in that way do the sub-
ject justice, and the Minister might think I had not
correctly stated the facts, or made the right deductions
from them. I think, therefore, it is botter, as it is not a
long document, that I should read it, so that the House
may be in possession of the facts. I will first refer as to
how the matter came under the notice of the Minister of
Customs. It came before him by a letter from the special
agent's branch, Montreal, dated l5th April, 1887; and it is
addressed to J. Johnson, Commissioner of Customs, Ottawa,
Ont.:

IlI have tbm houer te report that ou the 4th instant, I recmived informa-
tion under oath, to the effect that the manager of the Montreal Gotton
Company was iu the habit of importing from the United States certain
dutiable dyes sud chemnicais ton use lu Ibm mills et that compauy,
which are situated at Valleyfield, Que., and entering snch dyes and
chemicals free by means of false invoices especiaily prepared by the
exporter in the United Statem, st Ibm requeit of maid manager, vphor.e
name is William Wilson.

" Amonget other things specifically sworn to are, that on or about
25th June, 1886, tbm said Wiliam Wilson, in bis capacity a manager cf
the Montreal Cotton Company, ordered from F. H. Maddocks, a broker
in dye stuffs and ohemicals, of 38 Kilby street, Boston-10 barrels ex-
tract hypennic, 10 barnels extract sumaco, sud 10 barrels nitrate et iron-
all of which are dutiable at 20 per cent. ; and that the said gooda, by the
order of Wilson, were invoiced and shipped by Maddocks as 20 barrels
extract et iogwood sud 10 barrea iron liquor, both et whicb are frme cf
duty under the tariff. That the extract hypernic, extract sumac, and
nitrate of iron were falsely entered as above described at Oustoms with
Ibm intent sud ton the purpoze et defrauding tbm Customs revenue ot Ibe
Dominion of Canada.

" That on or about the 20th September, 1886, a chemist of the Montreal
Cotton Company at Valleyfield, by instructions of Wilson, the manager
of the company, ordered from Henry A. Gould k Co., manufacturers of
dye stuffs, 17 Pearl street, Boston, 200 barrels brown dye, upon which
there is an import duty of 20 per cent., to be invoiced and shipped as
jet black dye, whiob la frais cf duty.

SThat a conasiderable portion of the brown dye was iuvoiced, hipped
and entered at Customs as jet black dye with the intent and for the
purpose of defrauding the Oustoma of the Dominion of Canada.

" The information goes on to state that extract of hypemni, fustic,
sumac, hematein, &c., all liable to duty, were imported under e gen-

Mir. Cuaa.

oral name of extract logwood, ln barrels so branded, but marked in ad.
dition with an Initial letter Intended to designate the true contents, for
the convenience of the manager of the mil, and tbat a caud would be
found in the store-room adjoining the laboratory whereon, written ln
blue pencil, wa the following, viz. :-" L,"? Logwood ; " B," Sumac;
"F," Fustie . " H," Hematein ; " Hy,", H rnie, or similar signa or
letters; and that the value of the goods orderd during the year 1886,
and falsely invoiced and entered, amounted to upwards of $14,000.-

" Investigation at the company'a mill at Valleyfdeld provethe infor-
mation as to the ordering and entering of the goodu under a wrong
description to be correct; and ln the order book at the mill, under date
of 28th October, 1885, la found an order to F. H. Naddocks, referred to
above, for 50 barrels hematein, to be involeed "extract logwood," and
marked " H." The said goods were shipped as directed by the Boston
Dyewood and chemical Company, under invoice to the Montreal Cotton
Company, by order of the said Maddocks, the broker, under date of
November the 5th, 1885, and entered at Lacolle, per entry No. 132, on
10th November 1885, free of duty. (See entry sud invoice annexed.)

" Also an order to H. A. Gould & Co., Boston, 2nd August, 1886, for
10 barrels of catch (a prepared dye) to be shipped v' Canada Atlantie
Railway, with three invoices to be invoiced as "jet dye," the said
ten barrels were shipped as directed under invoice to Montreal Cotton
Co., dated 4th Augnat, 1886, and entered at Lacolle free of duty per entry
No. 97, on the 10th August, 1886. (See entry and invoice annexed.)

" Again an order to H. A. Gould & Co., Boston, Sth Octobir, 1886, for
200 barrels brown dye, to be marked in invoice as I jet black dye " At
least 75 barrels of the above order were entered free of duty at Lacolle,
that is to say, 25 barrels, per entry 180, 21st October, 1886; 25 barrlis,
per entry 234, llth December, 1886; 25 barrels, per entry 274, 27th
January, 1887. (See invoices and entries annexed.)

" Mr. Wilson, the manager, on being questioned at the mill, admitted
that orders had been given to mnippers to invoice the gooda referred to
as extract of logwood, with a designating latter, and as jet black dye,
respectively; and that a card, as alleged, had formerly been posted ln
the laboratory store-room. He claimed to ba under the impression that
as the bases of the artices were free in some cases and used for similar
purposes as free dyes in others, all should be free, and invoi es and
entries should be made accordingly.

I' I called upon Mr. A. F. Gault, president of the Company, and ex-
plaiued the circumstances to him, and informed that gentleman that I
was under the impression that their manager at Valleyfield was defraud-
ing both the revenue and the company. Mr. Gault told me that he
thought I was wrong in my impression, and that he bad a short time
previous, owing to a dispute between the manager and chemiet, learned
that certain articles had been enterei under a wrong description, from
a strict interpretation of the wording of the tariff, but that such wron g
entering was not previously known to him, and was at once stopped.
Mfr. Gault gave me a letter te Mr. J. W. Howard, the seciretsry sud
treasurer of the company, with directi s tu afford me every faciity to
carry on the investigation.

" On examination of the book@ of the company, 1 at once founi that
my impression that the duty money accruing upon the goods enter3d
free, but which should have paid duty, had been paid to Mr. Wilson,
and not paid over to the Custorns, was erroneous

" I also found that the 10 brls. of iron liquor and 20 barreli extract of
logwood entered at Lacol.e. per entry No. 68, on 20th July, 1886, free,
were in reality 10 barrels nitrate of iron, 10 barrels extract sumac sud 10
extract hypernic, as alleged in the deposition referred to in the early
part of this report, and that the barrols were marked with designatihg
letters as alleged (see invoice and entry annexed), and observed price
cf alleged ' extract logwood ' 'E' lu inaid invoice.

It appears from invoices and entaies herewith that the use of the
term ' extract logwood' and designating letters to secure free entry of
dutiable goods, commenced with an invoice from the Boston Dyewood
and Chemical Company, dated Boston, 28th September, 1885, attached
t, Lacolle entry No. 138 of that year, and that brown dye ceased to be
entered as jet black dye, with Lacolle entry No. 299, 26th February, 1887,
sud that duty waa paid upon fustic au hypernic previous to 8eptember
1885, so that the wrong entering may be considered as having taken
place between those dates.

" The total value of goodi covered by attached invoices entered at
Lacolle, in regard to which any wrong entering has been practiced,
amounts to $6.937.15, but it is stated by the informer that a much
largen amount is liable to forfeiture.

"As no goods have been seized, all wrongly imported having, it is
supposed, gone into consumption, I could take no other course than to
report the matter for tue action of the Department.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"JAMES T. WOLFF,
"peeial Agent."

In this way the matter was brought to the attention of the
Minister of Customs. I do not flnd that any action of the
Government ws taken in the way of communications until
subsequent to the receipt of letters from the Valleyfield
Company.

Mr. BOWELL. Is there not another report, subse-
quently, from Mr. GroSe?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, but the point I am
making now is, that I have failed to pereoive that any con.
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munication was had with the manager or the directors of
this company by the Department at Ottawa, prior to the
receipt of letters from the Montreal Company; and I think
the House might be put in possession of the communications
that passed between the Customs Department and the Mon-
treal Cotton Company, which, I suppose, must havep ed
before they wrote their letter. Next in order is e fol-
lowing:-

"MONTREAL OoTToN COMPANY,
"VALLEYrIILD, P.Q., 26th April, 1887.

" Hon. MÂcxNulziE BowEtL,
"1Minister of 0utoms, Ottawa.

"'DAiR Si,-Under instructions from our president, I have the honor
to enclose the company's cheque for -- in payment of duties.

"I am, yours obediently,
"cWM. WIL iON,

"Pro Montreal Cotton Co."
I next find the following letter;-

"Tn MONTREAL COTTON 0o.,

Bon. Mackenzie BowelI" MONTREAL, 28th April, 1887.

"Minister of Unstoms, Ottawa.
Sia,-The president has instructed me to inform you in connection

with the cheque of this company for eighteen hundred and twenty-four
dollars and seventy-two cents, enclosed to yon in Mr. Wilson's letter of
the 26th current, that, on a careful reexamination of the original state-
ment of imported dye stuffs submitted to yon, which it appears was made
up very hurriedly owing to pressure of time by reason of the mails to
Valleyfield being unaToidably delayed, h. regrets to fiad that certain
items which should have been included therein, were inadvertently
omitted.

" An amended statement was, therefore, ordered to be prepared by the
manager, anI upon the figures shown after such amendment being made
the amount of duty, eighteen hundred and twenty-four dollars and
seventy-two cents, is based.

" The statement as it now stands is believed to be correct in every
particular.

"I amn, Sir,
"Your most obedient servant,

"J. W. HOWARD,
"&Scretaryi-Fesurer."

Thon there is a memorandum of the same date:
"Tu. MONTREAL COTTON Go.,

"IMontreal, April 28th, 1887.
"Memorandum.-If the figures of the cheque, $1,824.72, have not been

inscribed in] Mr. Wilsou's letter of 26th April, 1887, in the space therein
provided, will you kindly have them inserted.

"Your obedient servant,
"J. W. HOWARD,

" Sec.-Treas."
" The lon. the Minister ofO ustoms, Ottawa."

That ie a point on which I should like a little information,
how it was that they sent a choque to the Department in
blank, and thon in a memorandum asked the Departmont
to titi up the blank ? The Minister will have observed that
allusion is made in this letter to an original statement that
was submitted to him. That original statement I have not
been able to find in the papers, and it seems to be important
that it should be before us, as well as the correspondence
which, i1 think, must bave left the Cuetoms Department at
Ottawa, to bring forth the lettere of the 26Lh and the 28th
of April, Thon I think the next correspondence is on 30th
April, as follows:-
"1275 of 1887. "OTTAWA, 30th April, 1887.

"J. A. Gnosu, Esq,
"Special Customs Officers, Montreal, Que.

" ma,-I am directed by the hon. the Minister of Gustoma to send to
you in Mr. Wolff's absence file above noted re the entries made by the
Montreal Cotton- (ompany under false names, of certain dye stuffs subject
to duty, and, tot instract you to make a full and careful investigation
into 1 nt) ,matter and to report thereon, upon the statements made in the
secretary-treaurer's letter of the 28th mat., which seems to indicate
that a statement was made up by the manager of the company showing
the extent of the fraudulent entries, but which statementwas not enclosed.
Your early and careful attention to this matter is required.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
"iYour obedient servant,

à'W. G. PARNELEIf,
"66 A"s$ Commisoenr?.

It would appear from that letter that the amended state.
ment referred to in the secretary-treasurer's letter of the 28th
April, had not been forwarded to the Department, so that
that letter to Special Agent Grose, which I have just read,
seeme to have brought this reply from him :

"J. JoHNsoN, sq ,
"Oommissioner of oustoms,

11Ottawa, Ont.

" MONTRIAL, May 18th, 1887.

", ir,-I have the the honor to return herewith file No. 1275 re certain
dye stuffs imported by the Montreal Cotton 0o.

"I now attach the statement of the secretary-treasurer, Mr. J. W.
Howard, which is made mention of in his letter of 28th April, 1887. 
have gone through this statement carefully, and comparel it wii h both
Lacolle and Montreal entries, and find it correct. You will notice b y
M:r. Special Agent Wolff's report that he gives a total value of goods
entered at Lacolle as $6,991.15. In justice to the company I May add
that they called my attention to the 77 barrels of logwood, A, B, and C,
purchased from F. X. Maddocks, of Boston, the value of which is
$3,219 85, as per invoice and entries attached, and which should have
paid 20 per cent. duty, but was entered at the port of Montreal free. This
makes a total value of goods wrongly entered $9,173.75, all of which
were entered at Lacolle, with the exception of the 77 barrels of which 1
have already made mention.

"I have the honor to be, &c.,
"JOHN A. GROSE,

" Special O2icer."

Now, I would desire to call the attention of the Minister of
Customs to the fact that the two amounts mentioned here,
$6,997.15 and $3,219.85-the first being the amount accord.
ing to Mr. Wolff's report, and the second, the amount they
themselves brought to the notice of the Departmont-make
a total of $10,217 instead of $9,173.75. I am at a loss to
understand how the special agent can certify that he went
over these accounts and found them all correct, when ho
gives Mr. Wolff's figures as correct and those of the com.
pany's as correct, and makes them add $9,173. However,
that is the letter. He sonde up a statement that they had
omitted to send, which I find among the papers, and its
total is, he says, $9,173.75. 20 per cent. upon that would
come to more than 81,824.72, which is the amount of the
company's check, but I have chocked the figures over, and
find the addition of thoir figures in their statement gives
$50 more than the amount. Taking that off, it would
leave $9,173.75, the duty upon which of 20 per cent. would
amount to the amount of the choque, $1,824.72. Now, it
would appear from this return that there were frauds
practiced upon the Department. They are so tormed, and I
think it woald be difficult to call them by any other name.
It is recited that goods were deliberately ordered, that the
orders were sent to parties for certain articles, and that they
were to b. invoiced as other articles, the names under which
they were invoiced being goods froc of duty. In addition
to putting the wrong articles in their entries, they were to
mark initial letters on the different packages, so that the
manager of the mill would bo able to know what the article
was that ho received. That was practiced apparently for
two years, as far as the discovery has been made, and the
value of the goods je placed at $9,173.75. The manager
admitted to Mr. Wolff that such was the case, and the pro-
sident, Mr. Gault, admitted that, through a dispute between
two of the offloors, it had come to hie knowlodge, and ho
had stopped it. The point that seems to be rather strange
is that, in a case Jike that, where the frauds are plain and
palpable, and wbere they are admitted by the Governmont
officers, the Government should accept a choque for the
payment of duty, and thus apparently close the case. If
such be the rule of the Department, if that be the
way these matters are managod, of course the officials
have only followed the rule ; but, if I remember rightly
some transactions that took place in theO ustoma De-
partment during laut season, other parties were not treated
in this way. There. were cases in which the parties
stock was seized, nd fines and penalties imposed on them.
I kbow of may ese myself in Wnhih the entris had bon
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made, I believe, in good faith, by importers who had pre-
sented, not fraudulent, but correct invoices, and in which
the goods had been seized simply because, though the in-
voice was correct and the goods purchased at the invoice
p ices, it was alleged that they were entered at undervalua-
tion; and the ground for this allegation was that the goods
were sold at higher prices in the market than the prices at
which they were bought. In some cases the Customs
Department have fined heavily parties in circumstances
like these, and in other similar cases the Department has
absolutely forfeited the goods What I want to know is
whether one rule i to prevail for one party and another
for another party. I would like to know what explana-
tion is to be had with reference to this matter. Per.
haps some explanation can be given by the Minister,
and I think it is desirable, in the publie interest, that he
should be able to explain this matter, as a feeling of uneasi-
ness will be produced in the minds of the people if they
should have reason to suspect that there-was one law applied
by the Customs Department for the punishoment f false
entries in one case, and another law applied in another
case. All that I have before me is that this company sent
a choque to the Department, and that the special agent of
the Department says the company' statement is correct and
their choque covers the amount of the duty. This happened
on the 18th of May, 1887, and on the 7th of June, the Min-
ister bringe down the statement to the House. There is
another thing that requires explanation, and that is the two
lettere subsequently sent to the Minister of Customs
" The Hon. MAcKENzzI BowUL,

"IMinister oi Customs, Ottawa.
Slt,-i am instructed by m board to enclose yeu the accompanying

reiclutions paused atitli to-day o meeting, and to which due attention
will be given.

"I am further instructed to request that yon will kindly afford the
company the necessary time to make the intended investigation.

I have the honor to be &c,
For the Montreal Cotton Go,

"J. W. HOWARD,
a 8" cretary-eaurer.

SMoUTRaa, S3il MAY, 1887."J
" Resolutions passed at the board meeting of the company held at its

office :
" Resolved, That this board learns with surprise and regret that the

Customs Deparitment charges irregalarities in connection with the entries
of certain dyes at Lacolle.

" That this board was wholly ignorant of such irregularities; that
the directors severally shal, in the most formai posdible way, put on
record their complete ignorance.of the transactions complained of, and
that the president make an enqairy into the details of the whole matter,
and place the information he may obtain before this board at its next
meeting.

i MoNnIAL, Brd May, 1887."
" J. W. HOWARD,

"l &erdsary-leasurer.

To what do they allude in this letter of 3rd May? I find no
letter of the Department to their offcere subsequent to that
letter of 30th April and the reply thereto of the special agent.
Why, on the Brd May does the treasurer of the company
ask the Government kindly to afford the company the
necessary time to make the intended investigation. What
investigation ? What are we to understand by these words:

" That this board learns with surprise and regret that the Oustome
Department charges irregularities in connection with the entries of cer-
tain dues at Lacolle."

When Mr. Wolff, on 15th April, says that ho called upon
Mr. Gault, the president of the company, and explained the
circumstances and so on. I cannot turn to that at his
moment, but I think I read that the President stated that
ho learned through a dispute that there had been irregular-
ities, and that had to bc put a stop to. Yet, on 3rd May,
they declare.

" That the board was wholly ignorant of ay such irregularities; that
the directors severally shall, in the moet formal possible wa, put on
record their complete ignorance of the transactions oomplaineof; and
ehbt the presiden make au e isnquiry Qthe 49l@ 9$u. whol ka â

Mr. £A33fflx,

and plsoe the information he may obtain before this board at its next
meeting."

I am at a loss to understand why that resolution of 3rd May
was passed, as well as some statements which are made
in it, when I fid that in the statement that was sent, dated
27th April, and the letter of 28th April, it is said that the
amended statement is correct and true, and covers all the
amount. Why, then, should a further investigation have
been held, and at whose instance is it being held ? It will
be remembered that, on the :nd May, the day before the
last resoltition was adopted by the company, I called the
attention of the Minister to the subject under a notice of
motion which I had at that time, when I moved for :

l Copies of ail reporta made to the Custons Department by any of
its officers or special agents concerning irregularities committed by the
Montreal Cotton Oompany ; also, copies of ail correspondeace between
the Department of Oustoms and any of its officers or special agents,
and copies of alit correspondenoe between the said Department or its
officers or special agents sud the manager or directors of said company
la regard te such irregalarities.

" Mr. BOWELL. It would be highly inconvenient at the present
moment to bring down the papers moved by th) hon. gentleman, for
the reason that the matter is still under investigation. I may mention,
however, for the intormation of the hon gentleman and the informa-
tion of the House, that one of the directors of that com any wrote me
the other day, stating that other irregularities h id been discovered, and
that he would see that a fait report was made of ail the facts, and I re-
turned the report to the special officer, to wbich the hon. gentleman has
called attention, teontreal, luorderthat a further inVestigatien mig ht
take place, se that the Department right bu in a position te conte to a
proper decision on the whole ease."

Now, it will be observed there, that the Minieter said
on the 2nd of May, that one of the directors wrote him
that other irregalarities had been discovered. He must
have written him, of course, prior to the 2nd of May, and
y et on the 3rd of May this resolution is passed by the
board :

" That the board was wholly ignorant of any suoh irregularities and
the directors shall, in the most formal po3sible way, put on record their
complete ignorance of the transactions complained of, &c.."
It sees to me that that report of the director to the Min-
ieter should be given to us, but 1 have failed to find it in
the papere.

Mr. BOWELL. What is that?
Mr. PA'DERSON (Brant). The report of the director

who reported, as the hon. Minister stated, that other
irregulrities were discovered.

Mr. BOWELL. Perhaps, if the word "'report " is used
there, I must hava meant a letter. I got no formal rdport
on the subject.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Well, that letter is not with
the papers brought down, as far as I have discovered, and I
think itwould be important that that letter should be pro-
duced.

Mr. BOWE LL. If any importance is attached to it, I
will try to find it. I am sure that is simply the contents
Of it.

Mr. PATER13ON (Brant). I bave simply mentioned
this matter. I will not take up any more time-I cannot,
because I must hear the explanation of the hon. the Minis-
ter of Customs, which, I trust, will be explaautory; and,
perhaps, by the time we reach the Customs items in the
Estimates, he may have an opportunity of bringing down
the correipondence and the other documents whion seem to
me to be material to this question, when we can further
investigate it. The pint to which I cail the attention of
the Minister now, je this, on which I would like to have his
explanation, in reference to the settlement that appeared to
have been made with this company. It is a case of fraud,
not one of mistake, not one of entering goods under value,
having a correct invoice, and yet being sei9d, as I have
kWfOWn the@m 9 1e seis d, theinvoige bing hoqest and the
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price paid according to the invoice. I have known the
goods in such a case as that to be seized and forfeitel, and
fines imposed in addition, while in this case the entries
were fraudulently made. It is a case where goods were
deliberately ordered-L want so and so; that is at a rate of
20 per cent. duty, but your invoice is under another name,
which is admitted free of duty, and put a mark on the
barrels by which I will know what it is when it comes.
That appears to have been the case, and that was going on
for two years. It bas not beon attempted to deny it, and it
cannot be denied, yet the Minister, apparontly, as accepted
payment of the duty, $1,824, in full of all this.

Mr. BOWELL. You will not find anything in the cor.
respondence to prove that statement.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant), I find this. I find that the
amount of the cheque is there. Of course it will be for the
Minister to say that h is still further investigating that
matter, but thore is no further report of it. I call his
attention to this. When I brought ihis up, he said he was
not in a position to give the informatiou at once, but he said:

"I have no doubt that, before the House rises, I will be in a position
to give the whIle faicts in connectio-i with the case to which the hion.
gentleman has called the attention of the House, and also the decision
of the Department upon it. I[trust that with this information the hon.
gentleman will withdraw his motion, at least for the present.

I Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then I understand the einister to say
th t ho will submit to the House, as soon as hoe can, the information f
ask for.

" Mr. BOWELL. Yes, just as soon as I am put in a position to enable
me to cone to a dec!sion on the merits of the case."'

There he states that he will not bring his report down
utitil ho will be in a position to come to a decision on the
merits of the case. He has brought the report down.
Thor efore, I take it for granted that le is in a position to
corne to a decision on the merits of the case; and the only
decieion, as far as the papers show, that ho bas come to is
that he has accepted the company's choque for $1,824,
which is the amount ofthe duty payable on the goods which
were falsely entered and which they were able to trace. I
drew my deduction from that remark of the hon. Minister.
ard if I have not made a fair deduction, I shall be pleased
to hear his explanation. I need not say to you, Mr. Speaker,
or to the Minister of Customs, that there is nothing of
personatl malice in my motive. I do not know the gontle.
men who are interested or anything about, this maltor,
except that I have felt more thamn once-and after listening
to the defence of the Minister of Customs, without deiring
to press him unduly-it bas been borne in on my mind that
the decisions of the Department of (Justoms have net been
uniform. I impute no motives, but I maintain that there
shou Id be one law and one rule for dealing with these cases.
It is not fair in my judgment, as I understald it, pending
the explanation the Minister may give, that, in certain
cases of which I have a clear remembrance, goods have been
taken by the Customis Department and forfeited and sold,
and in other cases heavy penalties have been levied, not
for fraudulent entries bat for entries which were made in
good faith on invoices which were bond fide invo ces and on
statements which were sworn to, but the goods were sold at
a ]owor price than they could be obtained for elsewhere.
W hen that was the case [ find from the report brought down
that another party male designedly a statement to defraud
the Customs revenue by ordoring goods that tbey wanted,
and giving specific directions to have them called another
thing in lie invoice, and a choque is accepted for the amiant
of duty that is found to accrue upon them, without even
adding the interest. I think there ought to be some expla.
nation with reforence to that, and it would be well for the
Minister to say what rule does govern, and whether a strict
uniform rule is to be applied to ail. I thought it desirable
to bring this point before the Ministor at the present time,
from the act that ho has on the paper a noice of a I Ito

amend the Oustoms Act, and without pronouncing myself
one way or another on the question now, I think it is a fair
subject for discussion whether the Minister should not
divest himself of the arbitt ary power ho has at present, and
that in mattors of false enteries, fraudulent entries, entries
of under-valuation, mistaken entries, and all disputes which
may arise, he shou.ld not divest himself of the power he now
holds.

Mr. MITCHE[iL. I think my hon. friend will find, with
reference to the Customs Act, that the Minister did divest
himself of this power. That was one of the things that I
objected to when the Act was being amended. You recol-
lect that I fought a whole night over that, and the Minister
said ho would divest himself of it. Bat the Act is impera-
tive that the fines shall be imposed and paid. The hon.
gentleman's point, to be well taken, should not be against
imposing the fines the law imposes, but only that the &iin.
ister should divest himself of any discretionary power.

Mr. BOWELL. That is if the hon. gentleman has stated
the case correctly.

Mr. PATIERSON (B 'ant) I think the Minister will
give nre credit for haviug statel what I believe to Le cor-
rect, and made the deductions which I drew frorm state.
mente which ho made in the House, from the tact that ho
said that ho did not desire to bring down the papers until
ho was in a position to come to a decision on the morits
of the case. He las brought down the report, and we
have the information given to the House that ho
has not impesed any fines or penalties. But the
fact remains that his special agent reports that ho
found everything correct, as he said in the state.
mont. But the point I wish to bring out was this : if
there is not to be a aniform system to be applied with
reference to all by the Customs Departmont, there will be a
demand for some other tribunal before which these cases
should go, and in which an equal justice would be meted
out toe all. I think from ail the information that the Min.
ister bas submitted to the House, this is a case in which ho
has dealt with these parties in a manner very much different
from that in which ho dealt with other parties, I think,
even in the Pame city, ro longer than one year ago. I will
not say any more at prosent, but I presume I shall be per-
mitted to reply to the Ministor if ho etates anything that
calld for a reply from me.

Mr. BOWELL. If constant repetition of one or two ideas
in about an hour's speech would impress the importance of
this subject on any one's mind, I think it ought to be toler-
ably well ground int me on this occasion. The two ideas
suggested by my hon. friend, are: firet, that there is an ad-
ministration of the law for one party, and a different admin-
istration for another party, and, in order to i mpress me with
that idea, the hon. gentleman has repeated it just fivo times.
The second was, that goods have been seizod aad sold for
under-valaation repeatedly, and in some cases confiscated,
while there was no intent of fraud on the part of the
importer who brought the gools into the country ; that
goods have been seized under those circamstancei, where
probably there was no fraud intended, and the penalty
imposed by the law has been collected, that may be
quite true. But there bas been no case of confiscation of
goods imported under such ciroumetances, where the party
bas n t positively refused to comply with the provisions of
the lx. I have nothing far ther to say in reforonc to that
point, because I do not desire to enter into the discussion of
that question as fully as I would like to, and probably if we
live long enough, we will discuss what amendments may be
propo ed to the Customs law when they are brought before
the House. But I have this to say, that this is the first timae
during my ocoupancy of the position as Minister of Oastoms,
that 1 have over brought papors bofore tho ouso unlü thq
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whole question was decided ; and from what has resnlted
from laying these papers before the House on this occa-
sion, I think I should be quite rigbt, bsth in the interest
of the parties, and in the interests ofthe country, to refuse
to bring any more papers before the House in the half-
settled state in which the present case is. If the hon.
gentleman had studied the Customs law ho would know
that no matter how criminal a party may be, or how far
he bas violated the law, ho bas a certain time in which to
put in bis defence. I an quite sure that the hon. gentle-
man, with bis ideas of fairness, will not find fault with the
administration of the I)opaitmerit or with myself if, at the
instance of their solieitors, I gave the parties time to
put in a defence before I came to a decision and made a
report to the Council as to the final disposition of the
seizure. Be must know, also, that my time has been fully
occupied during the Session, in connection with my col.
leagues, in reference to matters pertaining to the general
administration of the counrtry, and more particularly
in referetnce to the Estimates and Tariff, that 1 have
not had so much time as I would have liked to have
given to tbe consideration of this question. I may just
as well tell the bon. gentleman that it is only yester-
day that I received a number of affidavits from the
president and directors of the company in relation to
this very case, and I thon gave orders to have them
copied in oider that I might lay them before the House
along with the papers which are already before us ;
and until the defence was fully before me, it was impossible
for me to come to any final decision as to what penalty
would be imposed upon this company for having, through
their manager, violated the Customs Act. Now, I can tell
my hon. friend that that cheque was signed and sent. It was
signed in blank, but I paid no attention to it. I handed
it to the Commissioner with instructions not to fill in any
blank or to have anything to do with it. lie had no com-
munication, directly or indirectly, with Mr. Howard (I think
that is the name), the treasurer, in reference to that
cbeque. But upon receipt of that cheque and the letter
accompanying it, in which attention was called, if my
recollection serves me right, to further discrepancies they
had discovered. I then decided to return the papers to Mr.
Grose, Mr. Wolff not being in the country, in order to
make a still further investigation and to report. No
money has been accepted from the company in settle-
ment of the fraud; for such, I th ink, I may fairly
cali it. No intimation has been given to the com-
pany that that cheque or any other amount would bc
received in consideration of what was due, either in the
way of duties or as peralties. The hon. gentleman says he
would like to understand why the company bas taken such
and sucb action. I am totally unable to tell him the reason.
I have no knowledge of what induced them to call their
board meeting, further than, perbaps, they wished to try
and clear themselves. I made no suggestion, and no suggcs
tion was made to my knowledge, from the Lepartment, in
reference to this matter. They acted solely upon their own
responsibility. I desire to add that, when my officer came
to me and told me this fraud bad been going on, I said to
him: " Be sure you are correct, and the moment yon have
evidence to substantiate the charges you bave made, go
to the president of the company and ask him to
exhibit his books, in order that you may verify,
if possible, the information which bas been given to yon.
Prom mny knowledge of Mr. Andrew Gault and those with
whom he is associated, I am quite convinced he will not
hesitate to lay the books before you, unless they were
parties to the fraud." I could not bring myself to believe
that gentlemen of their cbaracter, sncb men as Andrew
Gault, Mr. J. K. Ward, Mr. Senator Thibaudeau and others
of that clas would lend themsoelves to the fraud, which had
.yidently been committed by the manapr of thoir oÇmganî,

MiPwL,

My surmises were quite correct. As soon as Mr. Gault's
attention was called to it he laid the books before the
special officer, Mr. Wolff, upon which he based bis report.
The statement made by the hon. member for Brant (Mr.
Paterson) that it was a clear case of fraud, I do not deny, on
the contrary, I am fully in accord with him; and just as
soon as I have time to fully consider this question I shall be
prepared to give my decision as the head of the Department.
Should I give snob a decision as has been intimated by the
hon. gentleman, thereby administoring the law in a manner
so lenient to them while it has been rigidly enforced
against otbers, thon I will admit that the hon. gentleman
will be quite correct in his insinuations that I was dealing
out one measure of justice to one firm and another measure
of jurtico to anothor firm. I have endeavorel so far as
the administration of this very unpopular branch of this
Government is concerned, where the parties have been dis-
covered as committing a fraud or parties in their employ-
ment, where they have shown every disposition to lay all
the facts before the Department and the Government, to
treat them as such men ought to be treated. I have, on
the contrary, given instructions that where obstacles are
thrown in the way by the destruction of the books or other
means adopted in order to hide iniquities perpetrated by
them, that the officers should take more energetic measures
in order to arrive at the truth. The hon, gentleman bas
said that there is correspondence that has not been laid
before the louse. I know of no correspondence, except the
letter to which he bas referred, and in which he called my
attention to the fact that other discrepancies have been
discovered. The bon. gentleman bas spoken of au
original statement or an original communication. There
is no such original statement, in writing, as that to
which ho bas referred, and I can only accouant for
the reference to it, from the fact that Mr. Gault,
the manager, and one or two of those interested
in the company-I forget all the names-came and
had a personal interview with me, in wbich they
placed a statement, orally, before me. It was (not in
writing. I can only imagine that the original state-
monts referred to in that letter must bave been that
interview, which never was committed to paper. Now,
as I bave said, I received affidavits yesterday from Mr.
Andrew Gault, Mr. J. K Ward, Mr. Senator Thibandeau,
and I thinlk from two or three others declaring
that they had no knowledge that this fraud had been com-
mitted. They also ask at the same time, eoither by their
attorney or by letter, I am not sure which, that I
would give them sufficient time to have another personal
interview and allow thom to make personal explanations
in regard to this matter. These facte I think will be
held to justify the Oustoms Department in not coming to a
decision as to the penalties which to h imposed until the
parties, whom we have reason to believe were innocent, so
far as they were individually concerned, have had an oppor-
tunity in the f ullest possible manner of making an explana-
tion. I do not think it is necessary for me to prolong this
discussion. I have already pointed out to the Hlouse that
no cheque has been accepted in payment of any sums.
The cheque, I believe, is still in the bands of the
Departîment, and is very likely to be found in the
vaults in the custody of the commissioner, to whom
I handed it. There bas been no acceptance of that choque,
either in payment for duties or in liquidation of any penalties
that msy hereafter be imposed. In short, tho Department
bas not come to any decision as to what penalties
they will impose, whether they will acquit those peo.
ple, whether they will accept the duties imposed, or
whether they will act under the clause of the law which
conftocates the fuli amunut of the 10,000 the duty paid,
value of h, goqds falsely »ntered, or whether we will
foilow the manager for~having mde those improper entrie,
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As soon as time will permit and as soon as those parties that it is lnoumbent upon him-as he says ho do. -to hold
bave had the fullest possible opportunity of making explan. that there im only one way of treating those people. Of
ation, which they have asked and which I certainly will course he knows that I have seen him on beverat o3casions,
grant, I will make decision, and I think it will meot the when I have thought Lhat hii judgmiient was rather harsh,
approval of the House if not of the hon. gentleman who and as it seems to me from the papers in this case that hi«
bas brought this question under its notice. The law conduct differed entirely from bis aotion in o'her cases, I
will be administered in the case of these waalthy and pro. thought I would bring the matter bifore the House.
minent men and their manager, in the same manner as it Mr. MITCHE LL. I am glad that this matter has been
bas been administered against others. Had Mr. Gault brought up in the House, because there has been a great
refused, as has been done by others, to place the books in deal of comment in the press with regard to this particular
the hande of the officer when asked, in order to verify or to oz an i uch as m ih tading in th com
prove false the information which had been iven, then a ecizare; and inasmuc as mon of high standing in the oi.
seizure would have been made at once. Éut from the merit and maufaeturing world have be e conected with
standing'of those men, and the wealth we knew they pos- i, it ias crsted an uploasant impresion, whioh T think
sessed, I did not deem it necessary to stop work at their mille, the discussion of tvay. nd the explanation of te Minister
beomuse I knew any moment a decision wa ie hywill tend t)~ rem)ve. The gentlemen conneetod with the
bouse b. aknewto pay momtepenalycis was g oven they Montreal ÇAtton Company are men of the highest standing inwould be able to pay whatever penalty we imposed, or- they tecmeca eteo otel elstse htnn
would intimate that they dissented from the decision and Lhecom meral centre of Montreal. I fael satisei d that noue
would be prepared to go into the Exchequer Court and fight of them would bc guilty cf any attempt tin defrand the
it. I hope, I do not know, that I will be able before the revenue or commit an ct whih would do injuhv i e the the
House rises to give a decision, as the hon. gentleman ias revenue, wnd tham ver glad indeed tI ave beard the ex.

asked; but this I can assure him-Iam followi-ig his exampe planation which the inister has given. I ar also glad
by r<peating it tbree times-that no settlement has been statements as originally made by the hoit mpmber for
made, that not one dollar has been accepted from them Brant (Mr. Paterson), that the Minister is still prose-
further than the retention of the cheque, and I am not sure rt eqrieso)t rgd to i se is of prea
but that I said to Mr. Johnson that he might just' as well cting enquiries with regard to it, brcause it js of great
send it back, or keep it, as he pleased, until the matter i importance that al should carry out the ries of hie Depart-
disposed of-but nothing has beu done in the way of final ment with equal everity sn ail cases. I think that his
settiemnent, as the hon. member for Brant would Joad the Dcpartmnent bias exeeuted its deerees with grest seerity,

seement thee. hi membere fr Brat wd lmea tht ~and in some cases, as I thought, unjustly. The Minister in
House t bliehe Ia hbefre the ouse until m was able the exercise of hie duty undoubtedly thought otherwise, but
would net lay the papoe h. knows that I have stated to him bath privatelv and in
to come to a decision; but am not sure as to the exact this House, that I thought his decisionswere unduly severe.
words. My hon. friend beside me says: 'I think it le a lowever, as he says this is a clear case of fraud, I trust he
groat pity you have brought them down," but frem the wilIl-and I know he will-pursue the sane course as h. has
freqient enquiries made I was anxious that the IUouse pursaed in other eabes, and will sec that all parties are
should be placed in possession of the facts ase se n as they treated alike, and thus continue to command the confidence
came into my possession. of the mercantile community.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have no hesitation in ac- Mr. JONES. The debate on the motion of my hon.
cepting the Minister's statements when ho tells us that that friend was perbaps more important than would appear at
is so. Of course, I unhesitatingly accept hie statement, but first sight, becanse it relates to the administration of the
I trust he will not blame me for having unduly, as he Customs Department in Montreal, which has been the sub.
thinks, made a charge against him. ject of complaint-and i may say of very general com-

Mr. BOWELL. No. plaint-for a long time, so far as Halifax merchants

Mr. PATE SON (Brant). I was under the impression are concerned. As I may not have a more opportune

that we ad ail the papers we would got. I read the Min. time to do so, I would remind the hou. gentleman of
ister's remark before I acted upon it, and he was so positive certain circumsta:re-s which took place soma time ago at
at the time I made my motion that it would not do to bring the port of Halifax, for the purpoe of contrasting them
it down until the matter was investigated, that I asked if with what took place at the port of Montreal. I do not

he would bring it down without motion, and he was kind mean to cat any reflection upon the administration of the

enough to say lie wuld. hon. gentleman at the head of the Castom% Department. I
nog to L say herwod. ydthink that if he were made fully aware of all the circum-
Mr. BOWE LL. I promise yen neyer te do it again. stances he would carry out in a fair and impartial manner
Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). When I asked the hon. gen- the laws of hie Department. The complaint I have to

tieman about the matter hie reply was: Just as soon as I make is that he ia been too proue to rely on the reporte
am in a po-ition to come to a decision upon the merite of of hie subordinates, and that, while the strongest evidence
the case il will be brought down. On 7th June, when I pre- has from time to time beeu subrittel te him regarding the
sented the matter, I took it for granted-as I think I might mal-administration of affairs in Montreal, the bon. gentle-
fairly do-that the whole case was before us, that the matter man has not been willing to accept that evidence, as it
was closed, and I spoke of course in that sense, as I think should hava baeu accepted, considering the sources from
I was warranted in doing, as I could not come to any other which il was derived. Now, with regard to curtain matters
conclusion. Rowever, I understand the Minister to say at the port of Montreal, there have been complainte
that he made a mistake in bringing it down before the for a long time in connection with certain branches
matter was closed, and I certainly cannot find fault with of trade. I may say that one gentleman in Halifax
him because h. was rather evincing a desire to oblige me, told me not long ago that he could import, and did import,
or any gentleman making a motion, and, therefore, I would and would continue to import, ail his agricultural impie-
not press that point against him. The Minister now states ments from, the United SLatee for Hlalifax, via Kontreal, and
that while his answer would seem to give an impression puy the freight over the Intercolonial Railway, because
that the matter was closed, still he holde the case open for they were entered at Montreal by the agents of ihe com-

adjudication. That will, of course, prevent anything further pany, or the parties interested there, at so much lower rates

from being said until we have the Minister's decision with than they could b. entered at Halifax, that h. could pay
refrnono th e matter, when I have no doubt h. will feel the fraight over the Intercolonial Rsilway all the way to
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Halifax, and save considerable money by the transaction. of jamaica. At the me tire there were arrivlng cargos
I bave brought this matter to the notice of the Department of gugar from the imland of Jamalca, shipped at the ame
pnblicly; I mentioned it to M1r. Bremner, whom the Gov. Lime by the Parne hou.., onsigned to lIafix te b. ahipred
ernment appointed in connection with the sugar branch over the Int-reol niai Riilwàiyto Ko)troaI. When the
of the Departiment Rome years ago, ad ho promised me that cargoes shipped on account of ry firm arrivod nt Ralif.z,
he would investigate the matter. The gentleman to whom they wore entered acoording to the duty properly attached
I have referred is one of the largest importers of agrieultu- to ther. When the cargos whieh were intended for Mon.
ral implements in Halifax. 1 may mention that another treal ardved, they were entered at the me vaine a the
party approached me in Halifar on the same subj et. Ho cargo.. imp rted on Halifaxaccount. Howev.r, thoe car.
was a large uphoisterer, and he told me that he paid the duty goos were forwarded to Moutreal, and in me way or other
on certain articles, m not suire whether they were from -I do fot mean to insinuate in what way-such an influ.
England or the United States. and that aftor paying the once was brought to beur on the Governm.nt or on the
duty ho was visited by a rerson in the same trade from Mînister of Cuîtom; uat thriso cargoei wora entered at
Montreal, who offered him the same goods at very much Montreal at a différence of$l,500 les. daty than the cargou
less than ho could affo-d to Fell them for. On making a which we hud roived at Halifax at the sarne time.
comparison with the Montreal merchant ho found that while And during the few monthe that thomo importations
these arti ,les had to be entre i in Halifax for $26 they were tock place, according te a matement whieh I ren-
entered at Montreal at, I think, only 816. dered te the hon, gentleman, the flrm to which 1 b.long,

Mr. BOWELL. What kind of goods did you say? independent of te reflnery at Halifax, whieh wa a very
large importer, aud of the other importera at Halifax-paid

Mr. JONES. Tho man is an upholsterer, and I can give $7,OOO more duty on mugars than wa would have bean catled
you bis name. He informed me that while these goods were on to pny had tiiome sugRrs been sont to Montreal. I think
entrod in Montreal at &616, or possi bly at $18 or $19, I think thvt ougbt to show tb. hon. gentleman h w unfairly the
it was, the Customs in Halifax, under orders from the Cuïtoms office at Montroal bas been managed dnring mev-
Depart ment, put them at $26 for entry there. The hon. oral years. Lt is tmG that ba been cbanged, and wo are
gentleman will see that in these few instances-and I can now adolting the polariscopie test. But 1 ropeat that tie
give him others how unfairly the merchants of Montroal noneym which were paid by the refiners and marchants of
have hnd advantages over the merchants in other cities in Halifax diring the two or tbree years that those irreyu-
the Dominion. I might also mention the case of a book larities oocurred in Montreal, mhould be retned to tue
and stationery concern in Halifax, the proprietor of which marchants and refluerà of Halifax, or the refluers of Mont.
told me the Rame thing-that ho could import certain real shoaJd be callod on to accout for the diffarence. I am
article from England, by way of Montreal, and carry thom bound to say that bore my regard for the jndgment of the
to Halifax by the Intercolonial Railway, and save money hon. Minimter in theme mottera muatterminate. The bon.
by the transaction. Another party, who is in the wine gentleman dnring the debate of 1884, in reply to Mr. Vail,
trade, thought it paid him botter Io get his wines vA Mon- laid down the principie for the impoâition of the daLles on
treal, because th -r were entered there by the agents ofihéqe agar, in th3se word:
foreign houses at so much lower a rate than at Halifax, that
he could afford to send thom over the Intercolonial Railway tanly when t ele chae sug's pa a g rantoae
to Halifax snd save money. Now, there are four cases, in ti tegh hni xed htarntIe a rprintto Hlifx ad sae mney Now thre re fur ues inadvanee on the value ad valorem. When the test ie made by the polar-
different branches, to which I direct the attention of the iscope, if it ie found that the sugar de fot o>me up to the standard,
hon Minister of Customs, as I have on previous occasions then of course the value of the invoice would have te be decreaeed in
directed the attention of the gentleman who was appointed order te obtain the correct advalorem value of the sugar."

by him te look into that subject. Now, that i. the principle laid down by the hon. Minister
of Customs in this laouse, fd that was the principle on
time by 1th sA +oAe oasigned to% Hlifvax to besipe

Mi. JONEFS. He told me ha would.
Mr. BOWE LiL. I a-k yo if he did look into it ?

Mr. JONES. I do not know.
Mr. BOWELL. Bocause I know Mr. Bremner is very

thorough if ho takes hold of any thing.
Mr. JONES. Hie is very thorongh, and I will do the

Government the credit of saying that they appointed an
excellent offloer when they appointed Mr. Bremner. The
Government are sware that for three or four years com-
plaints were constantly.made of the rates at which sugar
was entered at the port of Montreal. It was well known to
everyone in the trade that the refiners at Montreal were
payirg from 20 to 25 cents per 100 lbs. less on their tugar
than the merchants of Halifax were paying on sugar coming
from the same place at the same time. Mr. Bremner visited
Montreal, and after the closest investigation, put on publie
rcoord his opinion that the refiners of Montreal were
getting their' sugars there at from 20 te 25 cents
por 100 Ibs. less than the importers at Halifax; and I
think the Minieter of Oustoms has arrived at.the conclusion
that Mr. Bremner was strictly correct. I can give an illus-
tration in my own case of the way in which this Govern-
ment have carried out the laws in this respect. I do not
wish to bring up my own business further than te illustrate
this point. 1 happen to be an importer, and some three
years ago I brought large cargoes of sugar from the island

Mr. JoNs,

wy c e a ace w g
during the wholo of thoso provios years; that is to say,
when a cargo was purchased free-on-board, and guarant 3ed
to test at a certain saccharine strength, but did not come up
Lo the standard at which it was charged in the invoice, thon
the Government reduced the valuation, and the ad valorem
duty applied to the lower value. That had been going on
in Montreal for years, and it was only by the merest acci-
dent, when the hon. gentleman made this statement in
Parliament, that this matter was brought to light. Thon it
was that the refiners and merchants of' Halifax made an
application to the hon gentleman for a refund of duties
under similar circumstances, and claimed that they should
be placed in exactly as favorable a position as the merchants
and refiners of the larger city of Montreal. I addressed a
letter te the hon. gentleman, and ho referred the matter to
bis Department. His Department took exactly the opposite
view from that laid down by the hon. gentleman in the
Houase. The Department, under letter of 9th, November
signed by J. S. Carmen, Assistant Commissioner, saya, in
relerence to this point:

" As the Department did not consiler it ha-l any power to regard
such tests or to accept a post entry bised thereon Tne question was
submitted to the au. the Treazury Boar i for decision, and, as a result
ut sucn reference, a letter wae written to the collector at Montreal, from
which port the claim emanated, intimating that it had not been decided
to accept a post t ntry in the case. There were also several claimi pre-
sented which, fr,m the corresp ndence and documents attached, seem
to imply that they were made in consequenceof polarisation test lower
than calfed for by contract. This brought up the same question again,
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and the Department submitted it to the Treasury Board, the board re. Mr. JONES. But the hon. gentleman telle me he has in-
turned the claim to the Department for more definite information, when d th bjectfurther correspondence was, therefore, had with the parties.

That is what I wish te bring to the notice of the House. It Mr. BOWELL. I did not. I said I caused an enquiry
seems they refsed the application of parties in Montreal,to be made, and formed my judgment on the report made to

but they get out of it in this way : me.
but heyget ut f itin his ay:Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman has arrived at a deer.

" When further correspondence was, therefore, had with the parties, rion on this qestion whicgoes little credit t his judgmentand affidavits produced, setting forth in express terms, that the inferio no . . .
rity referred to was not founded on the polarisation. or to the administration of his Department. When the honi

"The claims were then re-submitted to the Treasury Board, and gentleman has complaints like these brought before him by
allowed on the ground of deficiency in quality, as proven under the re- bis own friends, Mr. Bremmer, one of the most active workers
quirements of sec. 1l of the Tariff Act. of the Conservative party in Halifax,
Now, is it possible to imagine that any Department could
have submitted to the publie such an excuse as this for ap-
plying a lower rate of duty on an article like sugar ? They
say it is on account of the deficiency in quality. That
deficiency in quality could exist only on account of the loss
of saccharine strength of the sugar not being up to the sac-
charine test. Therefore, when they found themselves in this
position with regard to Montreal, which they had been
treating in a different manner all along, they resorted to
other mans by which they might meet the views of the
importers or refiners in Montreal. When they found that
we had taken up the Minister of Customs according to lis
interpretation of the Act in Parliament, and were applying
for the same reduction there as had been made for a long
time in Montreal, thon the Department goes back, and says it
was not on the ground of inferiority of the polariscopic test,
but on account of the general depreciation in quality. Hon.
gentlemen, who are aware of anything in relation to the
value of sugar at ail, must be aware Of this one great fact:
that it is only in regard to its strength as an article of
commerce that it could be considered as inferior at ail. Its
color was not affecting it in any way. It was only on
account of the strength of the article.

Mr. BOWELL. The color under the law, as it thon
stood, would affect the value of sugar fcr duty.

Mr. JONES. The color affected all other sugars, and not
this number more than any othor.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not say it did. I spoke of sugar
gencrally.

Mr. JONES. Of course; the hon. gentleman is aware
that the tariff imposed a different duty on eugar between 9
and 13.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will admit that No.
9 sugar might be bought at one price to-day and at another
to-morrow. It might be at one price at 10 o'clock to-day,
and at 3 o'clock, through fluctuations of the market, it
might be lower, so that it would be affected thereby in im
posing an ad valorem duty.

Mr. JONES. The hon, gentleman knows very well that
such fluctuations never took place.

Mr. BOWELL. From invoices placed before me and the
Department, I know that that is a fact, or there was fraud
committed in making the invoices.

Mr. JONES. There bas been fraud, and that is what I
complain of. The hon. gentleman has acted without due
enquiry.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is not correct. Ho
cannot mention a siagle case ho ever brought before me, in
which I did not make the fullest enquiry. If I came to an
incorrect conclusion, that is another thing; but in every
case the enquiry was made.

Mr. JONES. So much the worse for the hon. gentleman's
judgment. I was disposed to believe the hon. gentleman
had been guided by the offcors of hie Department

Mr. BOWBLL. 1o I wa.

Mr. BOWELL. What bas that to do with it? I would
take your complaint as soon as that of a friend of my own,
and a man who would not administer an office like mine on
that principle should not be there.

Mr. JONES. There is this difference: The hon. gentle.
man would have taken my complaint, but he would not
attend to it.

Mr. BOWELL. I did attend to it.

Mr. JONES. Ho would attend to the complainte of hie
friends.

Mr. BOWELL. You said I did not. You had better
stick to your text.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman had this question
brought before him for years, and he was aware, or ought
to have been aware-and if not aware, he is not fit to be the
head of his Department-of it, because it was brought to
him by people actively connected with the trade ; it was
brought to him by the refinery in Halifax. I say that the
failure of the refinery in Halifax was due to the fact that
they were ocmpelled, during three or four years, to pay 20
cents more per 100 Ibs. for sugar than their rivale in t he city
of Montreal were. This matter was brought to the attention
of the Minister by the directors of the refinery and the
friends of the Government. I do not wish to introduce
my own affaire here, and I only brought this u
as an illustration ; but I say the Department bas been ad-
ministered in Montreal, for four or five years, in a loose and
improper manner, without due regard to the public interest.
I have given sufficient evidence upon the various branches
of the subject to prove to the satisfaction of every hon.
member here that these articles were oontinued, year after
year, to be entered in the city of Montroal at much lower
rates than they were in the Lower Provinces. I know of one
case of a cargo of sugar isold by a merchant in Halifax,
that was tested over No. 13, which made it pay a higher
rate of duty. It was bought by a Montreal merchant as
being over 13, with a high rate of duty, and taken in Mon-
treal where it was said, in excuse, that it was accidentally
resampled in Montreal. And what did they do. Why
they made almost every hogshead of that sugar under No.
13, and the Montreai purchaser had the benelit of 50 cents
per 100 pounds more than he expected when he bought
the sugar. That is an instance in case, where a
cargo of sugar was sampled in Halifar, handled by the
Customs authorities there, then sent to Montreal, where its
classification was reversed, and the merchant in Montreal
had the benefit of 50 cents which the Goverument was
cheated out of, because the sugar had been properly and
honestly tested, examined, and classified in Halifax. Now,
our merchants in Halifax do not complain of being called
upon te comply strictly with the law; but what we do
complain of is that the law is not carried out in the same
strict manner in Montreal as it is in Halifax, and that has
been going on for years. The hon. gentleman who pre-
ceded me bears ont my statement, and addu that it is going
on to-day. This I cannot pouitively, of my own knowledge,
f4ir4 biat ; Wv vug good easom for muWDg th$ wht

1887.



COMMONS IEBATES. JuNE 14,

has been going on for so long, despite the representations
made to the Department, may possibly be continued,
to the great detriment of honest traders over other
parts of the Dominion, and to the discredit of the
administration of the Department. Because, when the
hon, gentleman had these representations made to him
on reliable authority, he should have examined them at
once. More than that, I know that the hon. gentle-
man is aware that all the representations made to him, in
regard to the Montreal refineries, and the lower duties which
they were paying when we were paying higher duties, are
correct. I have reason to know, from a very good source,
that he is aware that the representations made from the
refiners and by Mr. Bremner at that time were literally
correct. It is desirable, therefore, that this matter should
be thoroughly cleared up. Of course, if I had been a friend
of the Government, I might possibly bave had returned to
me the 87,000 which was improperly taken from my firm,
when they made me pay higher duties than were being paid
in other parts of the Dominion. I always thought I was
entitled to it, and I still think that, when sugars are ad-
mitted at one point at a certain valuation, that should
apply all over the Dominion. Now, this matter has
reached a point at which it is necessary for us to look at
another aspect of the case. We know very well, or
we have reason to believe, that, if this large cotton
factory in Montreal had been in the position which some of
the merchants in the Maritime Provinces have been in,
they might have been treated in the same way as they have
been treated. We have seen itinerating revenue officers
visiting the emall towns in Nova Scotias We have seen, and
it is on the records of Parlianent, that they have been try-
ing to suborn evidence, to obtain evidence, to corrupt men
in the employment of merchants in Boston and obtain
evidence agaiust their· employers and against merchants in
Nova Scotia. They would go from one place to another.
They would go into a shop and say "show me your
accounts," or, "show me this or that, and I fine you $500
or $1,000." I amnot aware of my own knowledge whether
that money is paid to these men at that moment, or is paid
to the Department subseqïently, but I believe they get half
the fines so imposed, or aTlarge portion of them. I contend
that these revenue officers who visit the various parts of the
Dominion in order to see that the revenue laws are properly
carried out, should make a report to the Department at
once when they discover that they are being violated,
ishould seize the goods, and lot the Government

take the responsibility of dealing with the matter,
It is unfair to other marchants, it is an imaproper way of
administering the Department, to allow one of the subordi-
nates to go into a country shop and say: "You have been
guilty of importing goode at so much below the value; pay
me 8300 or $400, and I will say no more about it." That
is not the proper way of doing business. I desire to sec
the Customs laws as long as they exist, obnoxious as they
have been made by this Administration, carried out in one
part of the Dominion as well as in the other, but I deprecate
the system which allows the Minister of Customs to send
his people into a shop and impose a fine and thon do nothing
more. If these people have violated the Act, let them be
punished, let them be deait with by the Department, which
ought to take the responsibility of dealirg with them; but
do not permit the officers of the Department in these emaller
localities to select one or two men who are generally opposed
to the Administration. I do not make that as a charge against
the Administration, but I am informed that those who are
opposed to the Government receive more frequent visite
than those who are favorable to them, and this leads to the
suspicion in reference tothe Government that they are doing
this for partisan motives. If they send into every shop in
the country and see that the importers oomply with the
Âc, I am quite wilin that they shopld do go, and that,

Mr. JQon

those who violate the Act should be fined ; but they should
net be dealt with in that way by a subordinate of the De-
partment, but should be reportod to the Department, and
the Department should take the responsibility of carrying
out the law. I have taken this opportunity of bringing this
matter to the attention of the House and to the attention of
the Minister of Customs in the hope that ho may accept in-
formation and advice which, in the past, he bas so steadily
refused to accept, even when coming from sources from
which ho should have accepted it. I think ho will find, in
the future that it will redound to bis credit, and to the cre-
dit and advantage of the country, if such information as is
placed before him from reliable sources should be dealt with
by the Departmnent in a prompt, energetie and efficient
manner.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not propose to follow the hon. gen-
tleman through his remarks, but I wish to state in the most
distinct manner that the statement ho has made in regard
to his own case, and especially when he said I was well
aware of these inequalities in the administration of the law
as to merchants in Halifax and Montreal being charged
different rates of duty, has not a scintilla of truth in it,
either directly or indirectly. I know of no such cases as
those to which he bas referred into which I have not made
immediate investigation when my attention bas been called
to them. That I have not been able to come to the same
conclusion as the hon. gentleman in regard to his own case,
as to the remission of the duties which hie considered be
ought not to have paid, I do not deny; and, further, I do
not deny that inequalities have existed in regard te goods
being entered at a lower value in one port than in another.
We constantly have such cases brought before us, and we
are constantly engaged in investigating them; and we are
condemned irequently in the most energetie manner
because we endeavor to enforce the law in regard to
the question of values. But, as long as we have from
100 to 200 porte, and about 1,000 Customs officers whose
duty it is to decide values upon these articles, so long
will these inequalities exist. The on. gentleman was in
an Administration in which he knows the same difficulties
existed as exist now. He knows that my predecessor did
all ho could to effect a uniformity in prices. He knows also
that it was utterly impossible te achieve that, and that it
will be impoésible just se long as we have people who try
to defraud the revenue, and so many officers who have
different opinions as to the value of articles. This is incident
to Customs laws, as my hon, friend from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) stated upon one occasion that the
fact of baving a high protective duty is an incentive to
that kind of fraud. We all know that, and experience
has provol it. Looking over the Custome laws which have
existed for two hundred years, which I have been doing.
because I expected that this question would be discussed, I
find that the same provisions for the prevention of similar
fraude existed under George ILI and William IV, and
which we are trying to prevent now. It is the same in
regard to every crime. Laws have been enacted to pre-
vent crime of all kinds, but I suppose that murder will
continue as long as the world lasts, and stealing will
continue; and, as long as there is a duty imposed upon
goods, so long will there be men who will try to
defraud the revenue. As to the sweeping charges whieh
the hon, gentleman has made, that I have overlooked com.
plainte made by one party and net by another, he con.
tradicted himself. le said tbat I disregarded the report
made to me by the moet ardent supporter and the hardest
worker in Nova Scotia, Mr. Bremner, in reference to sugar
matters. I find lu some cases that, just like my hon. friend,
they never looked beyond the interests of Ialifax ; as an
example, if I had not put my foot down, and refusedp i.
tiveli 9emedetg the demandsMme by merchuate of s
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ln reference to testing the strength of sugar, we would have Department lepknow well the difflmulties that prmut theêmhad complaints of the same discreparcies existing to day selves in administering a law so complex in Its character,that we have had in the past. When the Baard of with a tariff such as ours, and I am gratified to know thatof Trade and the Chamber of Gommerce - I do not know (if the House will excuse me fbr saying it), so few com-whether my hon. friend had anything to do with it or not plaints have been made; and I have had more complaints-were protesting againt the schème I had inaugurated from my political friends than I have had from my politi-with a view of endeavoring, as far as possible, to have uni- cal opponents in the administration of my Department.
formity in the testing of sugars, when they urged over and
over again in that I was doing an improper act in interfer. Mr. JONES. The Minister says he has been studying up
ing with the entries of goods in Halifax, I told them dis- the Customs laws for the last 200 years; I would like him
tinctly that since I had been in the Department, complaints te pay a little more attention to the Custom laws cf tahe
had been made so often fromI Halifax as te the amend. last four or five years.
ment of the law, particularly in regard te sugar Mr.BOWELL. Bo I have, ard have had great troublein Montreal, that I had determined, no matter what
the consequences might be, to test for at least one with the provisions of the law passed when you were in
year the scheme that* I had adopted of having power.
every consignment of sugar in this Dominion testod in the Mr. JONES. These old Customs laws may be interesting
city of Ottawa, under our own eyes, where the testers could as relies Of ancient history and autiquity, but what we have
not be reached by any one, and could not possibly know to do is with the Customs laws of the present time. Now,
whether the sugar they were testing belonged to the firm Sir, the hon. gentleman says that he changed the laws with
of Jones & Co., of Halifax, or te the Messrs. Redpath, of regard te the polariscope tests on sugar.
Montreal. I am glad te know that those who protested in Sir OHARLES TUPPER. We are not in committee. I
the strorgest way againet the policy 1 was carrying out, must ask the hon. gentleman te allow us to remain twenty
acknowledged to-day that they are satisfied with it, so far minutes in committea, te do necessary busines, and the hon,
as I can hear from our sugar inspecter, and that though gentleman can continue the discussion in committee.
hundreds and hundreds of tests have taken place, there have Mr. JONES. I shall have something te say when we gobeen but une or two cases-and I have the number in my int commitgye.
desk-that have been returned for a re-test, showing, at
least in that regard, that the principle Laid down and the Sir RICH ARD CART WRrGHT. I would like to ask the
policy adopted by the Government in the Castoms Depart. &inister of Customs te take a note and inform us, when his
ment had proved successful. I am satisfied that if every own departmental vote is under consideration, what
thing could be brought und r the direct administration of amounts of money have been paid te thse special offlcers
the Department, it is very likely the same good results in the way of profita on seizures during the lut two or thrOe
would follow. I can only say te my hon. friend that I am years.
not infallible, and if I have erred in judgment it has been Mr. BOWELL. I bave got them already.
from the reports which have been placed before me, Mtin agreed te
and which I had every reason te believe were cor- on a sud Houe resolved itseh I Commit-
rect. I tock the trouble, in the case referred te, te tee on Ways and Means.
send our special officers, who could have no possible (In the Committee.)
interest in any decision, te investigate these points te Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have asked the House towhich te hon. member for Halifax has called atten. go back into Committee of Ways and Means for the purposetion, and their reports are on record. But oh, he says, of dealing with a few remaining items, and also making
you should bave iuvestigated them yourself. But could any some slight alterations in the resolutions that have aLreadyMîister do more then I did in order te endeavor, at least, been before the C>mmittee. The firet is:te corne te a correct conclusion upon the facts which were
placed before me? Did h, when he occupied a seat on this Ruolued, That it la expedient further to amend Sohedules A and 0 of

s te i -Chapter 33, of the Revised Statutes of Canada, lntituled: 'An Actside of the House, and complaint was made to him in refer- respecting the Duties of Oustoms,' by repealing the following items in
ence te the administration of the Department over which Schedule A, viz. : Numbero 43, 48, 82, 105, 116, 121, 124, 133, 204, 231,
he presided so efficiently during the short time that he 235, 236, 250, 290, 291, 292, 293, 310, 319, 380, 381 sud 47t; sud the

admiistredlieItiiti .Dpsrmeu-whn i reeivd afollowing items iu Schedule 0, vdz. : Numberu 551, 687, 693 sud 805;administered the Militia Department-when hereceivedasudaotmend Bchedule E of sidAct beyrrepelig aItem No. '
complaint from Halifax or London, or any other part of the in said Schedule; and making other provisions in flea thereof su
country, did he go and investigate it personally, or did he follows:-
refer it te his responsible officers from whom h. had a rigbt That will aIl be explained by the subsequent resolutions.
to expect correct reports? But, he says it is an evidence Schedule A, brass in bars and bolta, drawn, plain and fancy
of want of knowledge on the part of the heads of the De- tubing, 10 per cent. ad valorem. The change made is te
partment, and an evidence of the incapacity of the Minis- strike out the word "seamlessa" before the word "drawn "
ter, that h. has not gone te every part of this country te making no change in "seamiess drawn tubing," but
investigate personally the complainti made by the hundreds reducing other drawn tubing (not seamless) from 30 te 10
and thousands every year, I might almost say every month. per cent. It ia te change the items in the old tariff which
Why, there is scarcely a seizure made from an anchor te were net interfered with before, and is made for the purpose
a need'e that is not brought before our Department. Does of reducing the duty on an article that is not made in the
he expect, does the House expect, that the Minister pre- country, and to avoid the difficulty in classiflestion as te
siding over a Department could visit every port and inves- seamless tubing. Cocoa matting 30 per cent. ad valorem.
tigate every two- penny half penny charge that is made, or te This is an increase of 25 per cent. with a view te encourage
go and investigate these questions in any other manner au industry which has been established in Canada. The
than ias been done by myself and my predecessors, that importa last year were $4,055 ; duty collected 81,013.75.
is, to get reports from reliable officers and t eact upon Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The additional duty
them? That I have doue, and as long as I have te confi- will be about $200.
deuce of my colleagues and the House, I shall endeavor te
carry out and administer in the same manner the affairs Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It will mnt be very large. I
of the Department over which I have presided for eight or do not imagine we will receive any more revenue, if as
pine years. I am sure those who know what the Customs muach as before.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That le a kind of article

which is cheap and wholesome to use. It does not appear
expedient to tax it more heavily.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not think it will increase
the price, but it will protect the home industry.

Combs for dress and toilet of all kinds, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Item 116 of o:i tarif, 25 per

cent. Increase of 5 per cent. Imports, $74,719; duty,
018,684.85. I do not consider this change will increase the
cost.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman does not expect to live
in the country, and, therefore, he does not consider how those
duties will bear on the country ai large.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I sec the point raised by the
hon. gentleman.

Bed comforters, or cotton bed quilte, not including woven quilts or
counterpanes, 35 per cent. ad ealorem.

Sir CHARLES TTPPER. Item 121 of old tarif, 21î
per cent. Increase, 7 per cent. The change is necessary,
as printed cottons (raw material) have been increased from
27½ per cent. to 32î per cent Imports, $4,961; value,
86,897; duty, $1,895.78. The duty is equalised between
the raw material and the finished product.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is equalised with a
vengeance; 5 per cent. is added to the raw material and 7J
to the finished article. What proportion does the raw
material bear to the finished article ? For it seems to me
that this is increased doubly or trebly if the raw material
bears the usual proportion to the finished article.

Nail plate of iron or steel sixteen gauge and thicker, $13 per ton.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is item 250 of old tarif

-25 per cent. The change is to make the duty uniform at
$13 a ton, instead $14 a ton for nail plate of iron (item 40 of
Bill) and $12 a ton for nail plate of steel (item 48 of Bill).

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the increase ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is not an incrosse; one

variety is reduced from 814 to 813 and another is increased
from $12 to $13. It is to produce uniformity.

Marble in blocks from the quarry In the rough or sawn on two aides
only, and not specially shapen, containing 15 cubie feet or over, 10 par
cent. ad valorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Item 693 of old tariff, free.
Increase, 10 per cent.; imports, $1,202.

And such blocks containing less than 15 cubie feet, 15 per cent. ad
tvalorem.

Sir C HIARLES TUPPER. Item 290 of old tariff, 10 per
cent. Increase 5 per cent. Imports, $4,687 ; duty, $468.70.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is consistent from
the cradle to the tomb, because most of those articles are
for tombstone purposes.

Marble slabs sawn on not more than two aides, 15 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Item 291 of old tariff, 10 per
cent. Increase of five per cent., for reasons before stated.
Importa, $41,970; duty, 81,197.

Marble blocks and elabs sawn on more than two aides 25 per cent. ad
valorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER Item 292 of old tariff, 20 per
cent.; increase 5 per cent., for reasons before stated. Im-
ports, 846,739 ;- duty, 89,351.92.

Finished marble and all manufactures of marble not elsewhere speci-
fied, 35 per cent. advalorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Item 293 ef old tariff, 30 per
cent. Increase of 5 per cent., for reasons before stated.
Imports, 823,154 ; duty, $6,952.55.

Sir CHARLEs TUPPER.

Linseed, or faxsed oil, raw or boiled, 30 per cent. ad sa orem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Item 310 of old tarif, 25 per
cent. Increase of 5 per cent., to promote cultivation of fax.
Importa, $371,045; 926,927 gallons; duty, $92,761.32.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That will be $50,000.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There willnot be a very large

increase, but it will promotethe manufacture in the country.
There is no difficulty in raising any quantity of fax in
Canada, and oil might as well be manufactured in this
country as imported.

Opium (drug) $1 per lb.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Item 319 of old tarif, 20 per
cent.; new duty equal to about 30 per cent. Importa
75,853 lbs.; value, $248,728; duty, 849,745.60.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. The hon. gentleman
knows, and no one knows better, that this is a tax on an
article which, although abused, is also a valuble article in
the materia medica, and it appears to me it is a very objec.
tionable tax, in so far as regards the use of the article by
physicians. I have not the least objection at taxation being
placed at the highest possible point, in so far as it is used in
other ways.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The present rate is about 80
cents per pound, and it is proposed to raise it to 81. If the
hon. gentleman will make a calculation he will find that it
will be a very small tax on a sufficient quantity of opium to
put a person to sleep.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). What is the object of the pro.
posed change? We certainly have no means of manufac-
turing opium in this country.

Mr. HICKEY. We have so many substances in addition
to opium now for like purposes that I consider this tax is
very well placed.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am glad to hear from the
assistant Minister of Finance. I would like, however, to
know from the Minister of Finance himself the object of
this increase, and as to his motive in increasing the duty
on that article.

Mr. BOWELL, If the hon. gentleman will allow me to
occupy the position of assistant Minister of Finance in this
respect, I would say that I do not think the hon. gentleman
was fair or courteous in the remarks he made in regard to
the hon. member for Dundas (?&r. Hickey). I am not
aware that any member on this side of the flouse has not
just as good a right to give his opinion on any particular
question that may be before the House, whether it b. in
defence of the Government or otherwise, as hon. gentlemen
on the other side have to make adverse criticisme upon the
actions of the Government. I may state that the reason
for the change is simply this: that in British Columbia in
particular, where a large proportion of the opium i imported
by the Chinese, there has been so much under valuation that
it does not amount to very much more than eighty cents
per pound ; and from reports we have received from that
section of the Dominion, we deem it botter, in order to
arrive at something like the correct duty, to make it $1.
There is 85 a pound on the manufactured article, to which
the hon. gentleman referred.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I certainly do not think that the
rebuke I have received from the Minister of Customs was
called for. I think I was in my place when I asked the
Minister the question I did ask him. I supposed that the
question would be answered by the responsible Minister,
and although I have ro objection to a private member
answering a question, yet when I ask a question of the
Minister I certainly think it is his duty to answer it.
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Mr. HIC T. T was not assuming any prerogative o

the Minister of Finance in saying the few words I did say.
The Minister of Finance would be quite able to answer any
question the hon. gentleman might put to him. I thought
it was my privilege to say what I did say, and I do no
think it was becoming on the part of the hon. member foi
Elgin (Ir. Wilson) to reply to me as he did.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. For my own part I may say
that I will only be too grateful to hon. gentlemen on both
sides for any assistance they may give me.

Plates, roofing slate, black or blue, 80 cents per square. Red, green,and other colora, $1 per square; in each case when aplit or dressed only.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is item 380 of old
tariff. There is no change in the duty, but the words "in
each case when split or dressed only," are added for better
definition. The imports wore black or blue, 49 squares ;
value $249; duty, $39.60. Red, green, &c., 277 squares;
value, $1,553; duty, $277.46.

Blates of all kind-, and manufactures of, not elsewhere specifded, 1
cent per square foot, and 35 per cent a 1 daiorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is item 38 t of the old
tariff, 25 per cent. There is an increase of 1 cent per
equare foot, making the new duty equal to say 30 or 35 per
cent. Imports, $6,146; duty, $1,536.50.

Olothing, ready made, aid wearing apparel, of every description
ineliding cloth caps and horse clothing, shaped, courposed wholly or in
part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca goat or other like aii-
mals, made up by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, not other.
wise provided tor, 10 cents per pound and 25 per cent. ad vatorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is item 474 of old tariff
reenacted, omitting the words " socks and stockingi," and
also omittirig the words "except knit goods," and putting
in the words "not otherwXo provided for." There is no
change in the duty.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would suggest thýt
the Minister of Custome should distribute to the members
as soon as possible, and to the public at large, the complete
scale of the tarif, as it will not appear in the Act, unless
we alter our usual plan.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, it will appear in the
Bill to-morrow in complote form, and that is one reason
why I am so anxious to put the resolutions through.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell), This gives the mercantile
classes and others very little opportunity for making re
monstrance or suggestions.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think the changes are
mostly the result of suggestions and remonstrances.

Bocks and stockings of cotton, wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca
goat other like animals, 10 cents per lb. and 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir CIARLES TUPPER. Cotton hosiery is 30 per cent.
under item 132 o the old tariff; woollen hosiery is 10 cents
per lb., and 35 percent. under item 474 of the old tariff. The
new duty is equal to about 35 par cent. average.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It will be a great deal
more than 35 per cent, on some portions,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, on the cheaper classas
it will be more.

Chopping axes, $2 a dozen and 10 per cent ad aoren.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The duty is equal to 35 per
cent. on a value of $8 a dozen. This is the duty proposed
by the resolutions as first brought down.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is rather hard on the lumbermen.

Sir QHMLRS TUPPRK. Oh, no.

E Nay kuives, and four, Ive and six pronged forks of aIl kinds, $2 per
dozen uand 20 per cent. adv eaore7

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is the amae duty ai was
propused by original rewolutiona. Uhay knives, value, 87 to
813 a dozen; averaRe, $0 adozen; duty, 40 per cent. Pork@,
value, 85 to $9 a dczn ; average, $7 a dczan ; duty, 50 per
cent.

Gardon rakes, 5 cents each and 25 per cent. ad tlorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. These are made to pay the
same duty as two and three pronged lorks and boas, under
item 12à of the Bill. Steel garden rakes, valued at from
84 to 86 a dozen, average duty 87 par cent.

Shovels and spades, and shovels and spade blanks, $1 per dozen and
25 per cent. ad ol>rem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Under item 125 of the Bill
they are $1 a dozen and 20 par cent. The increase of 5 par
cent. ad valorem makos the duty equal to 37 par cent., on a
value of 810 a dozen.

Iron and steel wire, galvanised or not 15 gauge and coaruer, not
else where specified, â5 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER This is to take the place of
item 38 of the Bill. The defiaition is the saine as item
220 of the old tariff. The old duty was 25 par cent-thore
is the same daty under the item 88 of Bill. This change
makes an increase of 5 per cent.

Leather, sole, a specific duty of half a cent per pound and 15 per
cent. ad valorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The duty on sole leather, by
item 79 of the Bill, is 3 cents par pound. The duty on sole
leather hy the old tarif (item 275) was 15 par cent. The
addition of ont per pound is equal to an addition of 1l
per ceut. to 2î per cent.-making the new tariff duty equal
to, eay, 16J or 17J per cent.

Clay tobacco pipes, 35 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The old duty was 30 par cent.
as earthenware I presume that no hon. gentleman who
indulges in the luxary of smoking will object to this slight
increase.

Tinsmiths' tools and harness makers'and sadlers' hardware, Including
curry combo, 35 per cent ad valorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. These articles are made to
pay the marne duty as builders' hardware, &o., under item
69 of the Bill. The old duty was 30 par cent; increase 59
per cent.

Harnessuand saddlery of every description, 35 per cent ad alorem.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Item 204 of old tariff was 30

per cent., so thore is an increase of 5 par cent., as saddlery
hardware has bean increased to that extent.

All chromos, chromotypes, oleographsand other eards, pictures
or artistic works of similar kinds produced by any process other than
hand painting or drawing, and being for business or advertising pur-
poses, or not printed or stamped on paper, card-board or other material,
6 cents per pound and 20 per cent. ad ealorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Under item 43 of old tariff,
some of these articles paid 25 per cent.; others paid 20 par
cent., as pictures. There has been mach difficulty in dis
tinguishing many of these articles from advertising matter
of the same kind, and cards were frequently trimmed with
silk which shouli pay 30 per cent. They are ail now made
to pay the same duty as "advertising pictures," &o.

Tubes not welded, nor more than 1i inches in diamieter, of rolled
steel, 15 per cent. ad va4ornm.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is the me duty as on
boiler tubes. No increase.
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Swedilsh rolied fron nail rods, under a half inch in diameter, far

manufacture of horse-shoe nails, 20 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir CITARLES TUPPER. The old duty was Ii par
cent. Heorse shoe nails are 35 per cent. by the Bill, so that
this is a reduction on them of 15 por cent.

Lap-welded Iron tubing, threaded and coupled or not, one and one-
quarter Inches l diameter and over, 20 per cent ad vslorom.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say that my hon. friend
from East Lambton brought my attention very forcibly to
the fact that the duty on this tnbing provided for in the Bill,
would greatly increase the charge on the tubep used for
artesian wel!s in Petrolia; and after looking carefully into
the matter, I make this alteration for the purpose of meet.
ing that case. The duty under item 230 of the old tariff
was 15 per cent. for "no t threaled." "Threaded " paid 20
per cent. as unenumerated. I, therefore, bring it back to the
same position that it was in the old tariff.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That cannot be made in the
country.

Sir CHA RLES TUPPE R. No. 1 found that that was the
ctme and that, therefore, the dut-y was going to largely in.
crease the cost of these artesian wells.

SHEDULE 0.
The undermentioned items shall be free of duty:
Books. educational, imported exclusively by and for the use of

schools for the deaf and dumb and blind.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is the same as before,
with the exception that we add the words "and b!ind,"
placing them on the same footing as the deaf and dumb.

Wire of iron or steel, galvanised or tinned, number sixteen gage or
smaller.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This item is simply reenacted,
changing the "fifteen " to "sixteen," so as to avoid con-
fusion.

Rolled rodes of steel under half an inch in diameter or under half an
Inch square, when imported by knob or lock manufacturer, or cutlers,
for use exclusively in such manufactures in their own factories.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is the same concession
as to other manufacturers, as the material is not made in
Canada.

SOHEDULE E.
Spruce and elm logs, l per M. feet, board measure.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is item 817 of the old
tariff. Elm loge are made to pay on export duty of 81 per
M. as well as spruce legs.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman whether that duty applies immediately to loge
out under contracte made this year, because I kuow of cases
in which many millions are involved ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That point is worthy of con.
sideration, and when the Bill comes up I will thank my bon.
friend t: remind me of it. It is also proposed, when in
committee on the Bill, to make the following amendments
to resolutions already passed, viz:-

Strike out the word "composition" and insert the word " or)"
between the words 'ivory1" and "horn."

This places the "composition buttons " under item 9 at 25
per cent.

Strike out the word "four" in the first line and insert the word
"eight; " aloe strike ont the word "ten" in the fourth line and insert
the word "fiire."

Sir CEIARLES TUPPER. The effect is to place flasksr
and phials of less capacity than 8 ounces, at 30 par cent.
under item 27. It is aiso a reduction in duty from 10 cents
a dozen to 5 cents.

Sir CHARLMs TUPPIA.

Glass-Strike ont the word ilfour" and insert the word "eight."

Sir CH A RLES TUPPE R. This i neeeary in conse.
quence of the change made in item 25 of the Bill.

Strike out thi words "fourteen dollars" and insert In lieu thereof
"thirteen dollars."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, This is a reduction in duty
on boiler or other plate iron.

Strike out the words "bolier or bridge " before " plate.",

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is to make the item
clear.

Substitute the following for item 45 of the Bill:-
(a.) Rolleiiron or steel angles, channels, structural shapes, and

special sections, weighing less than 25 pounds per lineal yard, not else-
where specified, half a cent. per pound and tan 10 cent. ad valorem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This makes the duty, instead
of 816 a ton, to range from 813 to 816 a ton.

(b.) Rolled iron or steel beams, girders, joista, angles, channels,
structural fhapes and sneal seCtion, weighing not less than 25
pounda per lineal yard, 12J per cent. ad valorem.

S4r CH A PLESTUPPER. This makes the averagc duty
from 83 to $5 a ton, instead of $16 a ton.

(c.) Rolled iron or steel beams, girders, joists, angles, channels,
eyebar blanks made by the Kloman Drocess, together with ail other
structural shapes of rolled iron or steel, including rolled iron or steti
bridge plate not less than 1 of an inch thick nor leus than 15 iebes
wide, when imported by manufacturers of bridges for use exclulively in
the manufacture of iron and steel bridges, 12J per cent. ad valorem.

Sir CLIARLES TUPPER. No change in the duty.
This is to make the definition clearer.

Strike out the words "or flies or stays."

Sir CHIARLESTUPPER. These words are not required
and leaving them in would have a tendency to lead to con.
fusion.

Strike ont the words "or steel " and the words "one and one-
half cent per pound " and insert atter the word " pipes " the words
"six-tenths of one cent per pound and 30 per cent. ad valorem."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER This is a reduction in duty.
On inch pipe the duty at the new rate would be about 20
per cent less than at li cents par lb., as it was before.

pdd afcer word under"l .in line 2 the words "and sa in pro-
portion fer ail greater lengths."1

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is to make the meaning
clearer.

Strike out item 96 and also item 345 in section 5 of Bill repealed.

Sir CIARLES T UPPER. This leaves item 345 of the
tariff in force, parts of pianos 25 per cent.

Strike out the words "hay knives."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The effect ofthis is to make
hay knives 82 a dozen and 20 per cent. under item 17 of the
new resolutions.

A dd after item 134 the follow ing -
" As regards items 132, 133 and 134, the half-penny sterling shaal be

compute sethaeivaent of a cent and largr suams in sterling money
shah b. computai aI ithe sanie ratio"'

Add at end of the item the words "incluling the following articles
when imported by the said Government or through any of the Depart-
mniiti thereof for the use of the (anadian Xihlttia:--arms, militry ctoth-
ing, musical instruments fur bands, military stores and munitions of
war."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That puts the Mititia Depart.
ment on the same footing as before, giving the same advan-
tages as the army and navy enjoy. It was left out by a
pierical error.
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This item to be changed to read as follows :-" Brick, fire, for use

exclusively in processes of manufactures."
Sir CHARLES TUPPER That is to meet the objection

raised by the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson), who
was anxious that certain manufacturers who were not in the
item before, should have the advantage of the reducion.

Section 4 relating to packages Is to be struok out.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The whole package clause is

to be struck out, and the law on that subject stands as it did
before.

Sec. 5. Words "Section eight of the said Act and " to be struck out
and the items in Schedales A and 0 repealed by the resolutions are to
be inserted.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Item 32 of the Resolutions
(relating to spruco and elm logs-item 817 of old tariff) is
to be added to section 3 of the Bill, which must be amended
as rendered necessary by the addition of this item.

Sec. 6. To be passed as it stands.
Sec. 7. Present section taobe struck ont and the followingsubstituted:
" Provided, however, that ail goods actually purchased on or before

the said thirteenth day of àfay, at any place out of Canada, for impor-
tation into Canada, on evidence to the satisfaction of the Minister of
Customs of the purchase having been so made, and ail gouds in ware-
house in Canada on such day may be entered for duty at the rate of
duty in force immediately before said day; but the provisions of this
section shall cease to have torce and effect on the firat day of July in
the present year, excepting that goods from the United Kingdom or any
British possession carried by way of Cape Horn may be entered in
British Columbia under the provisions aforesaid until the first day of
Octwber in the present year."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I propose to substitute
November.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Minister will expect
somo dis*ucsion on that in the Bill.

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. There will be the fullest
opportunity given for discussion on the Bill.

Resolution read the firet time and second time.
The Committee rose and reported.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
SUPPLY-WINTER PORT OF C. P. R.

Sir CuRLES TUPPER moved that the House again
resolve itself into Ccmmittee of Supply.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Bofore we go into Supply,
there is a matter to which I would like to call the attention
of the flouse for a few minutes. I had a notice of motion
on the paper calling for documents with regard to the
question of making the city of St. John, N.B., the terminal
winter port of the Canadian Pacific Railway, but which
I was unable to press. I feel this is a matter of
too great importance to my constituency not to bring it
before the House. In 1884 Ihad the honor of proposing a
resolution declaring that, so long as the amount thon
advanced to the Canadian Pacific Railway should remain
unpaid, it should not be applied to the obtaining of an ocean
terminus in any other than Canadian territory. That reso.
lution was voted down, and no such condition was imposed
on the granting of a loan to that company. Again, in 1885,
1 had the honor, when the Government propomed advancing
another loan to that company, to renew my motion,
which was again voted down by the majority of the
lieuse. What we claimed was that what, was done to carry
ont the policy of the Government in the west should be
done in the east. We claim that by the bargain with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, the road was to be built through.
out on Canadian soil, that we were to have a railway from,
ocean to ocean which should terminate, both east and west,
at a Canadian port. Bo far as the burden imposed upon us
by Uie immens arimunt expnoded in tie wst wasgon.

corned, we looked forward to having a roturn in the east
as soon as the road was completed and connections made.
Of course, the Interoolonial ktailway had been built years
ago, but, so far as the section of New Brunswick, which [

) have the bonor to represont is concerned, that railway is
practically useless. There was a treaty made many years
ago between the British Government and the United States
in which we wore unjustly dealt with, in which New
Brunswick was robbed of a large portion of her territory,
and the State of Maine interposed, as a wedge, between our
Province and the other Provinces. Therefore, when the Inter-
colonial Railway was built, it had to be built in sncb a man-
ner that it was of very little benefit to the portion of New
Brunswick in which I am particularly concerned. I am not
going into the question whether it was properly built or
not, but, having been built as it was, we claimed that we
should have some shorter means of communication with the
Canadian Provinces. In justice to the Government, I must
say that a few years ago, when the Railway Department
was under the conf rol of the hon. the Minister of Finance,
provision was made for a short lino, which lino is now being
proceeded wiih, and will bring, wben completed, our city
and the western portion of New BrnLswick in coUnection
with the great rystem of western railways. But this is not
all we asked for. We felt that, in addition to that, we had
the right to have some attention paid to us, St. John being
the nearest seaport in Canadian territory to the great rail-
way centre and bu4iness mart of the Dominion, the city of
Montreal. Last fall, to our astonishment, we discovored
that the Government were advertising for tenders for an
ocean mail service to commence on the 1st April, 1888, in
which the port of St. John was entirely ignored. That
advertisement called for tenders for an ocean mail service
from Great Britain to Canada, carrying mails from
Liverpool to Halifax and thence to Portland, or such
other port as the Postmaster General might direct.
Portland was then clearly named as the terminal point.
The Minister of Marine, in a speech ho delivered at St.
John during the election campaign, stated that the option
of the Postmaster General with regard to Portland, or to
any other port ho chose, was inserted in the advertisement
with the understanding that it covered the port of St. John.
While that may or may not be so, it seemed to the pooplo
of New Brunswick that that placed ai inzan unfair position,
considering the position in which we stood towards the
Dominion. We considered that, seeing that our Province
had borne its share of the burden incurred in the develop-
ment of the North.West and the construction of the Pacifl
Railway, our port shouid reccive the first consideration, and
that Portland or any other port in the United States shonId
not have the benefit, but that the trade fromr the west sh'uld
go to ports in the Dominion. In consequence of that nd
vertisement meetings wore held in the Province of New
Brunswick-in the city of St. John, in the connty of York,
in the county of Westmoreland-and for the nonce all party
feeling was laid aside and we united on a common platform,
and sent a delegation to Ottawa to lay the claim of the
port of St. John before the Government. Toat delogation
was composed of myself and the gentlemen who were thon
associated with me in the representation of the city and
county of St. John, both of whom at that time were
supporters of the present Government. We came to
Ottawa, and succeeded in our representation so far that this
advertisemert was withdrawn and another alvertisement
was issued in which St. John was made a terminal point.
It was not only the city of St. John, but the different coun.
ties in the Province, such as York, King's and Westmore-
land, in which meetings were held, and but one f-eling pre.
vailed, that the claims of the Province should not be ignored,
As I have said, we united irres tive of party. hon.
friend oppostthe mmber fGlouc (Mr. urne),
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stood on the same platform with myself and other3 who Rail way to make the ocean outiet of the railway at a port
differed with him politically. On that point we were a in the aritime Province- I hope and trust ho wu fully
unit, and the result of our representations tu the Government authoriâad te mako that stateinont, but I four that efforts are
was the withdrawal of that advertiseraent and the insertion being maIe to divert that trale ani send it te outiots in the
of a new one, making St. John one of the terminal points. Se oigbring republie instead of to the Maritime Provinces.
far we have nothing te complain of; our wishes were met To enable that te ba done, 1 think we have a rigbt to eau
in that respect, but I fear that beyond that nothing upen the Governnent te give assistance tewards subsidising
bas been done. I do not want to detain the louse longer a lino of steam8hîps te curry the mails, and I believe they
than necessary, but I desire to call the attention of the Gov- will ho deliverel more speedily at Halifax or St. John than
ernment to the great importance of this question to the ut any ether port of the Dominion. I hope they will give
Province of New Brunswick, and, in the present position sncb a subsidy as wdl curry eut what they have pledged te
of the city of St. John, it is a matter of vital importance. de, according te the statements of the Minister ef Marine
Perhaps no part of the D>rninion has suffered more and Fisheries, se that we may have a Une of steamsbips
severely at the hand of Providence than the unfortunate between St. John and Halifax on this side, and Liverpool
constituency which I have the honor to represent. Ten on the other. During tbe election campaigu the Board ef
years ago our whole city was laid in ashes, and I and othere Trado in the city ef St. John addressed a circular te the
in com mon with me found our homes and our phces of busi- différent candidates with regard te their views on this sub-
ness destroyed, and a blow was given to us greater than jeet, and I can say that every cindidate, witbout exception,
almost any city in any part of the world bas suffered from. pledged bimself te this course. To a circular from the
Our people have struggled and are struggling to retrieve Bard ofTrade, the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, on
the great misfortune which befell them un that occasion, l4th February, replied as follows, arter acknowledging the
but misfortue seemed te foRlow us. Wo had finarcial mish receipt of the circular o
foilunes, and bis year, wben we have scarcely recovered tgnu reply beg to tate that, inasuee I as the Gernment has already
frem the ret eof the fire, we fou'id a great portion et our decided ta, cali fer tenders for a nem f ocean mail steamers te efn, otart-
Proviice devastated hy the heavy flbeds uand freshets. ing front Liverpeol te Canada, teouhing at Haliffsv, and thence to qt.beng as a terminal port, and return, aud, as advertisements theref3 r
Therefore, ini-i iiging -his luaer liird and alluding te have boer issued since 2' rd Novndr, consider that the qroLin cf
these circumstances, I think I produce a great daim upon St. John being the terminal winter port fer the anadian mail steamers,
the Govern ment anid people ef Canada in view eof our i is practically settled. 1 have ne reason te believe that any cha ige will

,and am entitled specialy te urge oar aim te being be made frem the decision aready arrived ati, As end wh cheerllylcontrbte te the selement already reached, I shah certaili oppose
the winter port and one cf the terminal points ef the ceatn any attempt te change it by whomsoener it may be made."
serviue between Canada and Great Britain. A great deal1 okdofcuswtgraexaain ndhpfon

bas eensaidhertofoe aint he iifiult et'aocssstuth a sosidy couse with cayot whecatteys hav e pege o

do acodn to the statement made by a Minister of the Crown, and I trust
port af St. Jobn. a nt gon te enter ints that quesw e he tes
tien turtber than te call attention te, the statisties which are btwtoe n c.oen wind tih othr ider ta, a iverpoo
clearly set ont in a pamphlet wbieh bas been irsaed by the Pr oine oer. Durns the , ll etnd aae the Boaidof
Board of Trade cf St. John. Those statistics, which have been o the city of St. Johne fi adextena i the ith ei

son, 1beleve to eerymemer f tisHoue, howcl ofl Portland, in my own conatituency, on the l4th February,that the ideas wwich rad gene abroad as te tbe dangers onithi
the of Trade, the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, ontnr
imagination, that, in cemparison wit h other portions ef the " Befere the delegation from, the city of St. John started for Ottawa,the Govern ment had withdrawn the advertisement for tenders. Ifurther
oceau, ourbayaffordsgreat safety; and when people talk til yeu that there are gentlemen in St. John who reeived telegrae
about the dang r et navigation beatweon alifax and St. from myseif, stating the advertisement had been wihdrwn for amead-
John, it sreuld ho remarked that snuc danger, if thor d ho ment Notwith tnding this, the delegatien very properly proceeded te

P e t yavy faod and fresh . Otawa, and laid their case before the Pstmaster eneral. This theyany, is on a commn course btween Hnwere pe fectly j portifitd in daing, as they were entssted with an im-
and [alifx and St. John. I recolleet that twenty-sdvaln thrtant mission by the people f St. John. They proceeded te Ottawa,
years ago I saw the steam-bips eo the Allan lino lie in the Jlid their case befre the Pestmater General in presence of Sir Hecterthe bornmnt. nd nent to ame ePoftour iangevin and myself, and we thon presente the ainy caf St. John

r r before the whole dabinet, when the iovernment, withoeut a dissenting
for the mails, but Portland ad neo cargo for thm There voice, declared that the demand fro n St. John being reasonable, shoul d
was noting t Portland te fll those steamships excep the be acceded to. The optnal clause naming Portland as a port t cal
milsrve ete canada John fr their cargo and was eliminated, and it w grdered that in the new advertisement for
mas, bnd sad her e abte Sthe dtenders the steamers te carry the mails between Great Britain andwent back te Portland for their mails. As we are nOW in1 Canada shenld leave Liverpool, corne te Hlalifax, and make St John
connecton, and are Ioon te o brought inte close ctnnction, their terminal point. I a t hro as a member e the ioverment to tel
wit Montreta by winter railway , we taim that we should yeo that tmhi decision w. arrived at without a single dissenting voiecer setbeing raised againt the demand of the ity eo St. John. I ails a. n
be thought of, and, while we do net wishti w iave bee hi c ae to car t the ull en the riaiamt cl
interfere with ber daims, wey in comm n with Halifax shorld be carried o t. ohn. t in n amee of the cty of
be one of the terminal peints in regard to the ocean mail I trust these were ne more election speeches for the purpose
service between Great Britain and Canada. During the et inflenoing the electrre of St. John, but that the promise
election ca hpaign, the Minister et Marine undertonk te say ef oe Minister, both in reply te the circular eft the Board
that the motion which I put ferward was simply a motion eo Trade, and in hie addresws t the electers et St. John, will
te block the Caadian Pacifie Railway. Sncb was n t MY be honrably carried eut by the Gvern ment. We aim
intention. I believed then that it was my duty te bring now something tangible. We were lad int Conederatton
that matter forward, and believe I wa jifind P that by by the belie that we were te be the Liverpool eT the new
many et tbe people from the other Provinces, and that p Confederation, that the great centres e trade between Canada
echoed the feling and sentiments cof tha penple ve Ou r and England would be the cities et St John and Halifax.
Province, tsat, while grantig these large aide te the Cna- hewlar time bas worked ont tho e promises, mI be evi-
dian Pacifie Railway, a td whilo expending se me ch money dent te every person. Instead of those promises being fi.-
te bring the west into, cennection with Montreb, the Mari- filled, we are being drained et our resurees whi h are
time Provinces sbould asle hd eonsidered, ad, as British going frome the eat te the west, and wo feel that we are i
Columbia should ro the otletofi the Dominion on the eest, sncb a position that we are justified in oming here ad
the Maritime Provinces shonld be the outlet on the et asking that those promises dha befathflly and honerably
On that occaion h. inister f Marine aid that e hod that ths adis wae Governm nt wil etabliesh an oean
belonved it wa the wil and wih o to h ocan an maiIo rutMail srvioe bwr mno ofu o n subpidiee s wil enable it ta
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come to these ports. Isay that unleus something of this kind
la donc, unlesa we see that justice is meeted out to us, unless
these direct promises are fulfilled, I, for one, will not answer
for the feeling which may be created in our Province.
There is no disguising the fact that there is great dissatis.
faction with the positýon in which we are placed in conse-
quence of Confederation; and if we are still to be deluded
by false hopes, by false promises, if we are still to be put
off by being told that certain events are going to happen,
when we find that the very reverse of those events does
happen, if the pledges put forth on the authority of a Minis-
ter ofthe Crown are not te be carried out, and if the trade of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway is to be diverted from us, to
foreign ports, if our ocean and lake steamers, su bsidised by
the Canadian Government, are to enter ports belonging to a
foreign gag, I do not know what may be the resuit. We
have heard no uncertain sound in Nova Scotia with regard
to their position in the Union, and I say here that, unless
something is done to remove the dissatisfaction and restore
us to our former prosperity, which we enjoyed prior to
Confederation, I believe that before long yon will find the
people of New Brunswick following the people of Nova
Scotia in demanding separation from the Confederation.

• Mr. ELLIS. It is not necessary to repeat anything that
has just been said by the hon. member for St. John (5fr.
Weldon). But I would like to call the attention of the
House to another statement made by the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries. In addition to bis letter to the Board of
Trade and his speech at Portland, at a meeting held in the
Mechanies' Institute in St. John, the Minister, in pre-
sence of his friends and the publie, made a statement to the
same effect. He said:

''St. John ia now fixed upon, as far as the Government can do it, ai
one of the winter ports of Canada on thia aide of the Atlantic. "

We have as yet seen no evidence that any effort is being
made, at any rate as concerns St. John, to carry out that
pledge, or to make any preparation for fulfilling that pro-
mise. But I wish especially to remind the Minister of
Public Works of a visit that he made to the city of St.
John some years ago. He was taken over the barbor with
a large number of bis friends, and was taken around the city,
and was shown all the principal points in the harbor where
it was believed improvements were desirable and would be
made by the Government. At the end of that programme,
another one was entered upon at one of the public places
of the city, where the Minister met a great many friends. On
that occasion ho made a very excellent speech in, which he
described the pangs of sorrow that b felt on leaving the city
of St. John, and he spoke so pleasantly of bis visit, and of the
excellence of the barbor, praising even the reefs and shoals
over which he had been carried in safety, and he was so de-
lighted with bis experience, that bis speech almost ran to'
musie in describing it. He promised to carry away sncb recel-
lections of his visit as would sooner or later issue in something
practical being done for the city. That was five or six
years ago, and we have not yet seen any evidence of the
intention to carry out his promise. I regretted very much
when the Estimates came down te find that there was noth-
ing in them for the harbor of St. John, although the Minis-
ter bas had several occasions to carry out bis promise. Now,
if there was anything in these promises made by the Gov-
ernment, it is time that the Minister of Public Works be-
stirred himself and did something in the direction whiih h
indicated in that splendid speech to which we all listened
with so much gratification on the occasion I refer to. I
would like to know from the Minister if h. can hold ont to
us any hope that these promises will be at any time in the
future fulfilled ? I observe in a letter, which was really in-
tended for the public, written by a gentleman who is not
in this House but is in Parliament, that if certain things

were done in this House, the consttuction of works In the
harbor of St. John might poslibly be taken up. I do not
know how far he was authorised, or to what extent he had
a right te speak; but I would like te know from the Minis,
ter of Public Works what assurance ho can give this House
that h. will follow up the promise made by the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries and start the necessary works
in order to prepare the harbor of St. John for an Atlantio
terminus.

Mr. BURNS. It is quite truc that I stood on the same
platform with the two hon. gentlemen who have just spoken.
It is quite true that I entirely concurred in the sentiment at
that time expretsed, that nothing sbould ho done to place St.
John at a disadvantago with regard to the Atlantic mail
service. It is also quite true that I agreed with those hon.
gentlemen, and with other gentlemen belonging to the same
political party as myself, in deprecating the idea that a port
in any foreign country should be in a moasure sub-idised,
or that a lin. of steamers having a port in a foreign country
as its terminus should be subsidised by tho Governmont of
Canada. At that time arguments were offored to show the
capability of the port of St. John, and that the trade of St.
John quite warranted the Government in taking that harbor
into consideration. It was instanced, as was said by the
senior member for St. John, that many years ago when the
Allan lino had its terminus at Port'and the vessels could not
obtain cargoes there but came to St. John in order to fil1
up. Unlike those hon. gentlemen, I have faith that the
promise made by the Government immediatoly after that
meeting, or by a member of that Government, will
be carried out. I have evidence of the intention
to carry out that promise in the fact that the advertisements
issued at the time were withdrawn, and others wero substi-
tuted making St. John as well as Halifax a port of call for
the lino of mail steamers. Tenders called for by that ad-
vertisement are not due till about the fourth of next month,
and I think it will be seen, at all ovents I hope so, that
everything said at that time with respect to that matter,
every promise made will be carried out. I have faith that
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries will in overy way
redeem those promises, and not only ho but his colleagues,
will asseut to the proposal that St. John should recoive
attention, and should be a port of call for the lino of mail
steamers. I quite agree with the bon. gentleman that the
harbor of St. John i% a magnificent harbor, that it is not
inferior in many respects, and those m st important res-
peots, to any harbor in the Dominion. But I think same-
thing is needed in order to piepare the harbor for the trade
of which it is surely to be the outlet. It bas be in suggested
that the barbor should b. plaoed in commission, and if I am
not incorrectly informed, intimation bas beon given to
parties interested that the Government will b propared te
promote that commission by, perhaps, doing what has bon
doue elsewhere, advancing a sum ef money in order to place
that harbor in a proper condition as an outlet for the trade
that will go there. We know that the Short Lino Railway is
now in course of construction, and that, in every reasonable
probability, witbin a year or so, it will be completed ; and
it behooves the people of St. John to bestir themselves and
take such action as will be necessary to put that port into
a desirable state for the accommodation of the trade that is
sure to fall into its lap. I repeat, that it is the duty of the
people of St. John to beatir themselves. I beheve the
Government will bestir themselves, and do everything
they promised to do for that port. I say again, I have more
faith and confidence in the promises of the Government
than those bon. gentlemen have ; and I think they should
be satisfied with the action taken, and reserve anything in
the way of censure until such time as they find the
Government fail to redeem the promises made by one of its
members.

1887.



COMMONS DEBATESe JUNE 14,

Mr. JONES. This question of mail communication is
one of very great interest at the present time. I am glad
to notice in the Budget Speech of the Finance Minister that
he said:

" Tenders have been invited by the Postmaster General for rapid
steam service across the Atlantic in order to utilise our great transconti-
tental highway, for we think the time has cime when in the interests of
the Dominion as fist and as good a service should exist betweýn France
and England and Canada as is to be found between either Germany,
France, England or New York. If by any means we can succeed in
establishing such a line of rapid steamers on the Atlantic we will not
only make this a great transmontinental highway and rapidly develop
our trade rn the Pacifi, but I believe we will be able to deliver the mails
in Boston and New York, certainly in Ohicago and all western cities, a
very considerable time before they could be delivered through any other
channel.
It will appear from that that the Government contemplate
inviting tenders for a very fast mail service. I have no
doubt that the Government, in taking this step, have con-
sidered the responsibility of their action and the subsidy
that will be involved. Hon. gentlemen are aware that the
question of a very fast line of steamers is merely a question
of dollars and cents. Those large steamers travelling 18 or
20 miles an hour going to the United States can only be
run at a certain season of the year to any advantage, and
then only run at a very heavy cost. Therefore, I think the
question will naturally come up, whether this Dominion is
prepared to pay such a large subsidy for mail service as
would enable the Government to obtain the same class
of steamers as now run between New York and Liverpool.
I do not want for one moment to undervalue the advantages
of fast mail communication ; but I believe we may reach a
point at which our service eau be sufficiently satisfactory for
the wants of our people under a more moderate expenditure
of the public money. I think if the Government were to
confine their aspirations to something like the :Parisian or
Vancouver, steamers of 15 knots, they will be able to secure
the service of such steamers between the two countries at a
very moderate outlay. But the moment they go beyond
that speed, they must be prepared, as a matter of fact, for a
very large increase in the amount to be given for mail ser-
vice across the Atlantic. There is another point which,
no doubt the Government have kept in view, and that is
that the northern route, which those steamers coming into
Canada have to take, is naturally a more intricate route,
and one of a more boisterous character than the route which
takes steamers to American ports, and a steamer, no mat-
ter how fast she may be, cannot at all times avail herself
of ber power when approaching our coast in a fog, or for a
large portion of the year amongst the iebergs. There
is another question in regard to which the hon. gentleman
I think will hardly be borne out in his estimate, although I
notice he did not lay down very positively that we couId
profitably deliver the mails in New York and Boston by our
route as quickly as they could be carried by any other route-
that is, I presume, by any other route. Now, the hon.gentle-
man will remember that the distance from New York to
Halifax-assuming that the mails for New York were landed
at Halifax in the winter time-would only take a steamer,
of a character such as is contemplated, I presume, about
thirty hours; and I presume that under hardly any
circumstances could the mail trains possibly acnom-
plish the distance between Halifax and New York in
much less time. Therefore, taking into consideration
the fact that steamers approaching our coasts at the
usual season would have the necessary delays attending
their being put out of their course, with all my desire to sec
Halifax a permanent dtepot for the landing ofthe mails both
in the winter and summer time, if that were practicable, I
think the hon. gentleman will sec that these elements are
likely to come in, and that they would naturally interfere
with his calculations. However, I do not wish to say
one word against the scheme if it eau be accomplished.
I thought it was only right to remind the hon. gentlemanji,

Mr. BuRNs.

that if the Government entertained the view of having a
very fast mail service, anything approaching 18 or
19 miles on the Atlantic, between Halifax sud Liver-
pool, or the St. Lawrence or Liverpool, it can only be
secured at a very large increase in our present subsidy;
and whether it is worth our while to increase the subsidy to
any large extent to obtain one or two days' increased speed,
s just a question for the Government and Parliament to
decide, For my part I am disposed to think tbat steamers
of 15 knots an hour on our northern routes, steamers
which are ordinarily comfortable, are quite as good as under
existing conditions we can afford. I think that from the
experience of these large ships that run between New
York and Liverpool, where many ofthem are laid up in the
winter time, ships which consume as much as 300 to 350
tons of coal per day, it is manifest that the Government
cannot expect to enter into any contract, unless they were
prepared to give a much larger subsidy than they have been
paying the Allan uline.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will the bon. gentleman allow
me to interrupt him for a moment, as I do not wish to take
up the time of the House in answerintg his observations, so
extremely anxious are we to get on with the IEti mates. I
crossed in the North German Lloyds steamer Trair. We
made 412 miles a day and the consumption of coal was 125
tons a day.

Mr. JONES. I arm quite well aware that with the late
improvements, with triple expansion engines, the consump-
tion of coal has been materially docreased. But I was
speaking of the New York steamers, with compound engines,
upon which the consumption of coal is 300 tons and over.
However, I merely mentioned that as an illustration of the

odifficulty of getting a very fast mail service. If the Govern.
'ment could get a very fast mail service without largely
increasing the subsidy, it woild be a very desirable object
to attain, and we would all cheerfully acquiesce. But whe-
ther it is worth while to increase that subsidy to a large
extent for the purpose of getting an increase of one or two
days in the time, is a point upon which 1 think there will
naturally be considerable ditference of opinion.

Mr. SKINNER. Owing to a remark made by the hon.
member for Gloucester (ir. Burns), I wish to say a few
words upon this question of the harbor of St. John. It will
be remembered by members of Parliament who beld seats
here some years ago that an Act was passed whereby the
harbor of st. John could be put in commission, but the Act
only provides for taking the publie property of the harbor.
Welt, the harbor of St. John bas private property fronting
upon it as well as public property, and of course persons
owning private property feel that if the Government of the
country become interested in the publie property, and at
the same time have control of the harbor, they will, in a
business sense, endeavor to influence business towards their
own property, and the owners of private praperty will not
stand equally with the Government with regard to ob-
taining business. If the intention of the Government had
been manifested in the direction of taking the entire prop-
erty of the harbor, the whole people of St. John would have
gladly come to the front and assisted in baving the harbor
put in commission, and they would have worked in har-
mony with the Government on that point. But the Gov-
ernment bas not seen its way clear to do that mach, and that
is an element of difficulty in getting the owners of the
private properties on the harbor to meet the others
and put the harbor in commission. I hope the time is not
far distant when the Government of the Dominion will aee
their way clear to meet the people of St. John on this point,
and obtain the whole property and control the entire
operations of the harbor, and so bring about the resalt
which is mutaally desired. I wish to say also that it
is a point continually made against us in the press,
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and wherever political speeches are delivered, and in
Parliament as well, that nothing can be done with the
harbor of St. John by the Government until it is put
in commission. Well, the harbor of Halifax is not in com-
mission, but there never bas been the saine difficulty in
getting things done in the harbor of Halifax that there has
been with reference to the harbor of St. John, The people
naturally feel, therefore, that as the sane friendliness is not
manifested by the Parliament and Government of the Dom.
inion towards the harbor of St. John when it is not in com-
mission, as they have manifested towards the harbor of
Halifax, they will not have that necessary care taken of them
after it goes into commission, and,therefore, they have moved
slowly upon that point-not because they lack enter-
prise or anything of that kind, but because they
have looked at it as a purely business matter. For my own
part, as far as my own influence goes, as one of the members
representing St. John, if the Government would not go to
the length of taking the entire property, I would be of opin.
ion that it would be better to put the harbor in commission,
even if they only take the publie property. However, I
cannot expect my views to be carried out as against the
views of so many others, and I only state my views and say
that I will be only too glad, so far as I can, to impress on
Parliament, and on the Government as well, that it is the
duty of the Government of the country, under the system
in which the harbors are adrministered and the publie
finances of the country carried on, that they should come
forward and take the entire propert3 of this harbor and
administer it as they do other harbors, that is, by commis-
sion. [ may say that St. John does not come here craving
favora, or anything of that kind. They come before the
country as a matter of right ; and I am not prepared to go
even as far as my colleague has gone and say that if justice
is not done we will seek to go out of the Union. I tell this
Parliament the Province of New Brunswick is loyal to this
Union; it always bas been so, and it somes forward now sim.
ply asking for justice, and it will continue to ask for justice.
The people of that Province do not come from the classes
who are inclined to anything like rebellion. They are the
descendants of the old loyalists who came not only to my
part of the country but to many parts of western Canada as
well. What we ask for is justice. We have stood by the
Union. A large portion of our Province has not bad the
same faith in the National Policy, as it is called, that other
portions of the Dominion have had; but it has stood to a
large extent loyal to that policy. Our people have been
taught to believe, from the press, the platform, and from
Parliament as well, that the great National Policy included
not only the trade policy, but the opening up of the North-
West, and the building of the railroad to carry the entire
trade as far as posible over Canadian soil from the Pacifie
to the Atlantic. Standing upon these propositions, the city
of St. John, not only in its individual but in its corporate
capacity, says to-night, through its representatives in
Parlia ment, carry out that policy ; do us justice; and
whether you do it or not, we stand demanding justice, and
we believe the time will come when we shall get it.

Mr. KENNY. I desire to say one word only. My hon
friend the senior member for Balifax (Mr. Jones) finde fault,
as usual, with the Government; but, in this instance, it is
because theGovernment desire to establish an efficient,
complete, first-class transatlantie steam service between
Canada and Great Britain. He thinks we should be satisfied
with an inferior service. I do not bclieve that ie the opinion
of the people of Canada; and my hon. friend would be one
of the firet men in this House to find fault with the Govern.
ment if they advertised for anything but a firet-class ocean
service. As regards the feeling of the community which we
both have the honor to repreosent, Isay the people of Hali-
la 0po*t 0o Govt3ment to p gvide a Arst-lass service,

Motion agreed to, and Housc again resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Public Buildings, N.B......................... $18,180

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The vote of $3,000 for the
Bathurst post office, customb ouse, &c., is to complete the
work.

Mr. WELDON. Is the voteof $9,000 for Dorchester peni.
tentiary to complete the wing ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No. There is a balance on
the contract of $4,500; thon there is furniture, stone dress-
ing, and so on. We have a balance of $8,800 in our hands,
which, with this 89,000, will cover those exponses.

Mr. WELiDON. Is the contract for the new wing com-
pleted ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes. Thore is another vote
of 810,000 in the Supplementary Estimates which will be
for the wing.

Mr. WELDON. What was the amount of the contract
for the wing ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, The amount of Duffy's
contract was $44,500.

Mr. WELDON. Has he not a large claim for extras?
Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN& There was a claim, but not

a very large one. That has been settled.

Public buildings, Quebec....................125,175

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does this 810,000 com-
plete the Coaticook post office ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.

Mr. LANGELIER (Queboc). What is the total estimated
cost of that building ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. About 816,000 or # 17,000.
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What is this $4,000 for

Grosse Isle Quarantine dtation intended for ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is made up of a number

of small works, repaire, and so on. There are 2d diffurent
ierns.

Mr. LANGEILIER (Quebec), Are they for the wharf or
the buildings ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is a balance on the
contract of 8470 ; thon ther eis painting, shingling, repairs
to the brick oven in the bakery, repairs to the police
quarters, and so on. If we toucbed the warf, we should
require to build a new wharf that the steamships might
come inside of ; but the Government did not think they
could ask Parliament this year for a vote for that purpose.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I do not complain of
that, but the amount of $4,000 for repairs only, seems te
be a large sum. I do not se how it could be possible to
spend that kum for repairs on ail the buildings.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It includes everything out-
side of the buildings. There are various smail sumo which
very soon make up the amount.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The amount seems to
me very large for these buildings, as they are ail frame
buildings.

Sir HEC OR LANGEVIN. That is the reason the
repairé cot so much. If they were in brick or stone it
would not most so mach to repair them.
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Mr. CHOQUETTE. Io the Government going to ask for

tenders for these repaire?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I hope the hon, gentleman will take
his workmen in the county.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will take good men.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What is the total cost of
the buildings?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. About 829,000, including
heating, fencing, &c..

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the total cost
of the Montreal armouries ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $122,000. $19,500 are re-
quired to complete 1hem. Item Montreal post office,
$5,000, covers a number of items including the removal of
a defective lead dome, lighting, clothes presses and other
repairs.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What do you give per
anrum for the electric lighting the Montrea post office,
and where do you get it?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We made an arrangement
last year with the Gazette Printing Company, whose office
is in the rear of the Post Office. They have the necessary
apparatus and furnish the light. I gave the hon. gentle-
man last ycar the amount we paid, and it has fnot been
increased. It is less than gas costs us. I have a report
from my officer who says it serves the purpose very weil
indeed,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Io there not an electric
light company in Montreai.

Sir HECTOR LANG EV IN. There was an electric light
company ut the lime; but the terms ut which we obtained
the light from the Gazette building are better than we could
obtain it ourselves, becauLe we would have had to get ail
the apparatus and we had not the space for it in the build-
ing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Did you invite tenders ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; we asked the company

whether they would let us have our light and their machine,
and the officer in my Department, who is an expert in
matturts of that kind, said the price was less than we could
get the ligtht by gus or from the electric light company.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I am very mach sur-
pribed this oentract was given to a newspaper office,
because there is a very large company in Montreal,the Royal
Electrie Light Company, which not only supplies the city
of Montreal with electric light, but manufactures plant and
materials for other electrie light companies in other citie'.
The Quebte and Lévis Electrie Light Company, in Quebee,
have been supplied by this Montreal Company. The very
ponion of àunLioi where the post office is situated is
lighted by it. I would like to know how the prices paid
for lightiig Lhe post office compare with those paid by
private citizens or corporations. There are two kinds of
light, the incandescent light and the arc light. Which of
them is used in the poet office?

Sir HECTOR LAINGEVIN. I will give more details on
coûcurrence. The light is the same as we have here, the
Edison light, as the arc light is only suited for large halle
or for outdoors.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have you the oontract
for a number of years ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. For fve or six yeaN but
we can stop it wheu we choose.

Sir HaEOToa L aGZVxg,Z

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). If it is the Edison light
that is used, I am the more surprised that a contract
should have been made with a newspaper office, because I
saw an advertipement a few weeks ago of the agent of Edison
Light Company in Montreal, notifying the public that any
one using the Edison or any other incandescent light would
be prosecuted according to law for infringement of the con-
pany's patent. I, therefore, do not see how the Goverinment
can use the Edison light without having made an arrange-
ment with the company.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That may be, and we will
have to run the ri:k now.

Mr. LAURIER. Do I understand the Government has a
contract with the Gazette office to supply them with light ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, from their printing
company which is exactly in rear of the post office.

Mr. LAURIER. Do they supply light to the Government
and light to the public at large?

Mr. MULOCK. Do I understand the Minister of Public
Works to say a contract was entered into extending over a
num ber of years.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, four or five years. I
said so last year.

Mr. MULOCK. And the contract was entered into
without any invitation for tenders.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. I think it was a transaction which ought

not, for two very good reasons, to have been entered into.
In the first place, it was obtaining a certain public service
without adopting the wholesome rule of inviting compe-
tition, and is was specially incumbent upon the Government
to invite competition in this particular case, considering
the relations between the Government and the company
which is supplying the light. The Minister may laugh.
That is the way in which tbey dispose of all matters now.
If they have no arguments, they laugh.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have a right to laugh,
have I not?

Mr. MULOCK. They have a right to laugh, but the
objection is that one of the members of the Government is
interested in this company, unless he has ceased to be inter-
ested in it. We have had over and over again to protest
against the Govern ment giving patronage, directly or mdi-
rectly, to themelves. Dowe not know what tbis Gvern-
ment did a short time a-o in the case of the Gaztte coui.
pany, when they gave 'thc:n paLioage to the extent of
thousands and thousands of dollars at fabulous and unfair
prices-fourteen times the proper amount, as my hon.
friend from Qaebeu (Mr. Langelier) says-and who knows
but that they are doing something of the same kind in this
case ? As trus-ees of the public money, it is the duty of
the Government to have no dealings with themselves, di-
rectly or indirectly, whereby there is any trading or barter-
ing whatever. They are engaged as trustees to administer
the trust reposed in them, and they have no right
to have contracts with themselvus. The Minister of Public
Works, in fact ail the members of the Government, seem to
think it is a perfectly proper thing for the Goverument to
occupy this two-fold position: of being guardians of the pub-
licTreasury and dipping into the public Treasury, orallowing
their colleagues to have dealings with the public Treasury.
This protest has been offered over and over again in this
Parliament, and before this Parliament, and as long as these
transactions last I hope these protesta will be raised. In
this case, I say it is an indecent thing, the features of the
case show that it was highly improper for the Government
to issue a contract oonierring benefits on one member of the
Government without invigig pubio o0apetition. In W
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regard, I consider that they have been guilty of a breauh of
the public trust.

Mr. McMULLEN. The Minister said a moment ago that
the electric light which is charged for bore would cost
somewhat les than gas. Did ho include the cost of the
fittings in that statement, the cost of fitting up the building
for the electric light ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I understood from my
engineer last year that it was so. As to what the hon.
member for North York (Mr. Malock) says, I understood
that when my colleague the Minister of the Intorior became
a Minister of the Crown ho ceased to have any connection
with the Gazette Printing Company, so that portion of the
argument must fall down.

Mr. MULOCK. Not quite. It would if I could admit
the facts, but I do not admit the facts.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The word "indecent,"
which was used by the hon. gentleman just now, was con-
sidered improper when it was used on this side of the House,
but he thinks hoeau use it on his side without impropriety.
As I told the member for Quebec Centre (Mr. Langelier),
I will give him the comparison between the cost of the two
modes of lighting.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentle-
man Iay a copy of this contract on the Table? As we do
not know when concurrence will be taken, perhaps ho will
do it to-morrow.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes. Last year the rnatter
was laid before Parliament, and Parliament assented to it,
auJ it is therefore not surprising that we have continued to
act upon it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHUT. You will bring the
contract and lay it on the Table.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, I will make a note
of it.

Mr. McàMULLEN. The Minister of Public Works says
that when the Minister of the Interior, who, I am sorry to
see, is not in bis place, took the position of a Minister ot
the Crown, he ceased to be interested in the Montreal
Gaz-11e, and so cculd not bo a party to that contract. When
the Mnlster of the Interior was addressing the electors of
my constituency, and I ebarged hirm, and those assoc;ated
with him, with receiving $25,311 directly and indiretly,
and amongst other things, through being connected with
the Montreat Gazette, ho, in the presence of the audience
ho was thon addressing, admitted that ho was still a mem-
ber of the corporation of the Montreal Gazette, and said
that ho did not know that it was any sin for a Minister of the
Crown to receive money from the Government of which he
was a member, for work performed by a company in which
ho was a corporator. I have, therefore, the word of the
Minister of the interior that ho is still interested in the
Montreal Gazette. I think it is highly desirable that the
Government should keep themselves clear of any charge of'
playing into the bande of their own friends, by asking ten-
ders for any thing like this matter which is before the House.
If anly confitence is reposed in any Minister of the Crown, I
believe it isas largely shared by the M inister of Public Works
as by any other member of the Government, at the same
time, I believe it is desirable in his own case and in bis own
intereot, as well as in that of the Goverement, to see that
in ail auch cases tenders are asked for, and the lowest ten-
der aecepted when it is otherwise acceptable. It would
relieve the Government of a share of odium which will cor-
tainly rest upon them if they lot contracts of this sort one
to the other. The iMiniater ofPublic Works aid that the ost
of the elotrie lightwoud be as lowsthat of gas in the
MontrealPott 0400. Ib order tg sU*q th» 0Mmig#

on that point, we should have before us the cost of putting
in the fiattings for the electric light, su that we could judgo
whether the statement is fully borne ont by the figures. I
hope in the future that contracts of this kind wilt be let by
tender, and that no Minister of the Crown will let a contract
to another at the public expense.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What is this amount of
$4,500 for the Quebec custom bouse required for ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is for the connection of
the water service in the building with the city water works,
also the plunibing in the building, which is rotten or des.
troyed and has to be replaced, and then there are general
repairs, painting, cleaning and the superintendence, making
$5,000. We ask for, 84,500.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I would liko to know
whether the Goverument are going to accept the proposai
made by the corporation of Quebec in regard to the water-
works. Negotiations have been going on for a long time
with a view to supply the buildings trom the aqueduct, and
at last an offer was made at a very low figure to supply all
the Governinent buildings, the Custom bouse, the post
office and all the Dominion bu ildings in the city of Quebco.
I do not know whether this last proposai of the corporation
has been acceptod by the Government. I think itÏ i in the
neighborhood of $4,000.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVI N. The amount was considored
excessive at first, and that is the roason of the dolay. Wo
tried to make an arrangement with the city water works,
and the water of the city is introduced into the examining
warehouse for, I think, something like $500. But I think
the city required more than that for the Custom house, and
as we considered it excessive, we doclined the proposition.
We were dispused to pay a roasonable amount, but not an
excessive one. However, I think the nogotiations that
have been going on will end inu an arrangement being made
between the city water works and the Public Works Dopart-
ment.

Mr. LANGELIER (Queboc). Tho domand was nt first
much larger than that, and was based on the rates
charged to the citizens of Quobec; then thero was a large
reduction. Tho Miritor knows that tho rates chargred to
private ciizens le i centb un a dollar of rental. Takiug
ithe estimated rentai of the Govornmenit buildings, the
amount charged should have been much larger than that.
But as it was supposed that the consumption of water would
be less than in a pirivate establishmeun, the last demand
made by the corporation was reduced to $1,000.

SirHECTOR LANGEVIN. Quobec diill hall, 81,7%0.
That is to complote the building itself. We will do the
additional works by degrees.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Dominion buildings, Que-
bec, $1,500. I see by the Public Aceounts of last yeur
that a large amount has been expended on so-called Govern-
ment buildings. Is it proposed to expend any mure money
on those buildings ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Thore was a lease of a
num ber of yuars, and w. cousidered that this should bo done
because it was a condition of the lease. Quebc immigra-
tion building, $25,000. This is to conplote. There waus a
building completed two or three years ago on the break-
water, and this is a building.on the Louise Basin. Rivière
du Loup public buildings, 810,000. The total cost is about
the same as that of the one I mentioned a little while ago,
$16,000 or $17,000. They are all on the same plan. The
public building a ,St JérOme, $i0,000, is on the* same plan
M the other buidiug aad will mot th. sar amou$,
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Mr. McMULLEN. I notice that St. Jérôme is not a

county town. I have no desire to find fault with the erec-
tion of post offices where they are required, but I live in a
town of 2,500 population, where we need a post office badly.
There are three towns in niy ridirg, with a population of
over 2,000. Wo have been pressing for the erection of post
offices, and the reply bas been by the members of the Gov-
ernment that they would not erect post offices anywhere
except in the county towns, I find they have departed
from that course in the case of St. Jé ôme, and if so, our
people will be justified in pressing for post office accommo.
dation. St. Jé ôme has only a population of 2,000, and if it
is to have a post office, I do not soe why other towns of the
same population, and even greater, sh >uld not have the
same favor.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The information I have
about it is this: St. Jérôme, inclusive of the parish, has a
population of 8,000. It is the commercial centre of a large
section of country, comprising the parishes of St. Jean
Baptiste, Ste. Anne, Sce. Adèle, Ste. Marguerite, and a
number of others, containing altogether a population of
20,000. It is the centre of a great colonisation movement,
and a railway rues from the town into the interior.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I can corroborate the
statement of the Minister that it is a very important contre.
IL has two railways, and ie the hoadquarter. of the colonisa-
tion movement going on in the Ottawa Valley. But that
does not remedy the injustice of which my hon, friend bas
complained.

Mr. McMULLEN. In my county there are two towns
with threc railways running through thcm, and the town in
which I live two railways are running through it, and if
you include the township, you would have a population of
10,000. Strong representations have been made to the Da.
partment to get better post office accommodation in this
place, for the Government have no post offices there except
that which belongs to the party who happens to be the post-
master for the time being. If the Government is going to
depart from the policy of confining the erection of post
offices to county towns, I shall certainly urge upon my
friends, or rather my opponents, to press upon the Govern-
ment to carry out this rule as far as the three towns in my
iiding are concerned.

Mr. PRU FONTAINE. (Trantlation.) I do not at all ob
ject to the vote of $10,000 granted for the public buildings
at St. Jérôme. I know that it is a pretty large centre, and
the moment the principle shall bave been establisbed that
in the Province of Quebec publie buildings are to be con.
structed in such a place as that, we may, perbaps, run a
chance to have some in other towns. I will mention, as an
instance, the town of Longueuil, which is the chief town of
the county of Chambly, and which, certainly, has a popula-
tion more numerous than that of St. Jérôme. I presume
that if it is the intention to carry out this idea, a sum at
least equal to this amount granted to St. Jérôme will be put
in the Estimates next year to construct public buildings in
the town of Longueuil in order that that town may be put
on an equal footing with the town of St. Jérôme.

Mr. LANGE LIER (Quebec). Is ita Conservative town?
Mr. PRÉFONTAINE. (Translation.) The population is

pretty well divided, but there is a majority against the Gov-
ernment. Still the Government is obliged to treat every.
body in the same manner. During twenty years the town
of Longueuil and the county of Chambly have given the
Government their bonest and hearty support, and as long
as this thriving town bas not been rewarded during these
twenty years, it seems to me that the time bas come to give
it its reward. I must now add a few words with regard to
the way i, which the towm of be»npuil is trfad withi

Sir Eogon xAN9es,

reference to postal service. We are not cnly without
a public building or post office, but we have not even
a proper building to receive people who go after their
mail. Suffice it to say that the place wherein the post
office is kept is a small room about 15 feet square, and
during winter or in bad weather during the other seasons,
people who, after service on Sunday, flock in large numbers
to the post office are obligdd to stay out-doors waiting
for their tau, the building being too small to hold them all.
Bozides-perhaps this is not the proper time to mention
this fact which does not concern the Department of the
Minister of Public Works, but rather cornes under that of
the Postmaster Genîeral-I will say that, with regard to the
management, the post office at Longueuil is in a deplorable
state. The postmaster does not know how to read fluently;
it is his brother who does the work, and wonderful though
it may be it is nevertheless a real fact that they have not a
good pair of eyes between the twa. The most extraordinary
things have occurred at this pot office. Letters, for
instance, which were addressed to the " Longueuil Water
Works " were delieved to John Lewis and vice veràd.
Representations were made to the Government, but for one
reason or another, perhaps, because this postmaster was a
good friend of the Governmont he was continued in office.
i really believe it is scandalous to sec such a thing, ard that
had the Government been correctly informed of this s:ato
of things a remedy would have been applied. I now point
out that fact because that opportunity is offered, and I hope
that, in a near future, if not for the sake of tbe member for
that county, at least for the sake of the intelligent population
of the county, and for the protection of the interests of
that part of the county, the Goverament will manage to
give us public buildings. If they cannot manage to give
us these buildings immediately, that is to say next year, at
least let them give a sufficient salary to a competent post.
master, so that this postmaster may procure a proper place
to keep the post office; and, if it is intended to keep the
same postmaster, it would be. a good plan to give him a
professor to teach him how to read.

Sir IJECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) I have taken
notes of the remarks of the hon. member, and I will com-
municate them to my colleagues. I suppose the bon. gentle-
man is not very anxious that we should give this man a
professor.

Mr. PRÉ FO NTAINE. I would pro fer a new postmaster.
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The item for the St.

Vincent de Paul Ponitentary for tools, appears to be very
large.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the ordinary vote.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Then it is worse than if it
had been an extraordinary vote. What are the convicta
constructing with those tools ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This amount is to finish
certain buildings, to provide tools, to furnish harness, fuel,
light, and the ordinary items.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). The stone used is within
three hundred yards or the penitentiary, and is on Govern-
ment property. We have, therefore, nothing to pay for the
quarrying. The item for tools seemë large enough tu serve
ail the penitentiaries.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is to finish one of the build.
ings, alterations and repairs, tools, fuel, light, harness,machinery, water supply, apparatus, three new steam
boilers to heat the whola building by steam.

Mr. LAURIER. Who is the deputy warden now?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I annot inform you, as that
sUn with inV popmaen
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Mr. CHOQUETTE. (Translation.) Before we pas on how to réad and write and ho has the tie of hie two eyes-

to the item concerning the Province of Ontario, I desire to but when ho will have seen the buildingin which the post
call the attention of the Government to a fact which is of offlne is kept, I am sure that ho w;ll fot hesitate a moment
most vital importance to my county, and especially the in granting us a suffloient arnount for the construetion of a
parish of Crane Island and the town of Montmagny new poit offie. As regarde the hoat botwoen Quebec and
Perhaps I ought to have made these remarks with regard Gi-osse Ifie, 1 believe the Gvernment, in the interest of
to the item conceruing Grosse Isle, but the thing the navigation of the oounty of Montrnagny, ought not te
pamsed unperceived by me. The Government passed a con- hesitate ene moment in giving as a fow hundred dollars to
tract with Captain Baker for carrying the Quebec mail and e8tablish these communications.
passengers to Grosse Isle, I would desire that the Govern.
ment could induce the contractor to go as far as Crane Publie Buildings, Ontario..$163,000
Island which is only three miles distant from Grosse Isle Mr. C00K. I observe an amount of $4,500 for the
and to return to Quebec, stopping at the wharf at St. Barrie po4 office. Thore appears no sum in the Estimates
Thomas on his return trip. We have a splendid basin, and, for a post office at Onillia. [e it the intention of the
besides, the Government have built at great cot two Governmu:t to orect a post office thero this year ?
wharves, that is to say, one at Crane Island and the other Si HECTOR LANGEVIN. I arn not in a position te
at St. Thomas. These two wharves ai e of no use for the answer that question new. I could net say what the Govenn-
present, but I believe they would be very useful if the ment might be disposed te do in that directionand, therofore,
Government could induce the contractors to go to these the hon. gentleman will excuse me if I do not answer him
places once or twice a weck to take the passengers who new.
wisb to go to the city and to carry the farm proince to
Quebec. I arn weil aware that the contractor does not Mr. COOK. But the Supplementary E4timates are al
receive a sufficient price, at least from the information I down, and there is ne amount in them for this purpese.
have rceived, te incur thie additional expense, but it oeme Therefere, the work cannot be gene on with this years?
te me that the Government eught not te begridge a few Si HETOR LAsNGEV[N. No.
hundred dollars more te induce the contracter te go te these Mr. COOK. I understand that the Piret Minister, and a
twi places in nrder tmakei services more useful tther nt ction
county. At the present time ho ges twice a week tGrosse eeen
IlIe and returris te, Quebec immediately. The people from 'oarnpaign, held a meeting, in Orillia, and aise visited the
Crane Island who wish te go te Qucbec must go te i3erthier pot office, and the Firet Ministerneaid it was net adequateto

the requirementsof the town. of pictured te tht peoploand take the regular boat to Quebee, which makos a distance that the tewn would soon beceme n cïty, and ho promised-I
of three leagume te travel basides crossing the river. It seemesd o nwwehrdrc] ridrcl-httetm
te me that if the Government gave a few hundred dollars to
more teCapt.ain Baker ho would bo very glad te go toCrane was n't far distant when the subjent of building a fine post

Ilaad and Loo St. Thomits, which wou'd of grBt advan- office there would rceive the censideration of the Govers-

tago te these places, and the wharves which have bfen con r ment. I should like some explanatien in that direction. I

etructod there- would be eft soro usie. 1 do flot see why the ara sorry the Finst Minister le net prescrit, and is net ablo te
Governmeut who have epent over $.iOOOJ would refuse teoeaywhat excuse e will give withrespect te the promise
give a few hundred dollars in ei der lhat we may utifiâe these hemade te, the people of that constituency.
wharvos to a certain oxtent; and I do not see any means of Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have no doubt that if the
utilising them oxcept by inducing Ihe ewner of the boat Firit Minoister made a promise lot will keep it.
which je plying bi-tween Queeosu d Gi osso Iie 'm go teMir.g 'BRIeN. I hope tho Minitercftibli Works
these stations tu take the passengers and produce and te, will take the case cf Oaillia into considoration, se iti
transport them te Quebec. I thuitk that this wouldbe te entitled tO a new pot office a great deal more than many
the advantagi of the ceunty ef Montrnagny and evencf th other twn that have obtained new buildings.
neighboring countyth acdnty of L'et. Peepl, would cornee S
te Lntmagny, where twice a wok thy ceuld take that herIrtheAD worknntot[G1be te wit tinstea t
boat and go te Quebee. At the prent tLimegth e boat bas Soir HET Lot ANG N o
other intenedt than te go to Grosse lie and very togton sheenMryt
mako hlac tp for othing. believe thatinthointeeto ef S ECTOR LANGEVIN. ti imadeup f anumber
Quebec il woui wI h far btter if te Gvernment spent a few cf items, incmding mateial for general nre a te buildings,
hundred dollars more to secure thericmk ane whchI have tools for quarrying, mateialso cf sealkinds, arnse,
mntioned and u this manner the wharves which we. have reservoir for the etorageocf 60,000 gallons cf water for fime
would be cf me use to the county. The paishet Crane protection, for farm buildings and for irrigation purposts,
slande Coneervative and the town cf Montrnagny bas aisoe and a number of tmalhvitems.

been Conservative. It is truc it has chaiged colorasthie year S m RICHARDs MRTWRIGHT. t seenm a very largeo
but it might change again. Ilowever, apaî t from political amount withot thore being a definite purpose in regard
conideration, in the intereet cf the county ef Montmagny te its expenditure. As te, the gas works operated at King-
and cf therneighboering ceounty, I deoe that the Goverwment stony the Government are on the high road to a serions eaw-
ought toe take upon thaecve to make th s change, or toe suit. Te nuisance from those gais wonk is beomirg a
communicate with Captain Baker on this subject, and 1 serions on. te resideuts in the noighbnhood, and I have ne
know that by giving hm a few hundred dollars more the doubt whatevr that, unlessonie'arrangcment can b. made
lino would be edtabiîs;hed and wo would profit by it. -Now te, put a stop te it, thon. will b. quit. a numben cf iawsuits
I cal the attention cf the Governmt nt tse what1 have said entered againt the GverN m Int, and unled the law for the
with regard te the pet officein the town f otbagay. Gierment r diffonent from that for private individuals,
Al that bas been weaid by the hon. membe for ChamblY hoavy damages wilb . inurred. The propertietho. Ware
(tr. Préfontaine) with regard to the poat office at Logneuil va able, and they will o seriosly injured if the nuisance
may apply teo the town of Montmagny. The on. Mioister s ote topped.
told me the.othere day that ho wouId pay us a visit in the t
coprse of the ut mer. I believe that when ho wilhave Sir HECl'OR LANGEVIN. It ave taen a note cf the
men for himself the kind cf peet office w. hav-w. are mater, ai fo thank thoe hon, gentleman for having called
a lidtle botter ofm than at oheunt Tour post hCr knows my attention to it
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am pretty certain

that some correspondence has gone on with the Depart.
ment of Justice as to the matter, and if the hon. gen.
tleman will asoertain from that Department what the
de'ision of the Government is. and what steps they propose
to take, I shall b. glad to have the information on concur-
rence.

Mr. BARRO9. With regard to the vote of $10,000 for
Lindtay post uffice, Castom bouse, &o., I would ask, in the
absence ot Lhe hon. member for Soutih Victoria (Mr. Hud.
speth), how much of that $10,000 is t- be employed in the
purchase of the site, and how much for the building ?

Sir HEC«OR LANGEVIN. 84000 is for the site, and
any portion of the $10,000 over tuat will be applied towards
the building.

Mr. BARRON. Thon not more than 86,000 is te be ex-
pended on the building ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Whatever the balance of
the $10,000 amounts to will go towards the building, which
will cost about 81 ;000.

Mr. McMULLE N. I am surprised to hear the hon4 gen-
tlman say that the Government paid 84,000 for the site.
I would like to know how they arrived at that amount, and
how much land will be occupied ?

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. 84,000 is the amonnt which
has been put in the Etimates for similar purpoýes for a
number of years. When the lot costs only 82,000, the
balance romains there to be employed for the building, with
any additional vote that Parliament may give. The amount
for the lot depends altogether upon the locality. Sometimes
it costs only $2,500; n other cases $3,000, 83,500, or 84,000
is paid.

Mr. MOMULLEN. Has the Government yet selected a
site for the post office ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN(. Yes; a site bas been pur.
chased. It is lot No. 5, east side of John street, purchased
from W. S. WiLson, and - White, for $3,00d).

Mr. Mc MULLE N. What is the quantity of land?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not think I can give
yon the exact quantity. It is an ordinary lot I suppose-
about 70 by 100 or little more.

Mr. BARRON.
gentleman before.
for the lot ?

I am sorry I misinderstood the hon.
Does ho say that only 83,000 was pUid

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Mr. BARRON. Then I think the hon. gentleman is

mistaken, as I happen te be one of the members of the church
who had to do with the sale of the ptoperty, and we under.
stood that 84,000 was the price. I was anxious, therefore,
to know what balance would be expended on the building.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I stated just now that the
building would cost 816,000, and the lot according to my
note bas cost 83,000.

Mr. O'BRIEN. In the case of the Barrie post office, the
town was required to provide the site. How is it that the
saine rule is not applied in both cases ?

r HTRfEPCI? TOR LNGEVIN I certain cases the towns

Sir H ECrO LANGEVIN. The amount of the con-
tract is $34,300.

Sir RICHARD CA RT WRIGHT. Yon appear to require
about $56,000 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, there is an addition
to the building. The total expenditure on the new exten.
sion up to the 3Sist December, 188d, was $26,000. The
estimated expenditure from the lst January to the lot
July this year is 814,125. Thon, what is required now
will be 822,000, which will be the total probable cost, with
what we bave expended.

Sir RICHARD CARPWRIGRHT. What wili the London
Infantry School cost altogether?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The total probable coSt of
the building, including the heating, drainage, &c., will be
$129,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does that include a
gymnasium? I think it would be desirable, in most of the
new buildings of this kind, to provide a gymnasium for
training the men. It keeps thom ont of mischief and doce
them good in varions ways.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have not been informed as
to that, but I think there is none provided for at London.

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIG HT. Have you bought the
land for the Napanee post office and Custom house ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I thinr so. The lot is
No. 5 on the east side of John street, and it was purchased
from a man named W. S. Wilson, I think.

Mr. BOWELL. Not the member ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.
Sir RICIIXRD CARTWRIG 11T. What will be the cost

of the building?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It will bo about the same

as the others-about 8 1 6,000.

Mr. MaMULLEN. I notice by the Auditor General's
report that it cost us $844.80 to drain the Orangeville post
office last year. I cannot understand how it should cost
that much money, as the post office stands on the side of a
hili, and it would be quite easy to drain it into the creek.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As far as I can recollect, it
was because we had to pay a share of the drainage of the
street; otherwise we could not have had a preper di ain for
the building; and we thought it would be botter at once to
pay $.100 or $8300 more in order to have the building pro-
perly drained.

Mr. McMULLEN. I quite admit that it is desirable to
have something permanent, but anyone acquainted with the
place knows that the post office is situated in the fally-
peopled portion of the town, and if everybody there con-
tributed their proportion to that drain, it must be a very
large an 1 expensive one. I would like to have a little more
information about this.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have given the hon.
gentleman the reason, and if he wants more information, if
he will be kind enough to make a note of it and give it to
me, I will try and let him have it on concurrence.

wish to have a special location where the building to be Mr. NITCI3ELL. lefore going any further with li
erected would cost more than if we selected another lot, vote I wish te say that I have looked carefully over these
and in such a case we say te the town: Give us a lot, and Etimatea and the Supplement «y Estimates, and I do, not
what otherwise we would have paid for the lot will be see that the han, gentleman, foi whom I have very great
added to the building, if its location is such that the officers respect, has pai 1 that attention which 1 expected te my
can report favorably upon it. rcqnest that ho should bui Id a wharf in the parash of Neguac,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the total cost in the connty of Northumberland. Will b. te11 me what
of the London Custom bouse? portion f the Hâtirate 1 eau find that item in? Parlape

er thtChoe n IgAeGfIVo.
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the hon. gentleman will take a note of it. Dos the hon.
gentleman hear me ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am taking a note of it.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Are the custom bouse and post

office in the town of Peterborough on the same site ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No. This vote of $17,000

stands under the same title as it did in the first instance;
but, as I explained last year and the previous year, the
building that has been erected thore is the post office. An.
other lot was purchased for a cnstom bouse, near the mar-
ket place; so we do not ask any money for that this year.

Mr. LANDERKIN. From whom was it purchased ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. From Mr. Taylor, I think.
Mr. &IoNHULLEN. Has the custom bouse been erected

in Peterborough ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is for the post office.

The other will come afterwards.
Mr. McMULLEN. Is it customary to put the post office

and the custom bouse together, or to put them apart ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Sometimes we put them

togother, sometimes we do not.
Mr. Mo"ULLEN. What is the cause of their being put

apart in this particular case?
Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. The town is already a large

one and is extending, and I was informed that the place
v here we were putting up the post office was a very proper
site, because it would betof service boti to Petet borough and
to the village of Ashburnham, which is separated from
Peterborough by a river and a bridge, whilst the cnstom
bouse and the inland revenue office would b. better situated
in the business portion of the town.

Mr. MALLORY. I would like to ask if the site of the
Trenton public building has been purchased, and, if so, from
whom ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, the site has been pur.
chased. It is on the corner of Dundas and Albert streets,
100 feet by 75 feet, from G. R Murphy, on the 1st of Feb.
ruary, for $4,878.

Mr. MALLORY. I would like to ask the hon. Minister
who the parties were who valued this property in Trenton,
or if it was valued by any expert; or was it simply a matter
of private contract ?1

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The way these purchases
take place is this : When the people hear that we want to
purchase, offers are made to us of different properties, and
we send an officer from our Department to examine and
report upon the different lots, looking ut the location, the
surroundings, the facility of construction, the ease of access
and so on. Al these things wo consider, and the properties
being offered we know exactly what has te be paid.
Sometimes we find that the price is excessive, and then we
make an offer, and if the offer is refused, we do not take
the property, but buy another lot.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask what has
been done with the $8,000 voted last year for the Prescott
post office. Has the work been begun yet ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No. The intention is very
shortly to buy a lot in the town, and then proceed with the
erection of the building.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Has any portion of the vote of
last year been expended ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No ; but we expect that
that may be expended say up to the lst of October, and1
then we will go on with the balance.
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Mr. MALLORY. Were other lots offered the Govern.
ment for this purpose, and were they examined and valued ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say what other
lots were offered; it is not customary to give the list. But
this was considered the best lot, and that was why it was
purchased.

Mr. MALLORY. Is this the price set upon it by the
officers of the Department?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yos, 84,878. The price
was higher than that, but this was the price my officer
thought would cover the value of the lot. Thorefore, it
was so arranged between the Department and the owner of
the property.

Mr. MALLORY. I am informed on good authority that
the lot was not worth anything like that value.

Mr. BOWELL. The price paid was procisely the price
paid by Mr. Smith, whom the hon. gentleman, no doubt,
knows very well, for a lot two or three lots further down
the street, and this is a corner lot. The Ministor refused
to give any more per foot than was given by a private
party for a lot further down, on which ho built a wholesale
warchouse.

Mr. MALLORY. That does not affect the information I
have.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not know the information thei hon.
gentleman may have. I speak from personal knowledge,
and theb hon. gentleman may accept or reject my statement,
as ho pleases.

Mr. MA1LLORY. What is the cost proposcd to be ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The same as the others,

about 816,000.
Mr. MALLORY. I care about as much for what the hon.

Minister of Customs says as ho does for what I say. I am
here to discharge my duty for my constituents, and I think
it is my duty tu draw the attention of tho Government and
tho House to these matters, and wili do so whether it suits
the hon gentleman or not.

Ur. MITCHELL. Having been an old friend of the Min-
ister of Customs, I do not like to see him take a course that
is likely to protract the Session. Every consideration has
been shown on this side, but if the hon. Minister will show
as much petulance as he has shown to-night he wilI only
succeed in delaying business.

Mr. BOWELL. I am very much obliged for the lhon.
gentleman's lecture and will try to profit by it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am sure the hon.
member for Northumberland speaks with reason, for I
recolleet I had to make concessions to get items through.

Public Buildings, North-West Territories.......$15,600

Mr. MoMULLEN. Who is the inspector of publie
buildings in the North.West Territories just now ?

Sir HECTORi LANGEViN. At Winnipeg, Mr. Donald
Smith; at Regina, Mr.. Henderson ; at Battleford, a gentle.
man whose name I forget ; at Prince Albert, it is a clerk
of the works we had at Winnipeg that wo sont up ther.

Public Buildings, British Columbia.....................$W,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thought that the

British Columbia penitentiary was finished a considerable
time ago. I think this expenditure of 860,000 very large,
considering the expenditure of last year. What is the
penitentiary going to cost altogether '

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The building will cost
$367,000 when completed. We have expended $218,000
on it.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That appears to be an

enormous sum of money for the service of so small a Pro-
vince, and the number of convicts expected to be immured
in that penitentiary. I see the number of convicts in British
Columbia is not estimated to exceed 150. $367,000 is a
very large sum to spend on the erection of the requisite
buildings.

Sir HECTOR L ANGEVIN. When the ez-Minister of
Justice viEited British Columbia, he found that the building
was in a very bad state. The floor was rotten, and the
building was very small, so much so that the convicts had
to be put two in a col], and a number of them wore sleeping
in the passages. It was not safe, and we had to undertake
a large extension. Thon the building having been erected
previously on a bill side, we had to make large works out-
aide to eut the water from the upper portion of the ]and,
and thus make the building habitable. These things bave
cost a great deal of money, and of course we had to com
plete them.

Mr. DAVIES. How does the expenditure on that peni-
tentiary compare with the expenditure on the Dorchester
ponitentiary.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The expenditure on the
Dorchester penitentiary, without the $9,000 asked for this
year, amounts to $utl,O0.

Mr. DAVIES. That is a penitentiary for the three Pro-
vincos, and this one will cost as much for the little Province
of British Columbia.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The work is not complote
at Dorchester.

Publie Buildings, repairs, furniture, heating, &c.,. S15,000
Mr. McMULLEN. What is this for?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is for all the buildings

throughout the Dominion except three or four in the large
cities for which we have spocial votes.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Does this inclade Rideau Hall ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It includes Rideau Hall.
Mr. MoMULLEN. I notice that Rideau Hall cost us

last year for repairs $26,280.40. I think the expenses
connected with Rideau Hall require some attention at the
hands of this committea. Last year we had a clerk of
works employed there at $90 a month. Ie draws $1,080
as a salary, and last year he drew for extra time $36, and
for street car tickets 825.15. I think it is not usual, when
a man goes to work in the morning and returns at night,i
that he should be paid for his street car tickets to go and
return. It is certainly not the custom with manufacturers
and others, and the practice should not be adopted in our
case. 1 notice aiso that we paid the chief carpenter $183.50,
travelling with the Governor General-that is Mr. Reed.
He got 8819.36 as a salary for 331 days, and there are only
365 days in the year, and for the balance of the year he got
$18350 for travelling with the Governor General. For
carpenters and laborers in and around Rideau Hall, we paid
810,066.13. For charwomon, we paid $2,077.62. For
crockery and flower pots, we paid $192.13. For grates,
stoves and hardware, we paid $816.03. For paper and
painting, we paid in one item $673.03 to William Howe, and
in another place we paid for paper and painting $2,011.81.
We bought nine water baskets-I do not know what they
are used for - at $5 a piece, that is $45. We bought 380
yards of carpet, at 81..40 a yard, and 206J yards, at $1,
making $739.32 in all. We bought 10 dozen damask nap.|
kins, at $40 a dozen, that is aboat 84 a piece, making $400.
We employed a man to do mowing at Rideau Hall, and,
aceording te the way in which it came out in the examina.
tion before the Public Accounts Committee, he eut about
fifteen tons of hay, and we paid $65 for cutting and raking,m
besides the bands it required to take it in. I say it is time t

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

that some change should be made in the manner in which
these affairs at Rideau Hall are conducted. Adding up
the whole sum paid last year in connection with Rideau
Hall, I find that it actually cost us a fraction over $72 a
day the whole time, not including the Governor Generat's
salary, to keep up that establishment. It is time to make
some change. I do not suppose it will be possible to make any
change during the incumbency of the gentleman who now
occupies the position of Governor General, but I suggest
that the Governmont should lead anyone who occupies that
position, after the worthy gentleman who now holds it goes
out of office, to understand that he must find all the neces.
saries out of the very liberal salary which ho receives. If
he wants a flower gardon, lot him hire men and make lis
flower gardon for himself. If he wants a vegotable gardon,
lot him do the same. We find him the ground, and I think
that is all the people of this country should be required to
do. The present system is absurd. I find that last year
we paid $74.50 for gardon seeds. That would produco
vegetables enouglh for a regiment, not to speak of the
Governor General and his attendants. I believe the people
of this country will insist that sone change shall be made
in connection with the public exponse at Rideau Hall.
Paying a Governor General $50,000 a year and giving himu
a residene which costs $72 a day to kop in repair, and
keoping up a flower gardon, and a conservatory, and a
vogotable garden, and mowing hay and supplying pasture
for cattle, and all this kind of thing -it is unroasonable,
and it is absurd that the people should continue to
countenance and sustain the Government to carry on
this matter in the way in which it is now carried on. I
think it my duty to call the attention of the committoe
to it, and I hope the Minister of Public Works, under whose
guidance this is conducted, will see that it is his duty to
urge upon the Government to inaugurate a different system
after the terni of the present Governor has expired, and
to Ioad whoever is to occupy tbe position afterwards to
understand that he will have to grow bis own vegetables
at bis own expense, and that he will have to buy bis own
napkins at $4 a piece, if ho wants them, and we will give
him the privilege of taking them with him when he leaves
the country and gous home, as a relie of the high position
ho occupied in Canada, I do not think it is right that the
people of this country should be askod to continue this
oepense.

Harbors and Rivera, Nova Scotia ......................... $76,950
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG ELT. Cow Bay, $11,500. How

much has been spent on Cow Bay altogether ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Cow Bay bas bean a very

expensive cow-$i50,000 altogether. There is a break.
water, and it is the only harbor the people have in that
section. I have never been there myself, but I understand
it is a very important shipping place.

Mr. JONES. The work at Cow Bay is a very valuable
public work. It was built by private individuals in the
first place, under grants from the Local Government, but
under the Administration of Mr. Mackenzie it was purchased
by the Government from the owners. It is a very large
work, and is absolutely necessary for the protection of the
trade iu that part of Cape Breton. A considerable amount
is realised from it by tolls and wharfages. I do net think
there is another appropriation in the REtimates that is more
in the intorests of commerce than this.

Mr. KIRK. Where is Blue Rock, for which you have
an appropriation of $3,500?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is in the county of Anti.
gonish.

Mr. JONES. Digby, $40,000-was that under reeom-
mendation from the engineers ? Have they reported on
that work ?
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The old pier was destroyed

by accident in a storm, and we made some repairs last year,
to serve until we could get an additional vote. This is to
build a pier on the other side of the bay, at a point where,
I understand, the railway company wish to build a pier, at
a place called the Racket. It is considered to be the best
place, and will cost less money than if it were built where
the old pier was.

Mr. JONES. That work is likely to be necessary for the
accommodation of steamers betwoen New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia. They have no other means of landing, or
communicating with the shore, unless by this pier. It is
rather an expensive work, however. Laurencetown, $1,200
-has the hon. gentleman any estimates of this work ? Will
that finish it ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, it is to complote. I
think some of these works are in the county of Antigonish.

Harbors and Rivera, Prince Edward Island...........$9,000

Mr. EISENHAUER. I see an item of $600 to complote
the breakwater at Petite Rivière, in the county of Lunen.
burg. I wish to inform the Minister that where that break.
water has been located, unless a further sum of money is
expended, this breakwater will be altogether useless.

Mr. PERRY. With regard to repairs to breakwaters,
piers, &c., acquired from Local Goverurnent, Prince Edward
Island, 82,000-I desire to inform the Mipister of Public
Works that this sum is very far from being sufficient for
the rcquirements. That means exactly to allow the piers,
breakwaters and wharves which this Government have
taken off the hands of the Government of Princo Edward
Island, to go to ruin and fall to the ground, as they loft
the wharf at West Point to break down altogether. The
people of West Point live twenty-five miles from railway
accommodation, and this wharf is the only point which
they can use for shipping. It was built some years ago
by the Local Government, and when commissioners were
appointed to report upon which wharves the Government
of Canada should take over, this was one of them. I find
tho wharf bas been allowed to go down altogether, and the
pcoplo havo now no accominodation for sbipping, and no
means of tapping the Intercolonial Railway at Shediac
and Richibucto. This is not a fair way of dealing with
the people of the island. I say tho sum of $2,000 placed
in these Estimates to repair over twenty wharves and piers
which tho Government of Canada have taken over from
the Government of Prince Edward Island, is a more insolt,
it is not going to put a patch upon one of these wharves ;
and unless the Minister brings down in the Sapplementary
Estimatos a necessary sum, it means that they will all fall
down to the ground. I am aware that the people of Prince
Edward Island are paying, under this year's increase of
the tariff, about 8100,000 a year in addition to the large
amount of other taxes which they have had to pay into
the Dominion Treasury; and I say they are very far from
getting an equivalent to the amount they are called upon to
contribute to the general revenue of Canada. I arm surprised,
I am astouished, to know that the Government will ask this
louse to vote the paltry sum of $2,000 for the repair

of all those publie works in Prince Edward Island.
It would have been far botter if these piers had been left in
the bands of the Local Government, because thon they
would have been taken care of, and we would have had the
use of them, but since the Dominion Government have taken
possession of them, they are allowed to go to ruin. I con-
tend the Local Goverument has no power to build these
wharves over again. They would have to obtain a license
from the Federal Government to build wharves or public
worke. I say that is not a fair way to treat the people of
$*9 island.

Mr. WELSH. I also think the sum of $2,000 will go a
very short way to repair these wharves. I brought the ques.
tion to the notice of the Minister of Public Works the other
day, and I see that ho has granted in the Supplementary
Estimates for two wharves and piers at Vernon River and
Pinette, the sum of $1,075. It will require all that sum to
put them in fair order. If $1,000 is required for two
wharves, how far will $2,000 go in repairing twenty
wharves ? It is a very small sum, and will not be sufficient
to carry out the work. On previous occasions I have spoken
of the harbor at Pinette, and I am very anxious that the
dredge, after it has completed the work at Tignib, should
be sent to that harbor, and also to Wood 1sland. I see
that $1,000 18 1i the Estimates for the repair of the pier
there. There is a breakwater there, and at present the
harbor is perfectty useless on account of the amount of
sediment which has washed in, no vessel being able to
enter it. That breakwater must b dredged. If the Minis.
ter will make a note of these points and attend to thom I
shall b satisfied. I hope the wharves and piers will be
generously attended, because in Prince Edward Island we
are isolated and shut out from the rest of the Dominion for
five months of the year, and we should obtain more consi-
deration on that account. Some hon. members have spoken
with respect to winter ports and ocean communication; we
do not put in any claim for ocean communication, but we
claim that the terme ofConfederation should bo fully carried
ont. I observe an item of 820,000 in the Estimates for

-repairs to the Northern Light. It will take that sum to
place the boat in an efficient state to perform the service
during the coming winter. I want to know where is the
amount in the Estirmates of $150,000 or $200,000 to build a
new boat for another year.

The CHAIRMAN. I would suggest to the hon. mem.
ber to bring theso points up on their appropriate items.

Mr. WELSI. Wo are working by the job and not by
the day. The Minister of Marine has said the matter was
under the consideration of the Government, both as to the
building of a new boat and the repairing of the Northern
Light. The people of Prince Edward Island want to under
stand fairly and squarely if the Northern Light is all they
aro going to got. I want to know.

Harbors and Rivers, New Brunswick..................$22,000

Mr. ELLIS. I should liko to enquiro with respect to the
breakwater at Negro Point? 8 7,OuO wore spent last year,
about $53,000 for the year now running, and $10,000 are
asked for the current year. 835,000 were in the Estimates
of this year, the year running, and a Governor General's
warrant was issued for $18,000. The broakwater has been
finished apparently for some time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon, gentlemai
probably forgets that after the work was nearly completed,
or had been completed, a storm came and destroyed a large
portion of the outer end of the pier. We had, therefore, to
incur a large expenditure to repair that portion, and we are
now placing large stones in order to protect the pier, as we
have donc elsewhere. We have followed this course in the
Lower Provinces especially in order to protect the timber
from being destroyed by worms, and also to save the works
to some extent from the effect of storms. We have found
that this kind of work is much more desirable thanthe ordi-
nary work.

Mr. ELLIS. Has the Department any idea that the
breakwater will stand ?

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. The information I have is
that the work as completed will stand. Of course, it is like
many other works; a very serious stiormr might damage it
again; but we hope by the new mode of dealing with this
breakwater it will be able to reist very serions storms,
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Mr. WELDON (St. John). Will this complote the work ?
Io it under contract now ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $10,000 will cover it. The
hon. gentleman will see there is in the Supplementary
Estimates for 1886-87 an amount of $18,000.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The work is under contract ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is under contract.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Who are the contractors ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The contract for repairing
the breakwater amounted to $96,000. The contractors
were Steve, Duffy & Steve. They began in 1881 or 1882.

Mr. ELLIS. What bas the breakwater cost up to this
time?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Up to the 31st Docember
last, $408,000.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). What are these works on the
River St. John ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They are for the improve-
ment of the river-for tow-paths, &c.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Where is this work on the
Upper Salmon River?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is in Albert county.
Mr. WELDON (St John). What is this ballast wharf at

Dalhousie?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The vessels that came

through there wero in tho habit of throwing their ballast
into the harbor, which was being gradually destroyed, and
this is for the protection of the harbor.

Mr. WELDON(St. John). Ir any revenue derived from it ?
Sir HEOTOR LANGEVIN. These works, whon corn-

pleted, are under the control of the Departmont of Marine
and Fisheries. They generally put tolls on thom and somo
revenue is derived in that way.

Harbors and River, Quebec.,......... .............. 2,(00

Mr. LAURIER. Whero is this work at Barachois de
Malbaie ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, In the county of Gaspé.

Mr. LAURIER. What kind of work is it?

Sir HECI'OR LANGEVIN. lt is to clear the harbor,
and this $500 is applied to the removal of a large rock and
some boulders in Barachois de Malbaie, a work recommend-
ed by the chief engineer.

Mr. LAURIER. What is this work at Beauport ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is a small wharf on the
River Beauport, for the accommodation of the traffic in
stone, &c. The work at Chicoutimi is for piers there, and
the work at Etang du Nord i8 to complote the harbor on
the Magdalen Islands. The work at Isle Perrot is for a
Sier which was ordered last year and is now under contract.
t will cost, I think, about 86,000.

Mr. LAURIER. I it on the St. Anne side or the Vau-
dreuil side ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is at a point about a mile
and a-half below the parish church; a place seleoted by the
engineer. Other parties, I think from the county of Beau-
harnois, wanted it on the other side, but though that might
have accommodated them, yet, as this work was for Isle
Perrot, this was the place recommended. The vote for
Rivière Lièvre is for a lock, in order that veseels may be
able to come as near as possible to the foot of the rapida

L' zcwov UeNGuym,

Barbora and Rivera, Ontario,..... ..... $78,000

Mr. CASEY. Is there not some mistake about this vote
for Belleville harbor ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No, I think net. This
$7,000 is to meet the share of the Government for altering
the channel foi a distance of 4,500 feet long, 250 to 300 feet
wide, and 8 to 10 feet deep. It was recommended by the
chief engineer.

Repairs aud improvementa-Harbors and Rivera,
Manitoba,........ ........ ........... $2,000

Mr. WATSON. Where is it intended to spend this
money?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no special destin-
ation for this. It is only for a number of smali works, for
which we may not be without a vote, and may not be obliged
every time to get a Governor's warrant. We must have a
margin in case of emergency.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do .not suppose any-
one would object to a reasonable vote for the service of
Manitoba; but $2,000 is so small a sum for river and harbor
improvements, that it would seem an almost useless expen.
diture. A vote like that secms like throwing money away.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. My chief engincer says that
it is fcr improvements and repairs not specially provided
for in the Estimates, on accoant of their being so small in
each case. The tmount is small, but if the experience of
the year shows that we need a little more, we shall have to
ask for an increase next year.

Harbors and Rivera, British Columbia.................. $15,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. What sort of work
does the hon. gentleman intend to do on the Fraser river
with this vote of $10,000 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is to continue the work
of closing the south branch of the Fraser river at its june-
tion with the north braDch, with the object of carrying the
whole volume of the water through the new channel, for
the purposo of scouring it or even increasing its present
depth.

Dredging .......... .............. .............................. $142,700

Mr. CASEY. 1 hope the hon. Minister will seo his way
to obtaining the diedging plant in Canada. I remember
some years ago that a little dredging plant was obtained
from the United States, and I had reason to know after-
wards, from seeing the performance of certain Canadian
made dredges in the port of Quebec, that Canadian dredging
plant can be got quite as good as that from the United
States. Perhaps the hon. Minister knows whether ho
intends to obtain this dredging plant in Canada.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will not resume that dis-
cussion. The hon. gentleman knows that, in the previous
discussion, I showed that we had reason to do what we did
at the time. But in this case the intention la to acquire any
such plant in the country.

Mr. PLATT. I would like to ask the Minister if any
dredges have been lost by being wrecked or burned during
the last four or five years.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Any that have been wrecked
have been again put afloat. There may have been one that
we put aside bocause it was old, but the others we have
fixed up.

Mr. PLi&TT. There is a dredge missing somewhere,
because I remember the hon. Minister, while on a visit to
Pioton some tive or six years ago, telling ua that there wa
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a dredge to be sont to that harbor-that it was in fact thon
on its way. It has net arrived yet.

Mr. WATSON. 1 should like to ask if this vote of 820,700
for new dredging plant includes any for Manitoba ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No ; we have a dredge
thora, and we are now buying a tug, which I think is all
that will be required.

Mr. WATSON. What is the size of the tug, and from
whom has it been purchased ?

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. If it bas boon bought, it
was bought only last week. As to its dimensions, I think
the hon. gentleman knows thom as well as I do.

Mr. WATSON. I do happen te know a little about this
tug, and that is the reason I want to have these questions
answered. I am informed that a tug as been purchased
on Lake Winnipeg for dredging purposes on Lake Manitoba
and I would like to ask the Minister if ho can tell me the
price that bas been paid for that particular tug ?

Sir IIECTOR LANGEVIN. The tug will cost altogether
$3,300 or $3,400. The property is that of Messrs Johnson
Fredrickson & Walkor, of Selkirk. She was built in 1878,
at St. Catharines, Ont., by John Doty, of Toronto. Her
Iength over all is 60 feet, ber main width is 10 feet 3 inches,
her depth of bol 1is 4 feet 2 inches; ber total gross tonnage
is 69 tons.

Mr. WATSON. I submit that the Minister might have
made a better selection of a tug than the one he purchased
on Lake Winnipeg. There is a tug which bas been in the
use of the Government for the last two years on Lake
Manitoba for handling the dredge and barges. I believe
that no fault was found with that tug; and I am informed
that it was offered to the Government for le.s money than
the Government are paying for the other tug. The tug on
Lake Manitoba will bo totally worthless to the owner, for
the simple reason that it was built for towing logs, and the
owner of the tug has been deprived of the opportunity of
getting timber. I submit that the Government should have
purchased that tug, being a better one than the one they
are about to purchase, and being right on the ground. I
am informed the one they are about to buy is smaller than
the one on Lake Manitoba, which was specially built flor
shallow water, having 50 horse power, and drawing 4 feet
of water. Wore any tenders asked ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; none were called for
because there were only two that would suit. If this tug is
smaller than the other, that was exactly why it was pur-
chased. We want a smaller tug, and the Government
engineer, Mr. Gouin, reported this tug would suit.

Mr. WATSON. It is unfair to the proprietor of the tug
on Lake Manitoba not to have purchased it, and it was
unfair-not to give him timber limits so that ho could work
bis tug. I am not aware that the Government engineer
found any fault with the tug.when it was in use during the
last two years.

Mr. EISENHAUER. It seems to me that the amount
vllowed for harbors in Nova Scotia is altogether out of
proportion compared with that allowed the western Pro-
vinces. lin this connection, I might refer to the harbor of
Lunenburg which is now styled the Gloucester of the
Dominion, Its fishing fleet now reaches about 100 sail, for
which the harbor accommodation is altogether incomplete,
so that during a storm the vessels at anchor get foui at each
other. I would, therefore, impress upon the Minister to send
the dredge down there te deepen the harbor.

Mr. WELSH. I would ask the hon. the Minister to send
the dredge, when it is done working where it is now, to1
tho harbor of Pinette and Wood Iuland. The Government1

have laid out a very large sum of money in building a
breakwater at Wood Island, which expendituro would be
useless until the harbor is dredged.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We act upon the reports
of the engineer of the difforent harbors where dredging id
required, and we have to select the places where dredging
is most necessary. No doubt the place the hon. gentleman
speaks of will bo among those laid before me and the chief
engineer when the selection requires to bo made.

Mr. DAVIES. What engineer would b sent to Prince
Edward Island ? I would like to call upon him and give him
some assistance.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think it is Mr. Egan ; ho
may go this year or I may go myself.

Mr. DAVIES. If the bon. gentleman goes himsolf, ho
will see the necessity of dredging whore my hon. friond has
pointed out. If ho does not, come himself-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will send theo engineer.
Mr. DAVIES. If the bon. gentleman does not come

himeolf, I hope ho will take tho statement of my hon. friend.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I nover refuse to take the

statement of a member of Parliament.
Mr. WELSII. If the hon, gentleman will send the

ongineer to one of the representatives of the district, I will
devote a day or two to pointing out the wants of tho harbor.
If the hon. gentleman should send him to a man who knows
nothing about harbors, ho will get limited information. I
hope the hon. gentleman will consult tho intorcsts of the
country by givig the engineer instructions to call upon the
representative of the district.

Mr. KIRK. I should liko to enquire ofthe Minister what
proportion of this 830,000 ho expects to expend in the dif.
ferent Provinces-what proportion, for instance, ho will ex-
pend in Nova Scotia ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot state that. It
depends on the work to be done. This vote is for the throe
Provinces. If I find that in any one Province the work
requires more attention than in another, I must do it.

Mr. KIRK. Thon this $30,000 may be all expended in
one Province or in one harbor ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Da not make it an extreme
case.

Mr. KIRK. I would suggest to the Minister the necessity
of doing something in the county of Guysborough. Take
the River St. Mary's, for instance. The people of that dis.
trict have petitioned many times to have rome dredging
done. The Governnont have acknowledged the necessity
of doing the work by the fact that they sont a dredge thoro
once, but it was the wrong sort of a dredge, aad it was taken
away in consequence. They have never paid any attention
to that place since, and the people are pressing for it. There
is an aàbolute necessity for some dredging on St. Mary's
River. Then theroeis Larry's River. That was partially
dredged some years ago but there -is more necessity for
dredging now, and I hope the Minister will not overlook
these two places this year.

Mr. WATSON. Where is it proposed to expend the
amount of 810000 in Manitoba this year ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot state now. As
in the other Provinces, when reports are mado as to where
the dredging is most required, the vote will b used for that
purpose.

Mr. WATSON. I would ask what has been the result of
the report on surveys between Selkirk and Winnipeg on
the Red River. Lat year, 8750 wereo spent on that, I
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it the intention of the Government to do anything this year
on the Red River, especially in regard to St. Andrew's
Rapids ?

Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN. I wish the hon. gentleman
had given me notice of this, as there is nothing in the Esti-
mates to caul my attention to it. If he willgive me a note,
I will give him the information to.morrow.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman must remember
this, as a deputation vitited Ottawa last Session asking for
it, and it was expected that this year an item would be put
in the Estimates to have the St. Andrew's Rapids dredged,
so as to afford navigation betwoon theso points. It is a
matter of great importance to the people along the shore of
Lake Winnipeg and to those operating timber limits.

Telegraphs .............................. ....................... $20,000

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is this lino between Battleford
and Edmonton still under the contral of the Govornment ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, these lines in the
North-West are. 1 did my best to get the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company to assume them, but they refused. I
have no doubt that one of these railways going north, from
Calgary to Edmonton for instance, will make arrangements
to make connection with the other telegraphs.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Was not this line to be taken
over under the contract with the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company?.

Sir TIECTOR LANGKVIN. No, they took thoso in
British Columbia, but not tiis one. Duriug the war, it was
found that the lino which wont from Battieford to EJionton
was very often dowa because the polos were rotten, having
been put in a swampy country, and it was thought botter
to set them from Battleford to Fort Pitt, then to Victoria,
and thon to Edmonton or St. Albert.

Miscellaneous Public Works ........ ,....... $36,000

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). How is the amount of $1,000
used for the National Art Gallery-? Is it used to buy
pictures ?

Sir BE JTOR LANGEVIN. No, we have not enough
money for that. This vote is to pay the salary of the
keeper and the charwoman and a young boy to take mes.
sages. Onca we purchased a coupla of Cainadian paintings.
Thore was one sent to the exhibition in London, and it was
thought mnuch of. That was, I think, "Tho Scheolmistress,"
who explains te the trustees that she bas not enough sal.
ary. It was considored a very gojod picture and wo bought
it, but as a rule we have only just enough to pay the ex.
penses.

Experimental Farms, buildings, fencing, &c. ......... t80,900

Mr. FISHRER. I should liko the Minister to state what
are the buildings and fencing ho proposes to put up on the
exporimental farm.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The statement I have here
is that this 880,000 are to these purposes : Central farm
station, $50,000; Maritime Provinces, 86,000 ; Manitoba,
$6,000; North-West Territories, 86,000; British Columbia,
$6,000. The contingencies make up the balance. The
additional that will be roquired another year is $50,000.

Mr. MITCHELL. How is it that the -hon. gentleman
has entirely overlooked the section of country from which I
come ? I suppose it is because I am out of favor with this
administration. I would like somo of the money that is
being so liberally expended in other portions of the Domin.
in, to be exponded in Miramiohi.

Mr. WATsoI,

Mr. CARLING. It is the intention of the Government
to establish an experimental farm in the Maritime Provinces
-one for the three Provinces.

Mr. M[TCHELL, Is it the intention to establish it in
Miramichi, county of Northumberland? .

Mr. CAR LING. No place bas yet been decided upon. No
choice will be made until the money has been voted.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is cnstomary, bafore the money is
voted, for Ministers to give information as to where thoy
intend to spend that money. I have just heard of a trip-
through the press controlied by the hon. gentleman-that on
a very recent occasion, a number of gentlemen went out by
invitation to inspect the experimental farm near this city. I
would like to ask the hon. gentleman if, before locating an
experimental farm in the Maritime Privinces, ho would
inspect some of the farms which we claim are suitable for
such a purpose in the county which I have the honor to
represent. I do not expect much justice from this Adminis-
tration. I have not had it lately. I have been entirely
ignored, and they do not ask my advice. But I expect, beforo
we get through these Estimates, that I will got some con-
sideration from this Government, and if I do not, they will
hear from me.

Mr. FISHER. I would like the Minister of Public
Works to tell us whether there are any details with regard
to these estimates of 850,000 to expend on the agricultural
farm ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The dotails are those:
Fencing, $1,000; farm building and barnas, $3,000; build-
ing for museum, $20,000; hou-es for other purposes,
$14,000. The total expenses of the central farm, as pro.
vided for in this estimate, is $50,000.

Mr. FISHER. Is this additional 336,000 to be laid ont
on the branch farm, or on the central farm ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I understand on both.

Mr. FISHER. Thon $50,000 will not complote the ex-
penditure on the central farm ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The estimate, I think, is
$50,000 altogether, of which $36,000 is to be expended on
the other stations.

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Ministor will tako into
consideration the claims I have put forward in relation to
my county, and if ho will visit the county I have the honor
to represent, I am sure ho will receivo a vory cordial
reception.

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. The hon. gentleman may ho
sure that it will be taken into serious considoration, but the
selection of the site must be mide by my hon. friend.

Mr. AMYOT. In relation to the wharf at St. Michel, in
the county of Bellechasse, the Government would do well to
pay some attention to it. I understand that the position I
occupy in this louse doos not give me much strength with
the Government, but in the interest of the people of my
county, it is of urgent necessity that this wharf should be
repaired. If this wharf was destroyed it would cost the
Government many thousands of dollars to build another one.
As to keeping a wharf in good order, that is a matter of
public interest, and ought to be outside of politics. What-
ever may be the position of my county politically speaking,
the Government should not forget the interests of naviga-
tion. If it was destroyed, perhaps the Government would
have to expend 850,000 to buil1 anothor one. It is very
useful in case of storm, and prevents many ships from being
destroyed. It is usefut to many counties, but it has been
built by one parish alone.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will consider what the
hon. gentleman says, and soee if we oan do anything to that
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wharf. I think the wharf was repaired last year and the
year before, and I thought it was now in tolerably good
condition. If we had to build a new wharf we would not
build it exactly in that spot.

Mr. FISHER. I am glad to find that in this item some
definite estimate bas been made with regard to the expen-
diture upon the agiieultural farm. I was a good deal
disappointed on a former occasion when the Minister of
Agriculture made some statements in regard to his estimates
of the expenditure, both annual and capital, in relation ta
that farm,because it Eeemed to me these estimates were roally
very much guess work, and were not based on exact infor-
mation. I confess that my idea on that head has been rather
confirmed by what I have since found ont in regard to the
expendiLure on this farm. I fin i that we have already ex-
pended, by vote oflast year, 830,000, by Governor General's
Warrants, between the two Sessions of Parliament, $25,000,
making 855,000. I find in the original estimates of this
year, P90,000 were charged to that farm. I understood the
Minister of Agriculture to state that of that 890,000, about
830,000 was to be spent for branch stations, which would
leavo 860,000 te be spent this year upon the central experi.
mental station. Now, I presumed that that $91,000 was
going to include the expenses for carrying on the farm for
the current year, as well as what actual outlay there might
bo in the improvement of the farm. 1, therefore, estimate
from the knowledge I have of the way it is being carried
on, that probably there would be about $10,000 spent for
carrying on this farm,and that would leave 850,000 to bo spent
upon the farm. This is to be charged to capital account,
and with the items I hava already alludel to, would bring the
expenditure up te $105,OO. Thon we find that the Minis-
ter of Public Works proposes te spend this year about
850,000 in buildings and fonces on the contral farm. That
brings the expenditure altogether up to 8155,000, or within
85,000 of the amount which the Minister of Agiiculture
stated that the farm would cost whon completed for experi-
mental work. At first sight this appears to be within the
mark and the Minister of Agriculture to have been euccessful
in bringing it within bis estimate. Since I have been over
that fam, as I have been very thoroughly within the last
few days, I do not conider the estimate of the Minister of
Agriculture as at d*l probable to b sufficient. I took an
opportunity of walking over the farm and making a
thorough examination of its state, and 1 was much sur-
prised to find that a large proportion of it is at present in
a state wholly unfit for cultivation or for any experimental
purposes. I find out of 466 acres, the rear portion, 150 or 175
acres,is to-day absolutely useless for any agricultural purpose,
and it will require a very large outiay te make it in any
way fit for even regular agricultural purposes, still less for
any careful or accurato experiment. I spoke, on a former
occasion, about the expense connected with buying a farm,
and when we come to examine the property as I did, I felt
myself fully confirmed in the judgment 1 expressed in re-
gard te the high price which had been paid for that piece
of land. I found that out of 465 acres a very
large proportion, over one-third, is not to-day worth
anything for agricultural purposes. The front por-
tion of the farm, that portion which is in a fairly
good agricultural state, I am prepared to eay is good
and capable of being made a good experimental station ;
the quality of the land, on the whole, is very fair, its state
to-day is very fair to form the basis of a i experimental
station, and the situation of the farm in connection with
the city is satisfactory and such as could be properly
chosen for an exporimental farm. But I consider that the
portion to which I have alluded and to which I have taken
no -exception could be fairly paid for per acre at the rate
for the whole quantity. I would nit grumble at that
price being paid for that portion; but the other portion is

practically worthless for an experimental station, and as it
has been said by some hon. gentlemen and by some persons
in the neighborhood that the farm is a good investment
for speculative purposes, I would recommend the Minister
of Agriculture to draw a line across the farm a little
way back and leave the back portion untouched until
he was able to sel it to outside parties. If so,
it might be useful for spoculative purposes ; but a very
large portion of the back part can nover be used
successfully for agricultural experiments. In connection
with the price of the farm when properly ready for experi-
ment, I may say that the back portion will coet over 1100
an acre to b laid out on it before it eau be used for
ordinary agricultural purposes for which farms should be
used and are useful for. Taking 150 acres alone-and I
believe there is considerably more-that would require an
expenditure of at least $15,000 to be put upon it before a
large proportion of it can be used for any purpose in con-
nection with experimental stations. Those prices alone
without any future expenditure on buildings or on what
we might fairly charge to capital, expenditures on imple-
ments, stock and things of that kind, the experiment of this
agricultural farm will cost according to what figures we
have, to commence with, leaving no margin for any increase,
8170,000 instead of $160,000. That is leavin no margin
for future increases or for anything in the shape of
implements, stock or expenditure on the front part of the
farm. I regret exceedingly that a good deat of work
bas been entered upon almost without any definite
system. My own knowledge of agriculture louis me
to believe that one of th3 very first things absolutely
nceessary in dealing with a large picce of land for careful
and accurate cultivation, is to have it thoroughly drained.
I do not profess or presume to be an authority on
drainage ; but it happens that when I went to examine the
farm I was accompanied by a farmer from Ontario, an
honorable gentleman ropresenting one of the ridings of
Huron, who is well known to-day as an authority on farm-
ing matterp, specially in conncetion with drainage. In
speaking thus I gave his opinion, bocauso ho dots not
happen to bo prosent, otherwise I would not venture to
quote him. IIis opinion was that the very first thing necos-
sary was to lay out a caroful systemu of' drainaige for the
whole land. It is land that roquires drainage before any
experiment can be carried out on it. Tho management has
commenced to do certain drainage here, thore and every-
where, without apparently any system.

Mr. CARLING. That is no'. correct.

Mr. FISH ER. Il there is any system it is impossible to
find it on looking at the works. More than that, on enquiry
we could not find that a survoyor had been over it and
maxked out an accurate system of drainage or side drains,

Mr. CARLING. What time were you therao?
Mr. FISHER. About a week ago yesterday.
Mr,CARLING. For one day or half a day?

Mr. FISH ER. For half a day.
Mr. CARLING. In that time you woul1 not be able to

go over the farm.

Mr. FISHER. I walked pretty nearly over the whole
farm. I confess a very larga portion of the back of it you
are not able tP walk over dry shed, for it is absolutely in a
state of swamp and I did not care to go through it. I
walked over the-improved portion and went to the highest
part where you can look over the whole surface. There is
not, except by the pond in front of the farm, any part over
which I did not set my oye. I walked over the farm in
such a wayas to ascertain the character of the soit, the lay
of the land and the necessity of that drainage te whieh I
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have alluded. I was informed by some of those working
there-some were digging drains-and I a8ked them where
the outlets were to be, through which tho water was to be
conducted.

Mr. CARLING. Would it not have been botter to ask
Professor Saunders.

Mr. FISHIER, Unfortunately Mr. Saunders was not
there, and I am speaking of what came under my peraonal
observation.

Mr. HESSON. Scores of others have been there.

Mr. FISHER. The hon. member for Perth can reply to
me if ho wishes, after I am dono, but in the meantime I
intend to go on with my statement. As I was saying, one
of the first nocessities on a farm where drainage is required,
is to lay out a careful and accurate system, and not a spade
should be put in the ground, not a shovelful of earth should
be turned out towards the completion of that drainage,
without an accurate, elaborate and. carefal system having
been adopted. I say positivoly that the work boing done
to day in the drainage of that farm, is not being done in the
fulfilment of any such plan for the drainage of the whole
farm, and that the result will be that a large portion of the
work will be thrown away, and will have to b done over
again, when an accurate system of drainage is boing laid
down and carried out. I have a few words moi e to say with
regard to the estimates which the Ministor gave us. I un-
derstood him to say that the annual expenses of the central
farm and the f>ur branch farms wuld be about 835,000. I
have taken up the report of Professor Saunders, asto theway
in which the experimental farms were to be organised, and
I find that certain officials are to be employed. I have made
enquiry with regard to the salaries of those officials and I
find that the director is to ha-e 84,000 a year. The assis.
tants, according to the general statement of Professor Saun-
dors, are to receive 81,200 a year apioce, and I do not believe
that competent men of more or less scientific attainments
can be procured at anything less. That gives $8,400. An
accountant, I suppose, will be roquired, to keop the books
and look after tie financial affairs of ths very large estab-
lishment, and I put him at $1,000. Putting everything at
the lowest estimate which I possibly believe the work can be
done for, I say that ton ordinary laboring men will b re-
quired to conduct the work of the farm, and putting them at
the low wages of $250 a year, we have the sum of $2,500,
leaving out of account such men as the head gardoner, who
would certainly be rcquired in careful horticultural
exporiment, and leaving out also two or three laborers of
a botter class than those who could be procured at the
price I have stated. Thon I take the four branch stations
and 1 put the directors at $1,500, and I do not bolieve the
Minister has been able to get them at anything less. I see
that those four branch stations are to have four assistant
directors, and I put their salaries at $1,200 each, the same
ason the central farm. I estimate three bands on each
of these farms, which is a low estimate, bccause they are
intended to bo farm of from 200 to 600 acres; and if they
are carried on properly, as a government farm ou ght to bo
carried on, three bands cannot work them. But I gve the
Minister the benefit of the count, to make the amount as
low as possiLle. I find that altogether $29,700 will ho
roquired, simply for salaries and labor, without making any
estimate whatever for ordinary expenses, for implements or
seed, or artificial fertilisers, or any of the ordinaty expenses
of a farm, which, we know, in the case of a government
farm, will amount to a much higher sum than they would
under ordinary circumstances. Taking thoso expenses at wh at
they might b taken at, in the case of an ordinary man mak-
ing his living by'farming, the Minister's estimate of $35,000
will go nowhere near covering the annual expenditure. I re-

Mr. FIsHER.

gret to flnd that the estimates of the Minister are, as I balieve,
more guesses at what ho hopos may be brought about. I do
not consider that such an estimate of expenditure ought to
he put before Parliament, and I believe, when a serious
incroase to our charges such as this is proposed, we should
be furnished with all the details, either known or estimated,
so that whon questions are asked or criticism is vouchsafed
the whole scheme can be put before Parliament, and it can
be thown that the estimates are based on well ascertained
premises. I have vontured to make these remarks becauso

am interested in this scheme, and I am sincerely desirous
that it should be pushed through to a successful conclusion. I
believe it is in the interests of agriculture that some means
by which experiments eau b made and put before the
country should be established by the Dominion Government,
and it is because I am desirous of. seeing this scheme
successfully carried out, and carried out Fo that we may get
full value for the money wo expend, so that the farmers
may be benefited by the expendituro which will chiefly fall
upon them, that I am drawing the attention of the House
and of the Minister to these matters. I say that ho should
make a careful estimate of what ho is going to do before
ho puts his band to the work, otherwise, I regret Lo believe
that this new venture will involve us in an exponditure
which we cannot at present estimate, and that before long
this work will bring discredit on the very class for whose
benefit it bas been instituted, as well as discredit upon those
who have undertaken the work.

Mr. CARL[NG. My hon. frien! seems dosirous of find-
irg fault with the estirnates which have been made with
regard to the central farm and farn stations, and particu.
larly desirous of criticising and finding fault. I am glad the
hon. gentleman bas visited the farm, and I should be very
glad indeed if other membors would pay it a visit and see it
for themselves. I think if they do so they will find that the
farm is a very suitable one, and one which is well adapted
for exporimental purposes for the Dominion of Canada. I
have not undertaken this matter withoat thorough enquiry
and examination; for, in addition to Professor Saunders,
who is a man in whose judgment overyone who knows him
will have very great confidence, I employed an expert, a
gentleman who has been valuator for the Huron and Erie
Loan Society, and bas examined the diffent farms whieh
that society are taking as security for loans in the Province
of Ontario as well as other parts of Canada. They spent a
week in examining the farm of 460 acres; and the mon
who were with them took their spades and dug down into
every ton acres on the farm. I think what they say about
that farm has more value than what bas beon said by the
hon. gentleman ; and if the House will allow me, I will
read the report of Professor Saunders and Mr. Barclay, the
gentleman whom I employed as an expert, which was made
to me after they had visited several farms in the neighbor-
hood:-

" While inspecting the many farms which had been offered to the
Government for sale, we examined also some other sites in the immedi-
ate neighborhood of Ottawa. Among these there was one which im-
pressed us very favorably at the outset, on account of the beauty of its
location and its nearness to the city. This property comprises abnt
4C0 acres in aIl, known as lots I, K, and lot L on Concession B, and
consists of four separate farmsuand several smaller detached pieces
owned in greater part by Messrs. Booth, Warnock, 8tackpole, and to the
Fellows estate. I t is situated in the township of Nepean, about two and
a half miles from the public buildings, fronts on the Rideau River road,
and occupies a commanding position overlooking the city o Ottawa.
We have carefully inspected these properties, examined the soil and sub-
soil at different points on each lot, and find these lands to be possessed
of most of those special characteristics which would, in our opinion, be
needed in a central experimental farm. On the larger portion of the
land referred to, there is a deep, dark, sandy loam, with a sandy sub-
soil of good quality, becoming lighter in spots on the higher knolis ;
there is also a iarg, ares of clay loam and some heavier clay, both ot
the latter with a clay sub-soil. -There are a few large trees at diffirent

points on this prperty, and a very pretty grove on ee side of it near
whe canal-furtiervtan ts thereione original forest. There are,

however, about seventy acres of second growth tifmbor in ail, on the
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rear end of three of the loto, and about forty acres of this ]and la wet
and swampy, but it is so situated as to admit of easy and thorough
drainage. On this lower land we found a variety of soils, including
muck, peat, clay and sandy loam which, when cleared and drained,
would form pasture land of excellent quality. There is a field on the
front and another along the northern boundaryon which there is some
surface atone and an occasional outcrop of rock covering, in al about
fifteen acres, most of which might be made fit for cultivation by re-
moval of the surface atone, or otherwise used for experiments in forest
tree planting or for pasture. The buildings on the farms are chiefly
frame, and are of comparatively little value. There are good gravel
roads approaching the property, and also on two aides of it, and aIl the
front portion slopes nicely towards the city. A branch of the St, Law-
rence and Ottawa Railway runs accross the lower part of the front field,
in which a switch or station could be conveniently located. The south-
eastern aide is bounded by the Rideau Canal. We are cf opinion that
this farm is well adapted for the purposes of a central experimental farm
station; that it includes within its area a much larger proportion of the
required conditions than any other property we have seen, and agree in
recommanding that this site be selected for the purpose named."

That is the report of these gentlemen, made after they
had spent a week in examining the farm; and the hon.
gentleman who has just beon thora two or three hours,
comes to this House and condemns the land, and says there
are 150 or 200 acres in it that are unfit for cultivation. I
have been- very careful in making my estimates. I stated
a few nights ago in the Housae that the total capItal expen-
diture on the farm would bo St 60,000, and I feel satisfied
that it will not exceed that amount. I stated that the
capital expenditure on the experimental stations in the
Maritime Provinces, and in Manitoba and tho North-West,
and British Columbia, would each cost something like
635,000;; I stated that the total cost of the experimental
farm and the stations, whon completod, would not exceed
$300,000 in all; and I stated that the annual expenditure
would be from $35,000 to $10,000. Now, I think, it is
hardly fair for tho hon. gentleman to find fault with this
site, and to criticise the estimates as ho bas donc. They
are not mare guess work with me at all. Thoy have been
gone over very carefully by Professor Saunders and by the
cfficers in the Department, and Iam satisfied that the larms,
the buildings, the implements and stock required to coni-
mence operation will not exceed in cost the sums I have
named. We expect to have some returns from the farms
which we have not estimated at all, and if there are any more
exponditures, we expect that the returns will meet them.

Mr. FISIIER. What sort of returns do you expect ?
Mr. CARLING. We expect to produce grain, fruit and

stock, which, it is quito likely, wo shall sell. As to the salar-
ies which are to be given to the officers on the experimental
farms, I may say that the officer at Guelph receives $à,000 a
ycar and a bouse, and is supplied with everything that is
used on the farm, with al living expenses, inctuding ser.
vants, &c., which really amounts to much more than the
salary we are paying Professor Saunders.

Mr. FISIER. You are paying Professor Saunders $4,000
a year ?

Mr. CARLING. Yes.
Mr. FISIER. What do you estimate you have to give

to the assistants ?
Mr. CARLING. 81,200 a year each for an agriculturist,

a horticulturist, a chemist,a botanist, and an entomologist. I
have carefully gone over these estimates, and they are not
haphazard ones. The hon. gentleman has stated that there
is no plan or survey of this tarin, and that we are working
according to no system. The hon. gentleman must understand
that we only got full possession of the farm this spring and a
moetthorough survey has been made. We did get something
over 100 acres late last fall, but we were not able to do any-
thing until the early part of May. We have done some
surface draining; we have sent men to dig ditches lu the
lower part of the farm, and I am glad to say that most of tho
water has been entirely removed; and if the hon. gentleman
will gothere next week and look at the lower part Of the

fit

farm, I think ho will be able to inspect it without wetting his
feet. I have had it from Professor Saunders and from other
agriculturists who know what they are saying, that somo
of that land is the best land on the farm. On the whole, I
am satisfied that we have selected one of the best sites that
could bave been had in this or any other part of Canada.

Mr. FISHIER. I would like to correct the Minister on
one or two points. I understood him to say that I con-
demned this farm unequivocally. I would draw his atten.
tion to the fact that I said that the front portion of the
farm I considered a good portion, that. the situation, being
near Ottawa, was satisfactory, and when I condemned the
back portion I stated what is its present condition. Without
a further outlay of $100 an acre, it would not be in proper
condition for the purpose required.

Mr. CARLING. Did the hon. gentleman give an esti-
mate ? I have an estimate from parties that $25 an acre
would do for the removal of stump8 and stones and complote
the surface drainage.

Mr. FISHER. I have donc the same kind of work, and
have seen a great deal of it done. I give that as my csti-
mate, and am willing to abide by what I say. I believo
the Minister's estimate is too low, and that we will find
him next Session asking his thousands of dollars to put the
work through; if not, I am willing to stand corrected and
to be proved by my statements to ave been a falso prophet.
But if I should prove to be correct, as I am convinced I
will, the hon. gentleman can give me the credit of knowing
something about the subject. I am glad the hon. gentie-
man confirmed my estimates as to salaries and other
charges; and from this I draw the conclusion that, as esti-
mates, my figures wore thoroughly correct. Of course, I
am not posseesed of the knowledge the hon. the Minister
has, and I have made no comparative calculation, but
I find my figures about the same as those of the
hon. the Minister himsolf. He expects to have re-
turns from the farm. 1 do not beliove there will be
any return. I believe that any animals ha raises will coSt
him more than ha will get for them, and that is one of the
reasons why he should not have such a large area of land ;
450 acres is too large to be usod in experiments. If the
hon. gentleman intends to raise grain or hay for sale, and
to sell cattie, ho will bo entering into competition with the
agriculturist, and ho will be doing a work that is not justi.
fied by this report of Mr. Saunders, or by the experience of
other authorities. It is not advisable that the Government
should enter into ordinary agricultural operations, and
undertako to raise agricultural products for sale. What
they should do is purely experimental work, and such work
coutd be done perfectly on one-half the present farm. I
was told by a gentleman who, 1 believe, is an authowity,
that the Government could not get the front half without
getting the back half.

Mr. CA RLING. That is not tho fact. We were anxious
to get more if we could.

Mr. FISIHER. I had hoped thero was a loop-hole of
excuse for the hon. gentleman, but I find thore is not. Had
there been the excuse I have stated, I was going to urge on
him the advisability of leaving the back part of the farm in
the state it is until ho could soli it again, as the expenditure
on it, I claim, will be very heavy and the results not at all
commensurate.

Mr. CARLING. 1 am glad to get the hon. gentleman's
advice, but I can assure him I have had the advice
of numbers of agriculturists as experienced as ho. I
have consulted the beat agriculturists and the most
experienced farmers with regard to the course we have
taken. The hon. gentleman is perfeotly in order in criti-
cising the Estimates, but I wish to assure him that I have
not done this blindfolded, but have taken every precaution.
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The bon. gentleman made a statement about drainage and
about expense. I would ask him if he made an estimate of
the cost of ditching and under-draining the farm.?

Mr. FISHE R. I stated I did not consider myself at all an
authority on drainage matters.

Mr. CARLING. I understood the hon. gentleman to
say it would cost $100 per acre to put the farm in good con-
dition. I am told by people who understand agriculture,
and who understand draining and the clearing of farms,that
825 per acre, or 810,000 or $12,000 in al, will be sufficient
to put it in first-class condition, cleared and ditched ; those
parts which require thorough under-draining may
cost somewhat more. With regard to the size of
the small farm, we may want to produce seed
grain and distribute that, either free or at a small charge,
to different parts of the Dominion. If we grow wheat,
barley, oats, we want land. We do not want to confine
ourselves to ton or twelve acres, but may want to raise 100,

OO, 1,000 bushels of wheat for distribution in different
parts of the country. We are experimenting in fruits, and
to grow the different sorts of fruit it requires land. If we
have stock it will require pasturage; it will require hay,
oats and food of different kinds. I think the hon. gentleman
will see that when the farm is in thorough working order,
instead of having too much land we will have too little.

Mail subsidies and steamship subventions............. $196,300
Mr. DAVIES. la the hon. gentleman, the Minister of

Finance, in possession of information which justifies him in
continuing the service between Pictou and the Magdalen
Islands ?

Sir CHIA RLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. [ am lad to believe thore is no resuIt com-

mensurate with the expenditure.
Mr. WELSH. l this subsidy to a line of steamers to run

botween France and Quobec of $50,000 for commercial pur-
poses or for steam service?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. For commercial purposes.
Mr. VELSH. I object to large sums of money being

granted to steamers for commercial purposes. Steamers are
plenty, and whorever there is employment for them they
can be had. Every harbor is crowded with steamers and
ships. This is handicapping private enterprise. IHow can
any private individual do business in competition with a
line subsidised out cf the pockets of the people. It is a bad
principle. If it was to carry mails or passengers, I would
say it is all right, but, if it is only for commercial purposes,
I object altogether to giving subsidies and handicapping the
shipping, and I think the members of the Government ought
te îook at this and view it in the proper spirit. What room
is there for private enterprise? They are handicapped.
How can a man contend against a subsidised line ? It is a
bad policy.

Mr. ELLIS. I agree with the hon. gentleman, so far
as this trade is concerned- There is in fact no trade at
all. The Province of Nova Seotia and the Province of New
Brunswick are the only Provinces which,to any extent,export
the produce of this country to France, and the total amount
of the exporte from Quebec to France last year was $26,000.
Why should the merchant vessels of this country be handi-
capped by subsidies given to steamers in a case like this ? No
doubt the wooden steamer will go down fast enough, but it
is not fair that those who are engaged in that line of busi-
ness should be pushed to the wall quicker than they other-
wise would be by a subsidy granted to a foreign line. If
there was a trade one would not object to it, but the whole
of tbis proposal to subsidise a line between Quebec and
France is purely sentimental. The whole of our importe
lest yar from France might have been oarried in one

.r, 0AmKa,

steamer. They only amounted to about one million and a-
half, and I do not see what benefit this subsidy is going to
be.

Tho CHAIRMAN. Carriie.

Mr. MITCHELL. Not quite. Not yet. I want a little
information on this. I want to know first whether there is
a lino of steamers running beetween Quebec and France ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. What lino is it?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There ais a contract entered
into between an eminent French firm at Havre, the Mes-
sieurs Bossière, who are large ship-builders and ship-owners'
Attempts have been made before to establish this lino of
steam communication between Canada and France, and
those attempts have not been successful. Those parties
came forward, and they were the first who had abundant
means who proposed to establish that lino, and they said
that, if we were prepared to enter into the contract, they
would put thoir vessels on the route. One is now on the
way from France here, and others will follow.

Mr. MITCHELL. How long does the contract run for?

Sir CEHARLES TUPPER. For five years, but the Gov.
ernment are in a position to terminate it at the end of two
years if they desire to establish a lino of faster steamers
between France, England and Canada.

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course, if the contract is entered
into, we have simply to carry it out, but I quite agreo with
the remiarks of the bon. member for the city of St. John
(Mr. Ellis) that the objects of the vote will not compensate
us for the amount of money we pay. I also agree with the
hon. gentleman from Queon's, P.E.1. (Mr. Welsh), that, if
this provision is purely for trade purposes, it is not very
desirable to subsidise steamers which may interfere with the
legitimate business of the people of our own country. Thore
is another thing to which 1 desire to call attention. An
annual subsidy was given in former years for the section of
the country which I have the honor to represent, and that
has been wiped out. That is in accordance with the treat-
ment I have had from this Administration. They have cut
out everything in which the county which I represent was
interested, and I notice in the last item of this class of votes
that a vote of $7,500 which was supposed to be based on the
subsidy of 61,500 a voyage, for five voyages of steamers from
a port in New Brunswick and in Prince Edward Island to
Great Britain and continental ports, is cut eut. I do not
know whether that is because the momber for Northumber-
land-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will explain that when we
reach it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I want to discuss it on this item. If
the port of Quebec, St. John or Halifax is to get a vote, I
want to know why the vote for the port I represent is to
be eut out ? If the principle is laid down which bas been
defined by the hon, gentleman from Prince Edward Island
(Ur. Welsh), that private enterprise ought not to have to
compote against subsidised steamships, I can understand
this, and I have no objection to the vote being omitted; but
if you subsidise a lino to run from Quebec, Halifax, St.
John or Montreal for pure purposes of trade, thon I think
it is an injustice to the port which I represent to strike
that ont.

Mr. WELSH. I want to point out to the Minister of
Finance that the principle of the Government, as I under.
stand it, is to encourage home industries. That is an ad-
mitted platform of the Government.

Sir OHAUBLES TUPER. Hear, heu.
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Mr. WELSH. Now, I want to ask if you are aware that the

French Government sabsidise their boata, give them so
muh a ton and so much a mile for every mile they run.
Those boats get a subsidy for every mile they travel and for
every ton they measure. Then, on this side, you subsidise
these pcople out of our taxes, and how are you protecting
our industries ? You are ruining our industries. When I
objectcd to the grant of 87,500 to a steamer to run to
Piince Edward Island simply for commercial purposes, I
objected on principle. I stili object. I object to subsidies
being paid out of the pockots of the tax-payers of this
Dominion for simply commercial purposes. There is
enterprise enough in the people of this Dominion, and there
is enterprise enough in the shipping of the world, to enable
us to export anything we have to export at the lowest
rates of freight which have been known since the world was
made. You cai get vessels to come in and carry your
grain away for 4 pence a bushel to any port in Europe.
What is the use of subsidising steamers for commercial
purposes when we know that there are thousands of
steamers seeking employment in every port of the world.
I ask the Government to look at the position. They are
going back on their principle. They are not protecting
home industries ; they are ruining home industries ; and I1
say, as far as commerce is concerned, lot there be somo
room for private enterprise.

Sir CTIARLES TUPPER. There is no disposition on
the part of the Governmont cither to discourage home in-
dustry or to interfere with private enterprise, and this vote
does neither. It is proposod with a viow to establish trade,
and thore is no mode by which we can foster home industry
botter than by extending the trade between our own coun-
try and other countries. I confess that this vote is to a
certain extent experimental. It is not being tried fer the
first time. Parliament, Session after Session, has ratified
this vote. Effort after effort bas bon made to establish
this line, and I had every reason to suppose that this was
sanctioned by both sidos of the House, as it has been sanc-
tioned by both sides. Consequently the vote being here,
and parties being prepared to take it up, a contract was
entered into. We can terminate that contract at the end of
two years if we desire, but if the contract p ovcs to bo
advantageous, it can be continued for five years. If it
should not be productive of good results, if it should prove
that that trade cannot ba established, if business cannot
be provided sufficient to warrant the expenditure,
having made the experiment fairly, it will be dropped.
Had the hon. gentleman fron Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr.
Welsh) established, by his enterprise, a line between
Canada and France, this would not have been pro.
posed. If at any moment I found that the hon. gentleman
or any other capitalists in this country were prepared
without public aid to perform this service, we would be
prepared to drop this t ubsidy ; but there is such a thing as
fostering an enterprise of this kind until it develops such a
trade as to enable it to stand upon its own feet. It is only
au experiment, and if the experiment fai!s, as the experi-
ment did fail in the case where a subsidy was given to the
line which ran from the county of Northumberland and
touched at Prince Edward Island, it will be dropped. The
experiment of the subsidy that was given to the lino that
ran from the connty of Northumberland and touched at
Prince Edward Island, failed. The hon.gentleman, holding,
I suppose, views very different from those he has expressed
to-night, suceeded in inducing Parliament to try this
experiment. It was tried, it failed, and it has been
abandoned. So, I say, that if this experiment should fail
Io acomplish sufficient results, it will be abandoned.
But there are many cases in which an infant enterprise is
lostered in the first instance by a subsidy, in a short time
it becomes productive and develope such a trade that it can

stand alone, and the country gets the benefit of it. There
is no disposition te use a dollar of public money in a sub.
sidy for any purpose provided private enterprise ls found
sufficient. I am a littie astonisbed at the hon. member for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mir. Welsh), who has been supporting a
subsidy from this Government to interfere with private
enterprise in establishing a lne of steamships botween
Prince Ed ward Island and the mainland. Why does he do
that ? Why does ho not oppose this 810,000 that is paid
by the Dominion of Canada to sustain that steam communi-
cation ? Why does not ho ask us to leave that to private
enterprise ? It is a short distance, and thero is agreat deal
of communication between the two points. Tho hon. gentle-
man knows this vote is asked lor the purpose of maintaining
a communication, and of enabling mails, passengers and
business to be carried on between the island and the main
land. I think the experiment is worth boing tried, and if it
does not succeed it will we abandoned.

Mr. WELSI. The hon. gentleman asks why I do net
oppose a subsidy for steamers between Charlottetown and
Piciou, and Summerside and Shediac, connecting with the
railway service and also carrying the mails. Will yon get
any steamers to carry the mails for nothing? Let the hon.
gentleman look at the position in which he las placed him.
self. When I first got up I spoke of commercial purposes
alone, but I said I would go in for a subsidy for carrying
mails and passengers, but if the hon. gentleman should pro-
pose to leave to private enterprise the encouragement of
trade between these two points I would bo botter satisfied.
But they will have their own rates for freight. We have not
got our own charges, we have to ru at their rates. When
we granted $7,500 to a boat running botween Northumber-
land and Miramichi, calling at Prince Edward Island, it did
a great injury, for a bogus company was got up and ruined
half of New Brunswick. No man cau deny that. It was
called a great fraud in the country. Now, I want to know
what this line is going to develop? What have we to sond
from Quebec to France that yon cannot get 50 vessels to
offer for every one yon want ? What kind of boats are
they ? We have hourd nothing about their build, nothing
about their character. I would like to know some of these
things.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think if the Govern.
ment have entered into a contract for a period of five years,
that contract ought to have bean laid upon the Table, and
the authority of Parliament ought to have been obtained
for it. An annual vote ie one thing, and a vote for a term
of five years, involving a quarter of a million, is another
matter.

Sir CIRLES TUPPER. I will lay the contract upon
the Table.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I think in all cases
where the faith of the country is pledged for a number of
years, the special sanction of Parliament ought to ba sought.
The vote we now puas is, on the fact of its being merely a
yearly vote; but after the explanation given by the hon. gen-
tleman, it means certainly 8100,000, and possibly $250,000.

Mr. MALLORY. I think the hon. member for Prince
Edward Island (Air. Welsh) is quite justifiable in bringing
this matter up. I think that not only does it interfere with
private rights, with those who are engaged in the shipping
industry, and handicapping some of our own ship-owners
but we must consider it in the light of our great National
Policy and our system of taxation, Our Castoms taxation in
this country 'has thus far prevented any profitable trade
boing developed between those countries, and now this sub.
sidy is asked to aid a line of steamships to develop trade
botween them. Now the Minister of Finance asks us, after
having placed the taxes so high upon those commodities
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which are proposed to be exchanged between these twc
countries, as virtually to shut them out-he asks us to tax
ourselves indirectly again in order that we may establish
this very trade that we have shut out by our high taxation.
I maintain that the principle is a wrong ore. If they want
to establisli a profitable trade between these two countries
let them reduce the Customs taxation to sueh an extent as
that a legitimate and profitable trade will spring up between
these two countries, instead of fosttring a hot-bed plant, as
we are now asked to do.

Mr. MITCHELL. I want to set the Minister right on
two points. Ho says this is the first experiment to esta-
blish trade between the St. Lawrence and France. Proba.
bly in his absence from this country, ho bas forgotten the
facts. A subsidy was given for a line of steamers between
France, Montreal and Brazil, and between Brazil, Montreal
and France. Well, Sir, the thing proved a total failure,
and collapsed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That was a different project
altogether.

Mr. MITCHELL. I admit it was a difforent project, but
it was a project to open up trade between France and
Canda, like this one, and it failed. I hold that this is
mon>y thrown away. If the Government have entered
into a contract for five years, I say the contract should have
been laid before the liouse. We should have had an oppor-
tunity of considering it before the Government pledged the
faith of the country for five years.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will find
that the contract is subject to the approval of Parliament.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then before Parliament is asked to
vote this money, that contract should be laid upon tho Table,
that we may see it and let Parliament pass upon it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It will be laid upon the Table.

Mr. MITCHELL. Thon I think ho ought not to press
this vote until Parliament has had an opportunity of see-
ing the contract. But there is another thing. He says
the vote to which I referred, and which bas been dropped
out of this estimate of the ordinary votes, bas proved
a total failure. I have yet to learn that it proved a total
failure. It is true that the member for Prince Edward Island
(Mr. Wolsh) condemned it. That was because it was
competing with his own shippirng interest, and it may be
wrong to subsidise vessels to compete with private trading
enterprises. But why should one port, and that one of the
leading ports of the Province, be dropped out of the lit.
There are linos from a great many different ports, St. John,
Yarmouth, Port Mulgrave and others. There is a subsidy
granted between Canada, Antwerp or Gormany, 824,000;
also between Canada and Germany, 824,000.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Have you not supported
those votes year after year ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not supported them year after
year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Did you oppose them ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I tolerated them; but I oppose them
now, if yon want to know it. I say it is time that we re.
viewed our positions in regard to these subsidies. In view
of the enormous debt being rollcd up, millions a year, it is
time we should pause and reflect. And if we are to have a
single port, a port which I r>present, dropped from the list,
I think it is high time we should pause and consider the
subsidies, and obtain explanations before we vote them. I
do not think we should vote them without receiving further
information. The contract under which the Government
have ineurred this liability should be laid on the Table, and

Mr MALLORY.

we should have an opportunity to consider whether we
should affirm, or cancel that contract,

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I). I trust the hon, gentleman will con.
eider the propriety of the proposal made by my hon. friend.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have stated that I will lay
the contract on the Table, and the hon. gentleman knows
Ihere will be an opportunity on concurrence of dealing with
this just as readily as now, and at this late period of the
Session it is inalvisable to have two discussions. I will
lay it on the Table to-morrow, and on concurrence the hon.
gentleman, if he wishes to take the responsibility of inter.
fering with this vote, or the hon. gentleman who has just
eat down, will have an opportunity of moving and learning
the sentiment of the House upon the subject.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). The hon. gentleman is not very
reasonable in asking the c>mmittee to pass the vote, and
afterwards bring down the contract, when ho snys the subj-ct
can be raised on concurrence. There is no time to discusq
questions on concurrence. From the little experionce I
have had, 1 know that votes are carried unanimonsly on
concurrence, and that a man who rises to discuss a vote is
scarcely tolerated.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman ought
to know that concurrence is the only effective way of deal.
ing with a vote. Doos ho mean te say that the vote of this
committee would ho a satisfactory mode of dealing with
this item. It would not. It is with the Speaker in the
Chair that substantial objctions are made. I said I will
produce a copy of the contract to morrow, and if the hon.
gentleman will take the responsibility of making a motion
on concurrence, the sense of the House will ho taken on the
subject, and it will thon be disposed of.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E..). I am sorry to hear the remarks of
the hon, gentleman. He is well awaré that it is in Committee
of Supply that this matter can be properly discussed, We
cannot diseuss them now because the contract is not before
us.

Sir CHARLE 3 TUPPER. I have said what the contract
is,

Mr. D AVIES (P.E.I.). On concurrence a member has only
the opportunity of speaking once. The matter cannot be dis-
cussed as ia committee, when information can be elicited.
The request of my hon. friend is an extremely reasonable
onea

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I say it would be a reasonable
one if the vote were introduced by me for the first time,
but this is a vote taken year after year, and it is one which
the hon. gentleman himself has supported.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) No.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no ground for taking

the obj3etion. I have stated distinctly that a copy of the
contract will be laid on the Table; it is not a new thing. It
was passed without question last Session. Under these
circumetances I say there is no ground for objecting to the
passing of the vote now, in the way in which it has been
passed year after year, when an opportunity will be had
on concurrence, with the contract on the Table, of dealing
with the matter with the Speaker in the Chair, which is the
only way in which it can be disposed of.

Mr. MITCRELL. I am extremely surprised at the
attitude of the hon. gentleman. He says it has been passed
by the Committee year after year. Everybody knows that
the probability is that no division has been taken on the
votes year af ler year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will, per.
laps, allow me to tell him that a contract was made.

Mr. MITCHELL. When ?
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Two years ago, when the

work was undertaken to be performed.
Mr. MITCHELL. It is the first time I have ever heard

of it, and the contract was never laid before this House.
The hon. gentleman has read my hon. friend a lecture be-
cause ho had chosen to criticise publie measures, and it has
been intimated that we have not the right to do so, becauso
they wore passed in former years; and yet the Government
now tell us for the first time that a contract is made, and
still ask us to pass the vote, although they have not chosen to
bring down the contract. The hon. gentleman has promised
to bring down the contract in this case to-morrow ; lot the
vote stand tilt to-morrow, until we have had an opportunity of
examining the contract. The bon. gentleman says that
concurrence a the right time to consider this subject. I
say it is not the right time, and that the proper time is
when the House is in Committee, when we have free dis-
cussion and we are able, time after time, to meet the objec-
tions put forward from the Government benches. We have
a right, and it is our duty, to discuss the subjects, and I say
it is only reasonable that the vote should stand until the
contract has been laid on the Table and we are able tojudge
whetber it is a prudent and judicious contract or not, and I
can tell the hon. gentleman that this is the first time I ever
beard of the contract being made. I have asked explana-
tions with respect to those two votes of $24,000 eacb. Are
we going to squander money in this way when the public
necessities demand the utmost economy ? I say the hon.
gentleman should not ask at this hour of the morning, in
the absence of the infor mition whch the Committee bas a
right to expect, to pass this vote and tell us that to-morrow
ho will bring down the contract.

Sir CIHARLES TUPPER. I will allow this item to stand.

Stibaidy for steamera b)tween Liverpool and
London or both and St. John, N. B. and fa-
liaxs N.s........... ........... .......... $15,oo

Mr. KIl RK. This item stands in the same re'ation as the
other one, and the same objection can be urged against it.
I agree with all that bas been said by those who have
spoken in regarl to thi subsidies paid for steamers to do
the work that should bo done by private enterprise. I think
this item should also be allowed to stand.

Mr. KENNY. I am thoroughly in sympathy with my
hon. friend from Queen's, P.E I. (Mir. Davies) as regards
the great depression which existe to-day in our shipping. As
a ship.owner, 1 can say that the great depression which existe
in the Lower Provinces is mainly due to the fact that our
shipping is so unremunerative; but I think our duty bere is
to facilitate in every way our export trade, and we cannot
accomplish that unless by means of steam. I regret to have
to say that sail as a competitor with steam bas now no chance
on the ocean; I regret it because I am a sailing-ship-owner
myself. But we muet do all we possibly can to cultivate
our export trade, for the more we increase our exports, the
more we cheapen the articles of export to those who con-
sume them at home. We cannot develop a large export
without regularity of shipment, and that can only be at-
tained by the use of steam. I think it is certainly in the
interest of the whole Dominion, and especially in the inter-
este of the Lower Provinces, that this vote should be
retained.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would ask the Government for some
information, as to whether there is a contract, whether
thore is a lino of boats running, becanse the House at present
has no information, and I think we ought to have it.

Mr. KENNY. Steamers have been running for about
two years.

Mr. MITCEIELL. I should like the Government to give
the information.

Sir ARÂ?LES TUPPER. I think the hon, gentleman
should accept information from whatever source it comes,
but whenover an hon. member rises to give him information
ho objecta.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am willing to get any information
which the junior member for Halifax (Kr. Kenny) can
give me, but I think we have a right to expect that a
member of the Governmont, who proposes to commit us to
this vote, should give us information as to whether this lino
is running, whether a contract fhas been entered into, with
what company, and how often the boats run?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Carried, carried.
Mr. MITCH ELL. It is not carried. I ask for that infor.

mation.
Some hon. ME MBERS. Carried, carried.
Mr. M[TCHELL. I ask for that information, and it bas

a right to be given.
Sir CRARLES TUPPER. I did not expect when I

brought down this estimate-the bon. gentleman knows
that I have not been in the country for some time-and I
did not think it was necessary for me to arm myself with
all the minute details of a subject on which the bhon. gen-
tleman is the last man who should be ignorant. He pro.
fesses to be a representative of the Province of New
Brunswick ; ho knows that this matter was brought down
to the House years ago by my predecessor, Sir Lonard
Tilley; he knows that he strenuously urged this vote for
New Brunswick, that it was adopted, and that the ostimate
has beon votod year after yeur. If it bad been a new ser-
vice I would have been propared to give the fullest explana-
tion, but absent from the country as I have been, I did not
expect from a gentleman who professes to represent New
Brunswick that h. would attack a vote which was specially
urged upon the House for tho'purpose of promoting trade
between the port of St. John and the Mothor Country.

Mr. MITCHlELL. The hon. gentleman bas chosen now
to read me a littie lecture, but I tell the bhon. gentleman
that while I do represent a constituency in New Brunswick,
I am not a representative of St. John,-

Sir Ch ARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.
Mr. MITCHELL-and I was not aware that a lino of

steamers uens from St. John, and receives this subsidy. I
asked for information which I have a right to ask for, as a
representative of the people, when money is being voted;
and it is the duty of the Government to bi prepared with
that information, when they ask this House to pass this
vote. The hon. gentleman thinks I should b. the lat to
oppose the vote.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. H3er, hear.

Mr. MITCHE LL. I am net opposing the vote, and I
will not allow him to put words in my mouth.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.
Mr. MITCHELL. But I want information about it-

that is what I want-I have the right to get it, and I shall
oppose the vote until I do get it. The hon. gentleman
refers to Sir Leonard Tilley having put thio motion on the
paper. Sir, there are many things that Sir Lvonard Tilley
put on the paper that I did not approve of, and I say that
with all due respect to that gentleman. In relation to this
vote, if it is a proper vote, it is one upon which informa-
tion should be given; and I want te se what the result of
this expenditure of public money bas been for this lino of
boats b3tween the ports of St. John and Halifax and Liver.
pool, and the other ports of England. I think we have a
right to this information, and theb hon. gentleman is not
geing to bluff me down by putting words in my mouth that
I do not approve of.
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Mr. LOVITT. The junior member for Halifax (Mr.

Kenny) speaks about taking out goods and bringing back
goods on this line. I would like to ask what goods they take
out. Does not the largest part of their cargoes consist of
deals-subsidised vessels carrying deals.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think this was a vote in
whieh the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
took so much interest.

Mr. MITCHELL. And which you eut off.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And which ho induced this

House to carry; and we are to understand that the public
policy which animates the hon. member fur Northumber-
land is not what is good for Canada or Nova Scotia or New
Brunswick, but what suits bis own little nook in the parti-
cilar county he reprosents. it has come down to that. The
h in. gentleman professes to have been aleading publio man
i i this country-

Mr. MITCHELL. Did I?
Sir CHARL ES TUPPER. The

ing public man in this country.
Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.

hon, gentleman is a lead-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The lon. gentleman has speci.
a'ly concerned himself with the Maritime Provinces; he
has been an able reprosentative of the interests of the
Maritime Provinces, and yet ho undertakes after one
o'clock in the morning, to obstruct me in carrying
tirough a vote for St. John, New Brunswick, and Halifax,
ûn tho ground that ho had been sitting and voting this
money year after year without knowing what was done
with it, or what expetditure was being made. Did he never
hear of the Furness lino of steamers being put on between
St. John and Halifax, and performing this service? Why,
the hon. gentleman, as agreat journalist, as a man whose
special duty is to know what is going on in the country,
especially with regard to important sections of the Domi.
nion, liko Halifax and St. John, ought not to be required to
be toti by ire what service these boats are performing. I
arn glad the hon. gentleman attechs this vote from the
Maritime Provinces f rom that side of the House. I arn glad
lie is not sitting on ibis side to attack the interests of the
Maritime Provirces, and Iho consideration wbich is boing
given to promote trade and business between the porte
of St. John, New Brunswick, and other parts of the
world. The hon. gentleman threatened obstruction in a
deflant manner-that he would block and obstruet these
estimates and weary people out, who ought to have an
opportunity of going to their beds-he threatens to adopt
such tactices as those for the purpose of simply delaying the
progress of public business, and why ? Because the Gov-
ernment have tried the experiment of establishing a lino of
boats, I suppose over-persuaded by the hon. gentleman, who
brouglit a man bere and used his influence to induce the
Government to try this experiment, and failed. And, as
has been said here, not only did the scheme fait, but the man
whom the hon. gentleman induced the Government to aid in
establishing it bas also failed, and under these circumstances
the service which was found to be useless was abandoned.
And, forsooth, because this is the case, the hon. gentleman is
going to wreak his vengeance not upon me - though he may
give me a little trouble-but on the Province from which
ho comes, and of which ho bas been a representative in this
House.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is not the firsI time that I bave
heard the bullying, and blustering, and overbearing conduct
of the hon. gentleman.

Some lon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, we may as well call a spade a

spade. The hon. gentleman ias got the wrong customer to
Mr. MITcHELL.

deal with wben he attacks me in that way. I have done s
much for New Brunswick as it bas been in my power to do,
and he cannot put on me that I am endeavoring to obstruot
what is in their interest.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. You are doing it now.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am not doing it now, and yon are

stating what is not strictly correct.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. MlTCHE LL. How is that for order. You are stating

what is not strictly correct. I say I can appeal to New
Brunswick as you can appeal to Nova Sootia, that you have
always looked after ber interests, and looked after them
well, and at the expeuse of the rest of the country. This
very year, the hon, gentleman, by the great influence he
hu been able to impress the Government of the country
with, has obtained for bis Province a tariff which is purely
a Nova Scotia tariff, at the expense of the Province 1 repre-
sent. He attacks me because I find that a port that I repre-
sent is omitted from the Estimate, which annually got a
subsidy in former years when I supported the Administra.
tion. I do not oppose the vote, but I have the courage of
my convictions to tell the Government of which he is a
member that they are wrong. The hon. gentleman is in
error if he charges that I am opposing the interests of
New Brunswick. Sir, I am looking after the inter-
ests of New Brunswick. But what has that got to
do with this question? He says I ought to ho the last
man not to know that there was a Furness lino.
[ did know it, but it was my duty to have the particulars,
and it hiï duty to come down and give us the partica-
lars-what service it is rendoring tho cauntry, who
owns the line, and who is going to get our money?
That is the information the hon. gentleman should give us,
and the information that I want to get. The lon. gentle.
man further charges against me that at this late hour of the
evening I chose to obstruct, as he is pleased to cail it, the
public business of the country, because I wanted to know
why a vote applicable to my county was eut out. I tell the
hon. gentleman I do not obstruct it. I have sought infor-
mation and I want information; I have a right to get
information and I will got it if I can, notwithstanding that
the hon. gentleman, from his high and exalted position,
which ho bas attained by the aid of men who sit arounud
him, and by the aid of myself among them, tries to put me
down ; and if he thinks he can do that he as waked up the
wrong passenger. I do not alone oppose this vote because
a vote has been eut out of my county, but I think we have
a right to get information which we have not got.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have given the hon. gentle-
man the information. I told him that the Furness lino of
steamers, which have been carrying on communication for
years between St. John and Halifax and Liverpool-

Mr. MITCHELL. How many are there?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Enough to perform the ser-

vice very efficiently.
Mr. MITO EIELL. Well, we ought to know about it, and

we have no right to ho bullied, and overpowered, and brow-
beat becauso the hon. gentleman happons to occupy a distin-
guisbed and exalted position in this country.

Mr. LOVITT. I have asked what kind of goods those
steamers take from St. John? I wantithe information, se I
would atsk the hon. momber for St. John ; perhaps ho can
give it.

An hon. MEMBER. Deals.
Mr. KENNY. I do not want the Committee to adjourn

under any sncb impression. These vessels carry a large
amount of grain from Halifax. I cannot give the figures,
because I do not deal in figures unless I have thom oorrect.
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ly. But I did not expect that there would be any hoetility
or objection to sncb a vote as this, and, therefore, I did not
obtain the information, but I know that they carry grain,
and that the trade is developing rapidlya

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I believe that two of the
steairers run between Halifax and St. John. lu one respect
they are a great convenience in bringing London goods to
Halifax and St. John. In going back they carry the ordi-
nary cargoes, taking the best trade they can got.

Mr. M ITCHLELL. It looks very much as if this Admin-
istration should take tho hon. momber for St. John (Mr.
Weldon) into the Cabinet, bocause ho is tho only man
who can give us any information on these votes.

Subsidy to steamer between Cambpellton and Gaspé, $12,500

Mr. MITCHELL. Can the hon. gentleman give us any
information about that steamer?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER The information is contained
in the item.

Mr. M[TCHELL. Thore is mighty little contained in
the item except that the money is voted.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is voted year after year.

For steatn communication from Port Mulgrave, at the
t"rminus of the Eastern Extension Railway to
East Bay, Cape Breton....... ..... ....................... $6,000

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to know where East
Bay is ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. You had better read tho
item.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the least you could do is to

Charlottetown, to oppose their railway communication.
Hor is a steamer running from Halifax to Charlottetown
to carry freight in opposition to the Government railroad.
I call the attention of the Governmont to this.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will make a note of it, and
soe if the item cannot be struck out next year.

Mr. DAVIES. Will the hon. gontlomanu also take a note
of the necessity for having the vessel inspocted. Tho ves-
sol's namo is the M. A. Starn. She will be the coffin of
some people before long.

Mr. KENNY. I regret that no provision has been made
for the subsidising of a lino of steamers for carrying mails,
passengers, and ireight betwoon Ialifax and the West
Indies. The Finance Minister will remnembor that for the
last thirty years we Lave had a lino of steamers plying bc-
tween lialifax, Bermuda and the West Indics. Unfortun-
ately for Halifax and the trado of Nova Scotia, these steam-
ers wore withdrawn about twelve months ago, and recently
the Dominion Government advertised for tenders for this
service. I am informed that toudora woru reeeived, and I
expected that some provision would have been made for
that service in the Estimates this year. I regret no such
provision has been made, and I am sure thedisappointment
Ifeel will boeexperienced by my constituen ts, and, espocially,
the people ofialifax. This is not simply a local or a soo-
tional question, but one which concerns the trado of the
whole Dominion. I admit the hardy fishermori of Nova
Scotia are more interested in it than any other class of our
community. At the same timo, I pres the matter on the
consideration of the Governmen t, not from a l;cal or soutional
standpoint, but bocause I bolieve such a lino would be of
advantage to ihe whole country.

answer me civilly and give me the information. Mr. CXVIL'BELL (Kent). I am glad the lon. membor
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I beg to inform tho hon.for falifax (Mr. Kenny) las brought tbis matter up and

member for Northumberland that Cape Breton is an island pressed it on the attention of tho Goverument. It was a
lying near Nova Scotia and soparated from it by the Strait great omission on the part of the Govemumont not te have
of Canso. brought down in the Estirates a subsidy for a lino of

Mr. MITCELL. We know that on a celbrated his mers from alifx t the West India Isand. The
Mm. ITCELL.We nowthaton eeebraed itstrade we might have between C ana-la and the We4t Indies

torical occasion there was a great deal of goose cackling, iê suwn ia the very interesting report roontod tu this
and hon. gontlem-n's clapping of bands may lead to tbo louie by Mr. WyldO, tho COMnISSiOncr ajjp0iDý0I by the
sane thing. But the bon. gentleman, in inforiaing mett that
Cape Breton is an island is giving me fiddler's news. What geow up betwoen Canada and tho West ladies, if thora
I asked was where East Bay was ? wore a regular lino of steamers, would be smply treren-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. After passing through thedons. The immense quantity of four, whoat, purk, and fih
canal you come te Sydney, and thon you come to East Bay. which they use are the vcry things we have te sou, and the

Mr. MITCHELL. If the hon, gentleman had given mereutoradehinot gr U)impl thatotsrlia
that information in a civil manner, as it is his duty to do, boon nuregualioutsta inowea hsep in
h would have got on faster.tween Canada a the old untry, Franc, England or

For steam communication from Halifax to Marray Germany, when thora is an immense quantity of bouts now
Harbor and Charlottetown ...................... $3,000 that are anxionsly waitiag for grain cargoos, and the

Mr. WELSR. I am very sorry there has been any hard mont a m ais a quantity ready to ship, thora are a
words about this matter. I do not speak of this as a party dozin vosseli roady ta charter, st very Iow rates, and it
question at ail; 1 spoke of it in the interest of the country, sers wroug to subsidise steamers to carry such produco as
and I think I spoke reasonably enough when I said thethat. I hopo this mattor betweon Catida anci the WestGooumn wm gvngmPO 0a o nur run Indies i8 une the Govermotmet will take up, as it la veryGovernment were giving money away to injure our own iprat n nta fgrnig ory80,0 asb
industries. I abstained from sptaking on any one of the
votes belonging to any other part of the Dominion than sidising steamers runing hoeand thora we should en-
Prince ledwamd Iisiand. 1 wantthcMinistMr of Finance te courage our West Indie tra., Ic mmot important of a .
look at this. The Govemument say that thpir policy will Mr. JONES. Wton my olleague speaka on matters
make ail the Govomument ailmals pay-tbc Intereolonial connmcted with the trado of the country with whi h heave

ailway, the railway from ilalifax te PictD and the Prince fariliar, bis opinionse frai to fithi Wlouae as well asinside,
Bidward Island Bailway. They have a railroad on Prince araecceved with avory respect; but when the on. gonds.
Edward Island. Tbey carry thoir froiihts at low rates by man speak on a subje t with whic ho s not lamiliar, then
those railways, and by their through rates they oagetshaI1sendeavor W d, show upon wat gronds differ with
thoma carried by any sailing vessal or by any other nansG the conclusions t whiow lh arrives. fe was sai that tho
of carniage. Yet the Gioveammnt are ab.outely injurnig citizen of Halifax would homach disappointed if the Gor.
hqmmolveoehy subidiaing a lino by wator from laalifix to ernmot would lo bring down a sabid for a mail etsmer,
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The hon. gentleman is in no way connected, directly or
indirectly, with that business, and if lhe haddesired to place
information fairly before the House, lie should have informed
them that every merchant in the trade in Nova Sotia has
signed documenta to the Government remonstrating against
any appropriations for such purpose. The hon. gentleman
should have informed this louse that, for a certain time,
there was a steamer running to the Island of Jamaica but
those who wero familiar with the trade found the result of
that steamer interfering with the trade was just this : that
carrying perishable articles like fish, which is our chief
article of export, it had the effect of keeping down the price
of fish always in the West India market; that is to say, in a
market like Porto Rico, where we ship 150,U00 to 160,000
quintals of fish a year, a steamer would riquire to take about
8,000 or 9,000 quintals of fish every trip, of two trips per
month. The hon. gentleman is not aware, and he cannot be
expected to be aware, of the fact that the arrival of such a
quantity of fish, which is necessarily an article of a perish
able character, in the West Indies, would cause the price to
go down at least $1 a quintal, but my hon. friends who, like
myself, have been engaged in that trado for the last forty
years, are aware of that fact. I say deliberately that, if the
Government had desired to infliet a blow on the fishing inter-
este of Nova Scotia, they could not more decidedly injure that
great industry than by establishing a line of steamers to take
ont their products in that way. We shipped about 750,000
quintals of fish to the West Indies during the year. We
have the who!e control of that market now. We have no
c)mpetitors now. We have none from the United Srates.
We only have competitors from the Island of Newfoundland.
Sa, at preserit, it may be obot-vol that that tra Jo ii ftilly
and thorourhly developed. Thore were 410 clearances from
the Provinoe of Novi S.ïatia for the last yaar, up to the
time at waich I left home. Those were in emall quantities,
and wore distributed over the various islands, were distri-
buted to suit tho wants of the differont islands. It is a trade
which has grown up, and the islande have grown familiar
with it; three or four or five cargoes may go to one island
and be distributed at different ports withoutesensibly affecting
the prices, but, if all those were to go to one port, the result
would be to lower the price, as I have indicated, a dollar a
quintal, Not only has it the effect of lowering the price,
but of keeping it d.own, because, no matter what the con-
dition of the market may b,), whon the steamers are known
te be close at hand, if the market is bare, the people will
not purchase bocause they will say that the steamer
will arrive in a few days, and that will prevont a rise
in the market. Thus the prico cannot advance, but at
presont, with the. lement of uncertainty which ie néces
sarily connected with an enterprise of that kind carriod
on by sailing vesselh, the moment the market is bare, the
tact is cabled to Halifax, to Lunenburg and to Lockeport,
and there arises a competition for our fish, and these
people who buy it have to pay a higher price for it. This
is not a new questidn. It as been discussed in Halifax
for some time, and it ias been discussed by people who
were not in any way interested in the trade itself. lt is
only outsiders who were interested in getting steamers sub-
sidised, who have been about this Bouse for some time
lobbying, in order to get a subsidy for their steamers, but
there is not a merchant in Halifax who has been in business
for forty yoars, as I have, who will not condemn the appro-
priation. The hon. gentleman could get a petition signed
for any purpose the Government chose, but it would be a
misappropriation of Government money, notwithstanding
that. I was told in flalifax some time ago that some years
before I had voted for an appropriation to aEsist in building
up this trade. At that time the Canard boat was running
to St. Thomas and Bermuda. We had no intercourse with
them, and were not aware of the injurlous effects of a
steamer. running with a large cargo. Subsequently,

Xr, .oUas,

it was changed to Jamaica, and at that moment
we found the injurions effect of the whole thing, b-
causa it reduced the price of fish in the West Indies, and,
therefore, in oir own markets. Therefore, we were glad
when the subsidy was withdrawn by the British Gavern-
ment. The hon. gentleman behind me referred to a, com-
missioner who was recently sent te the West Indies to ob-
tain information regarding that trade. If that hon. gentle-
man h'-d been aware of the nature of that report, we would
have placed very little reliance in it. Will the House ho-
lieve that in that report, in regard to the business with which
the hou. gentleman is connected, the flour business, thoy
say that their fi>ur could not be introduoed, because in the
West Indies they will not have northern flour ; they
have always taken it from New York where it has boon
made out of southern wheat, from an old idea, I do not know
whether it is right or wrong, that flour should be made
from wheat raised in a southorn country. But would the
hon. gentleman believe that that report, upon which no
doubt he has based hie calculation, with reference to the
value of his own article in the West Indies, i3 based alto-.
gother on false promises.

Mr. KENNY. I do not know that.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman who stands up here s
the pretended representative of that class is not in a posi-
tion to represent that class, and I say, with ail deference,
that he really does not know what he has been talking
about. Is he aware of the currency which prevails in thoso
islande ? Is ho aware that, when they gave him sales from
Porto Ricb, thoy had to allow 22 per cent. discount ? Was
ho aware ttiat when ho was reading those reports of the
sales in (Cuba, it was nocessary to take from 10 to 15 per
cent, off ? There was not a single point in that report of Ur.
Wylde that would give a correct statement of the value of
the article at that place I did not intend to go into this
subject at this longth, and only dosirel to answôr my hon.
friend who seems called upon to-night to champion a trade
in which he is not at all interested. If I were to bring be-
fore the House of Commons anything connected with the
dry goods, my hon. friend, as a leading merchant, woulI
doubtless inform me that I knew very little about it, and he
would bo quite correct. If I were to lecture the hon. gen-
tleman in reference to a business with which he has bien
connected ail hie life, he would question me, and I should
not be able to give an answer. This question was brought
before the Board of Trade in aalifan, ud a gentleman pro-
posed that the Government should be asked to give a sub-
sidy, but he could net get a seconder for his resolutibn ; but
since J left there a bhort time ago, they had another meet.
ing cal led without any informaLion bOing givOn -

Mr. XE NN Y. Oh.

Mr. JONES. I say yes-without any informatio2 being
given to the public, and at that meeting only one merchant
interested in the trade was present. It was principally com-
posed of brokers, and men who were not representative
men in any capacity. There wore not over four or five mon
at that meeting whose opinions were worth anything in a
matter of this kind, and those mon passed a rosolution call-
ing upon the Government'to give a subsidy. As I-knew ail
these gentlemen intimately, and knew the motives which
influenced them, I was satisfied they.were net even representa-
tive men, like my hon. colleague, who was a leading mer-
chant in the county. They were not merchants at ail, and
were in no way interested in foreign trade. There is another
way in which this would be an injury to flshing vessels
engagcd in the West Iodies trade. The moment the fish are
caught they are brought to the shore and made during the
rest of the season. Then those vessels turn around with their
captains, crews, and the amoant invested in this industry,
and they go into the West Indian trade for the rest of
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the year. These men are employed in carrying out a business
which they themselves have created, and the hon. gentleman
wants to wipe their trade ail ont by putting on the steamers.
Then these vessels bring back cargoes of sait, which is the
one great article of necessity for the fishing interest. Now,
if they did not bring back this salt as a return cargo, with.
out any expense to the owner of the vessels, what would be
the result ? Why, they might, and I dare say my hon. friend
bas that in view, be compellod to bring back salt at a high
rate of freight to Halýfax, and the fishermen would have to
pay 50 per cent. more for their sait. My hon. friend from
Lunonburg (Mr. Bisenhauer) who is ongaged in that trade,
perhaps, to a larger extent than almost any other man in
Nova Scotia, will bear me out in that view. It would be a
fatal blow to everything connected with thst great industry.
Thon again our fishermen require te consume a large quan.
tity of molasses. How is that going to be brought back
from the West Indies ? The hon, gentleman is not familiar
enough with the trade to be able to know that molasses
is not brought back fron the West Indies in these
steamers ; they cannot put a number of tiers, one on top
of another in the hold, because the bottom tier would give
out before they reached home, and a largo quantity of the
molasses would be destroyed. But thoy are brought back
in smali quantities, two or three hundred puncheons at
a timo, and in that way a fair exchango is made, and busi-
ness is kept up, and is being constantly developed. And
the hon. gentleman now asks Parliament to take the
public money, to which the ship-owncra and the fishermen
of the Maritime Provinces contribute a portion, and run a
rival line of steamers against an interost in which we our-
selves are concerned. It only arises from the hon. gentle-
man's want of information on the subject. le may hawo
that smattering of information which I may have of the dry
goods business, Lut it will be nothing more than a suporficial
knowledgo after all. It is just that knowledge that any
man may pick up of a business without being familiar with
its details. I say these articles are necessarily of a perish.
able nature. A few years ago the town of Annapolis made
great efforts to send their apples to the Landon market in
large quantities by steamer. On one occasion they sont a
cargo of 10,000 to 15,000 barrels to the London market, the
largest market in the world, and what was the result ? The
result was, that such a large quaLt ty of a porishable article
arriving thore at once, had the effect of putting down the
prico two or three shillings a barrel ; the farmers and fruit
growors of the western part of Nova Scotia came to the
conclusion that it was botter for them to send their apples
down to Halifax and ship them by the Furness line, by the
Anchor lino, by the Dominion or the Allan lino, sending on
two, or throe, or fourthousand barrels a week, and distribut.,
ing them in different ports. Therefore, this shipment,with the
exception, I believe, of one or two cargoes of 8,000 or 9,000
barrels, has been carried from Annapolis since thon, for
the most part in small quantities, just as we distribute our
fish through the West Indies. A vessel goes to one port, and,
if it does not suit her to sell there, she goes on to another
port or island. But a steamer going to one port must land
there, because she cannot visit one after another. The ports
of the island are too small, and the steamer cannot reach
them, and, consequently, the expense that would fall upon
the removal of these cargoes from one port to another,
would fali on the value of the fish itseolf. Of course, I
pardon the hon. gentleman, because it arises entirely from
his want of information on the subject, but ho will see, in
a matter of so much importance, that this is a peculiarity1
of the trade which can only be thoroughly understood byj
those who have been long in that business, and the hon.i
gentleman wiLl see that if the Government were to step ln,
and, by a subsidy, put a line of steamers betwoen Nova1

oo9ia and the West Indies, they would be inflicting a fatal
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blow upon the large fishing industry of the Lower Prov.
inces. They tried it once before wit someother steamers.
They tried it to Brazil and it failed. They ran just as long
as they had a subsidy, but when that failed the steamer
could not run, because there was no return cargo. Tbese
steamers go from New York, as the hon. gentleman mon-
tioned, and they take cargoes of goods, carry them all
through the different islands down to St. Domingo, and
there they take them ont at a much lower rate because they
eau get the articles cheaper. It would cost as much to send
the flour of my hon. friend to Halifax, as it would to send a
barrel from New York to the West Indies. Therofore, a
steamer would have to carry that flour for nothing from
Halifax to the West Indies, to be in the same position that
it would be in carrying it from New York te the West
Indice. Therofore, my hon. friend will see there is an
insuperablo objection against a lino of steamers such as ho
proposes. If the Government were disposed to give a sub-
sidy large enough to pay all tho expenses, thon a steamer
could run. The hon. gentleman is not aware, perhaps, that
return cargoes, are only procured in certain ports of the
West Indies. Vessels that go from New York go to the
large ports, Havana or Kingston, and bring back a cargo
composed of everything that is produced in a tropical country.
Everything that is produced in a tropical country finds
a market in the United States. They send thore rum, log.
wood, pimento, coffee and sugar, and boyond ail other
things their fruit. Cargo after cargo of fruit is shippod
from the West Indies to the United States. It is nothing
uncommon to see half a dozen cargoes of bananas, fifteen or
twenty thousand bunchos each, arrive in New York in one
day. What would ho the roult of five thousand or two
thousand bunchos arriving in Halifax ? They wauld bo
thrown over the wharf in one woek, for they would
spoil. Unfortunately, it is one of the peculiarities
of our position, that we have no market for the pro.
ducts of the tropics-only a market for their sugar when
it can be obtained there, and that is only during a certain
portion of the year. The steamers wiil, therofore, have to
depend entirely upon the subsidy which the Governmont
give them, and not on any legitimate business either one
way or the othor. While they will b an injury to every
industry, they will take from the taxpiyors of the country
that subsidy whicb wi1l alone maintain them. Therofore,I
for one, And every West India merchant in Nova Seotia, tho
mon who have developed that trado, the mon who under-
stand that trade, who have been uin that business for forty
or fifty years, the mon who supply the fishermen-the flsh.
ermen and everything connected with that great interest,
which is the greatest we have to rely upon, will rejoice in-
deed to know that the Government have not made an appro-
priation for what I will call an unnecessary object.

Mr. KENNY. This is a great night for Halifax. The
astounding announcement has been made by the senior
member for Halifax that ail the world is laboring undersome
great delusion, that it is absurd to suppose that steam Le any
longer to be the motive power by sea, and ho has made this
announcement in the Parliament of Canada in solemn
conclave assembled. So says the senior member for Halifax,
becauso ho has told us that the West India trade, and if ho
desired to be logical ho must apply his argument to every
branch of our commerce, cannot be carried on by steam.
How is it to be carried on ? Io it to be carried on by vesels
propelled by electricity, or by some new motive power never
heard of ? No, but by schooners and brigantines in the
good old fashioned way of fifty or a hundred years ago, the
same as was used by our grandfathers and groat-grand-
fathers. We know that the British people are quite con-
tented to pay a lino of steamers to transport their mails,
passengers and freight to the West Indies, We know, at

1887.
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least I believe, that France subsidises a lino of steamers from
that country to the West Indies. We know there are several
lines plying from the ports of the United States to the West
Indies, doing a large and increasing trado.

Mr. JONES. Without any subsidy.
Mr. KENNY. Without any subsidy to-day, although

they had a subsidy whon they started.
Mr. JONES. Never.
Mr. KE NNY. Some of them had. The trade is done by

steamers; yet it is reserved for the senior member for Hali-
fax to tell all those people and all those nations that it is all
folly, that they are laboring under a great delusion; and,
therefore, I think so wonderful a discovery warrants me in
saying that this isf a great night for Halifax. My hon. friend
says that I am not interested in the business, bocause I do
not happen to be a West India merchaat. I tell him that I
am interested in every branch of commerce in which my
fellow-cit;zens are interested, and I do not pretend to say that
my criticism of commerce is limited to one branch in which
I happen to be personally engagod. The hon. gentleman has
truly said, in his reply t some remarks made on this side of
the House that the West India business is a very important
business. Its importance was recognised by the Provinces
of Canada aven before Confederation in 1866. But in looking
at this question of steam communication between Canada
and the West Indies historically, I find one of the most
interesting episodes of it is to be found in Hansard of 1876,
when this question about trade relations-mind you, our
steam relations-was brought to the notice of this House at
that time.

Mr. JONES. I gave you that.
The CHlAIR\AN, The hon. gentleman was not inter-

rupted during bis observations, and 1 hope he willnot inter-
rupt.

Mr. KENNY. Allow me to give it to to the Committee.
Hon. gentleman will hardly believe when I read this speech,
and after listening to the speech which the hon. gentleman
has to-night addressed to the committee, that the Mr. Jones
who spoke in 1876 is the same gentleman who spoke
to.night. Tho hon. gentleman was thon pleased to say:

'' I aM very glad that the resolution of my hon. friend from South
Waterloo has elicited such favorable opinions frim the hon. members
of this House."

I must explain that the resolution of the hon. member for
South Waterloo was in favor of steam communication
between Canada and the West Indies. Mr. Jones continued:

" It is a question in which the peo ple of the Maritime Provinces are
not alone interested, but the people of the whole Dominion."
That is a statesmanlike view of it-

" 1 am satisfied myself that at the present moment there is no question
which se much intereste the manufactures of the Dominion, as the
establishment of a large and continuous trade with the West Indies,
British and foreigu. I am persuaded that we have many articles in
Canada for which the people of the west would be good customers ;
such a beef, p.ork, flr, lumber and other such produce. If we desire
to build up trade between the two countries, it must h by the exchange
of snch produce with sucb West Indian producta as can be utilised here
either for manufacture or direct consumption.',
The hon. gentleman thon refers to the sugar duty. Ho says:

" Thore is nothing at the present time which so much tent to hinder
a satifactory or successful line of commerce between the tropica and
the Dominion, as the unsatisfactory position of the sugar duties. Until
they are adjusted or placed on a basis that will more fairly represent
the value Of the raw material, as compared with that of the refined
article,,it is out of the question that any line of trade can be succesafully
undertaken. The flouse must understand that it is only for a very short
time that returns eau be obtained from the West Indies, and it is, there-
fore, of the greatest possible importance that, during the six or severn
igonths, we s ould have such a demand in our market or the raw mater-,
ial from the West Indies as would furnish trafHc between the two
countries. We have plenty of produce to supply them and build up a

tsfaotor trade with them if the sugar duties were adjusted on a
proper bas so that we ooul& briag baok that article as retura cargo."

1r, m"nr.

Which they are doing to-day-
'' With regard te our communication with the islands at preseut, my

hon, triend fell into a mistake whan he said it was not well conducted;
it is doue by the Gunard line, and everybody knows the Cunard line is
very well managed. Of course there are other channels for communica-
tion with the West Indies-besides cable communication-bat I do not
look upon this question so much from a mail point of view as from a
trade sta -dpoint. I believe at the present moment, when the manufao-
turers of the Dominion are looking for customers for the articles which
they produce, nothing would so much tend to relieve them as foreign
trade; and if we can successfully establish such a trade with a country
like the West Indies, and bring back a return trade, it is our best
policy.'

When hon. gentlemen contrast these unterances of 1876
with the utterances with which the senior member for
Ralifax (Mr. Jones) has been pleased to favor the House
during the present Session, they will hardly recognise that
it is the same gentleman. In fact, I should find it difficuit
to understand the difference myself if the hon. gentleman
bad not given me an explanation. He has been pleased to
say in the speech which I quoted on a previous occasion,
that he occupies a disagreeable position in this flouse, and
I presume it is difficult for him, with all his abilities, to
make an agrecable speech so long as he occupies a disagroe-
able position in this House. It may be due to the different
experience which the hon. gentleman bas had in addressing
the House from that side or from this; that is for ham
to explain. Now, the hon. gentleman has been pleased to
refer, in very complimentary terms, to the way in which the
Cunard service was performed. Hon, gentlemen will
remember that the whole discussion was with reference to
the stoam service bot ween the West Indies and Canada, and
I have, for the information the House, to call their attention
at a very remarkable document which appeared in iHalifax
newspapers only a few months ago, and which was sent
from Halifax and addressed to the Lords of the Admiralty.
Its existence was not known, and its discovery was-I can-
not say exactly accidental-but rather remarkable. It was
addressed to the right lon. the Lords of the Admiralty, and
it reads as follows:-

" To the Right Honorables the Lords of the Adnuralty:
"MAT I PLEASE VOUR LoRDSHIPS :

" We, the undersigaed merchants, ship-owners and other inhabitants
of the city of Balifax and Nova Scotia, tearing the possibility of any
renewal of the lately expired contract ''-

The very contract of which be spoke so favorably in 1876-
" for the conveyance of the monthly mails between the city and the
Island of Jamaica by steamer viâ Bermuda, respectfully beg to draw
your attention to the following facts:

" That there now exists opportunities for postal steamer communica.
tion with Jamaica by way of the United States "-

Mr. HESSON. He is going that way every day.

Mr. KENNY-
"at least twice a week, and within nine days; and that to pay for au
additional monthly communication of this nature, is of no possible con-
venience whatever.

" That any subsidy so paid is nothing less than a subsidy in another
form for merchandise traffic ; and, by heavily handicapping legitimate
traders, is a serious interference with private enterprises.

" That your petitioners have large amounts invested in the carrying
trade between the two counatries, which has been most injuriously
affected by undue competition with a subsidised company; and they,
therefore, pray that your lordahips will not sanction the renewal of the
recently expired contract, or the making of a new one.

" And, as in duty bound, your petitioners will ever pray."

Now let us examine this document a minute. The hon. gen-
tleman says that we must not have ateam communication
between Canada and the West Indies, b3cause .we can send
our mails by way of the United States. Now suppose any
member of the Imperial Parliament were to get up in his
place and oppose a subsidy to the West Indian Royal Mail
lino, on the plea that the mails cold be sent by way ot the
United States, or any other foreign country, what influence
or effect would snoh an argument have in the Imperial Par-
liament ? It would have none, and I imagine that msuh au
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argument will have very little effect here. Does my hon.
friend not know that the passengers and freight would
follow the mails, and that, consequently, our whole trade
would pass to a foreign country ?

Mr. HESSON. That is where he wants it to go.
Mr. KENNY. Now, Sir, according to this document we

must not have a lino of steamers, because they would inter-
fere with the merchandise traffic, and heavily handicap
legitimate traders. I wish the House to remember that
these steamers wore built by Mr. William Cunard, especially
for that trade. They were legitimate traders, they enjoyed
a subsidy for thirty years, and still the hon. gentleman
does not hesitate to handicap Mr. Canard, by using such
influence as he could bring to bear on the Imperial Govern-
ment, to prevent the renewal of the subsidy to the Cunard
line of steamers. I regret to say tbat the petition was
successful, and that the steamers are now idie in Halifax.
I do not say that that fact is olely due to that petition, but
I say that that was the prayer of the petition, and that the
steamers are now idle.

Mr. TAYLOR. Who signed the petition ?
Mr. KENNY. As regards the petition itself, the hon.

senior member for Halifax, if he were so disposed, could
give us the history of it. It was signed by gentlemen in
tho West India trade, in Halifax and other parts of Nova
Sotia, and forwarded to London. I may say that 1 was
asked to sign that potition, but I refused to do so on the
ground that I might, with as much propriety or justice,
have petitioned this Legislaturo to wilhdraw the subzidy
from the transatlantie lino of mail steamers, because those
mail steamers subsidised between Canada and Europe carried
freight, and thus interfered with my sailing ships. Now,
such an argument as that would, I think, be considered a
very selfish argument, and would not have very mueh
influence here. In fact, my hon. friend knows that we are
competing with other nations that conduct their business by
steam; he knows that our greatest rivals in the trade are
the Americans, and that our trade is aclually drifting by
way of New York. In 1876, when headdressed us, heseemed
to bave a great deal of sympathy with the manufacturera of
Canada. He told us that there were many products that we
could export from this country, and the hon. member for
Kent bas forcibly brought that matter under our notice this
evening. Is not the manufacturing power of this country
ten tines greater to-day-I think I am within the limit-
ton times greater to-day than it was in 1876 ? If that is the
case, our export trade is of infinitely more consequence now
than in 1876, and, as I said this afternoon, nothing is more
important than that we should exorcise every ingenuity, and
consider carefully every scheme, and obtain every help we
can from the Goverinment to develop our export trade. How
are we to benefit our Canadian fishermen, and manufac-
turers, and merchants, ar.d compete in the West India
markets with Americans who carry their goods by steamers,
unless we, too, have steamers ? We all know that to-day,
to ensure commercial success, regularity and oxpedition
are most important, and that regnlarity and expedition eau
only be attained by the use of steam. It would really
seem as if my hon. friend had very much changed his
opinion since he spoke in this louse in 1876, when
he was so careful of the manufacturers of this Dominion.
He does not seem to have the sarne regard for them
to-day as he had in those days. He said that, possibly,
I might be inflienced by the fact that my larger ships
would be able to carry more salt from the West Indies if
the steamers were put on. Suppose I were to say to him,
in reply to a remark like that, that if I am influenced by
my large ships, ho may be influened by his small vesselë,
and that his sole desire may be to help his small vessls. It
does pot matter who suffers-whether 14r. Canard, wio has

more invested in thoso steamers than my bon. friend has
in sailing vessels, and who is entitle i to equal consider.
ation, may suffer. It does not matter who may suifer or
how much they may suifer, so long as my hon. friend's
schooners do not suffer. That would be about the style of his
argument. My hon. friend says that steamers cannot reach
the West India market froma Halifax. Weli, if steamers
can reach the West India markets from the United States,
I do not se why they cannot reach them from Halifix.

Mr. JONES. I did not say anything of the kind.
Mr. KENNY. I took down my hon. friend's words-.

steamers cannot reach the West India markets from Halifax.
Mr. JONES. I do not know what yon took down, but I

did not say anything of the kind.

Mr. KENNY. I wish to ho accurate; I do not wieh to
misrepresent what my hon. friend said, but I understood
him to say that the West India trade could not be oonduoted
from Halifax by steamers.

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr KhNNY. Well, is it not veryestrange that the West
India trade can be conducted from Nev York by steamers.
and yet it cannot be conducted from Halifax by steamers?
The hon. gentleman says we cannot carry our Iur to the
West Indies, becauseour flour is not suitable. That is a matter
of much interest, and I had an opportunity of meeting recently
one of the largest millers in this country, who told me ho
had shipped a large amount of flour to the Bermudas, and
that ho could compete successfully there with the American
millers. If our millers can compote with the American
millers successfully there, I do not see why they cannot do
the same in the West Indies market; and I believe they have
energy and enterprise sufficient to gain a portion ofthat trade.
Now, the hon. gentleman says that the West India trade must
be conducted by sailing vessels, because it bas been cou.
ducted in that way for so many years. We all remember
whon the trade of our great inland rivers and lakes was
condactei by sailing vossels ; but le that any reason why
we slhould go back to that system to-day ? Our coasting
trade is conductoi by steamers. We are subidising steam-
ers to go in every direction; and why do we do so ? To
extend our trade ; for if we do not extend it, we shall
lose the trade we have, because we are competing with
other people who are using steam. On land we wili not
go back to the old stage coach, notwithstanding the
romance connected with that mode of travel.Neither
are we prepared to go back to the sailing ships at
sea. ln fact, I contend that we must have steam if we
hope to compete successfully with other nations who carry
on business by means of steamers, and even with steamers
we shall have a very keen competition for the West Indla
business. We muet be prepared, not only to meet it with
articles suitable for those markets, but we muet be pre-
pared to keep thema supplied regularly with our goode ; and
that rcgularity can only be obtained by the use of steam.
It must ho self-evident that sailing vossels to-day cannot
compete with steamers, and 1 say it very regretfally,
because I am as mach interested in sailing ships as almost
any person in the Maritime Provinces. If my hon. friend
advocated a lino cf steamers in 1876, I say every reason
that existed in 1876 existe in 1857 as regards our manufao-
turers, with still greater force. Therefore, if it was in the
interest of the publie to subsidise a lino cf steamers in 1876,
it is equally or more so in 1887. Therefore, I say that th*
senior member for Halif ax muet have been all right in 1876
and all wrong in 1887. My hon. friend has been pleased to
refer, in not very complimentary terms, to what I consider
a very valuable report of the commissioner who was
sent to the West Indies -a reprt whieh I will not at this
late hour take up the time of the House by referring toa
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any great length, or by giving any of the useful statistics
it contains. But it is a very useful document, and if hon.
gentlemen have not had time to read it, I would advise
1hem to do so at an early date. The tact alone that the
United States export something like 1,500,000 barrols
of flour to countrios south of them, warrants us in
saying that thera is a large development there for our pro-
ducts. As my hon. friend said in 1876, we have ample pro-
ducts to supply them. All we want are the facilitics for
intercourse, and those we can only have by means of steam.
My lon. friend stated truly that the gentlemen who are en-
gaged in the West India trade, and of whom I desire to speak
with every respect, signed this document with him. That,
of course, is true ; but ho must not tell us that nobody else
has any knowledge of the resources or capabilities of
Halifax or Nova Scotia. I contend that there are no
people in Nova Scotia o much interested in the devolop-
ment of that steam trade as the fishormen of Nova S.otia, and
it is especially in their interest that I urge it, as my hon.
friond on tho other side urged it in 1876, whon ho had the
fishermen's interesta so much at heart, when he was pre-
pared to do so much for them, which ho is not ready to do
to.day. After my hon. friend hus advocated steam, in 1876,
thon I an sure I am warrantod in following tho admirable
example he thon set. I say, it is in tho interest of the
Nova Scotia fishermen, that a lino of steamers should be
plying between Canada and the West Indies. I do not
speak f rom a soctional standpoint on this subject, it is one
in which all the country is interested. Our greatest rivals
are the Americans, who conduct their business by stoam;
and unless we do the same we shall lose what romains to
us of our West Indies business. I have a number of statistics
which I have compiled, but I feel I have detained the liouse
.sufficiently already at this late hour of the sitting.

Mr. JONES. I do not wish to bring this question before
the House at another stage, and, therefore, shall briefly
reply to the hon. gentleman. If anything were required to
show the truth of the position I took, 1 have it in the ar-
grment from the speech of the hon. gentleman. I stated
he was dealing superficially with a question of which ho
had no practical knowledge. I spoke respectfully of his
r sition as a merchant in his own line, and I stated that if

were to offer an opimon in any matter connected with the
dry goods trade, that hon. gentleman wouild say I was
speaking on a subject I knew, practically, nothing about.
.Re referred to my speech delivered in 1b76. I referred to
that speech mysolf, and gave my reasons, but the hon. gen.
tleman did not know that the whole condition of affairs
has changed since then. Our manufactures werà thon com-
paratively cheap, but to-day we cannot send thom to the
West Indies to compote with the manufactures of England.

Mr. KENNY. Does the hon. gentleman say that cotton
and woollen goods are dearer now than they wore in 1876 ?

Mr. JONES. I tell the hon. gentleman that we have to
compote with goods there, on which we have to put a duty
of 35 to 40 per cent. to keep them out of our own market.
With regard to the sugar duties, they have been so arranged
that our West India trade is practically killed. The hon.
gentleman should know, and he does know, if he would
only give the information, that the consumption of the
West India sugar has been falling off every year, and that
our refineries, which used to consume 60 or 70 per cent. in
the old days, now only use one-third, and the difference is
due to the fact that we use beet-root sugar which is forced
into our market by the high bounty system of Germany.

Mr. MITCHELL. And on these subsidised steamers too.
Mr. JONES. Yes, on these subsidised steamers. If they

wish to benefit the West India trade, they would put a heavy
duty on beet-root sugar. The hon. gentleman said ho was
satisfied with the Canard line. The hon. gentleman did not

Mr. K»NNY.

know, sud ho does not appear to know now, that the Canard
line ran only to Bermuda and St. Thomas, and not to the
fish market at all; it did not in any way compete with us.
The hon. gentleman is only displaying lis ignorance again
in speaking on a subject of which he knows nothing. Ho
says the Americans are forcing our trade, and that they are
oui natural competitors. Again ho displays his lamentable
ignorance. I wondor he would stand unp i this House, and
venturo to risk the high reputation which he properly enjoys
in lis own community, by expressing an opinion on a sub.
ject with which he is not at all familiar. We have no com-
petitors in the West Indies for our fish trade; there is
hardly a quintal of American fish sent there bt all. I would
invite the hon. gentleman to get some information to lay
befo:e the House, to which business men will pay some
deference, before he proceeds again to discuass this question.
The hon, gentleman asks what would bo thought in
England of allowing mails to go through a foreign
country? What did the English Government do with regard
to thoir mails to Beimuda? Did the English Govern ment
not discontinue the subsidy and send all thoir mails viá New
York to Bermuda ? If England can send her important
documents to Bermuda, connected with her military and
naval depot thero, surely the D.mini m can allow its cor-
respondence to go by the same route, but, perhaps, the lon.
gentleman is not aware of that circumstance either. The
lon. gentleman charges me with stating that the trade
must be conducted in sailing vessels. I said it had been
conducted by sailing vessels, and it must be conducted by
sailing vessels to be suc2essful. fie referred to the peti-
tion which was sent to England on that sulbject, and said I
could tell all about it. Wel, I can telt this House that I
signed it, and that every merchant in Nova Scotia connected
with that great industry signed it. We sent to England
and received this reply:

"I am directed by my Lords to acquaint you that my Lords have no
intention of renewing me service in question."

Mr. KENNY. The potition was sucoessful.
Mr. JONES. The treaty had expired, and the lion.

gentleman in his anxiety to put me in a false position
during the late political campaign, undortook to distribute,
iunder cover with his own circular, a forged document.

Mr. KENN Y. I did not.
Mr. JONES. I ropeat, with the responsibility attached

to a statement in ibis House, that the hon. gentleman dis-
tributed, throughout the late election campaign, with
circulars signed by himself and lis colleague, a forged
document which I will read ; and on the only opportunity I
had of meeting my hon. friend during that campaign-for
ho took very good care to avoid meeting me, and I wished
to avoid all quarrels, because we had been personal
friends, and 1 desire to continue on friendly relations
with him-was on one occasion when ho met me,
and I drew lis attention to this forged circular. I
appealed to him as an old friend, as a merchant in Halifax,
as a man of high standing, to take the earliest opportunity
of disavowing all complicity with such a foul, disgraceful
transaction. I thought the hon. gentleman would have
thanked me for having given him so early an opportrnity
of disavowing all complicity with such an outrageous pro.
ceeding, but so far was he under the control of his
political friends, that he did not do himself that
justice he was bound to do. It did not injure me,
but I thought that if I had been in the hon. gentleman's
position, if my committee had distributed a forged document
with my circular, and my hon. friend had brought that to
my notice, I would take the opportunity of saying that I
entirely disapproved of such a transaction. The hon. gen.
tieman, however, would not take such a course. Here is
the document. The hon. gentleman read you to-night the
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truc document, but ho did not read the forged document
which ho distributed with his own circular .-

" May it please your Lordahips :-T, the undersignel merchint, ship.
owner and inhabitant of t.he city of Balifax and Nova Scotia, fiaring tihe
possibility of any renewal of the expirin contract for the conveyance of
th- mails between this city and the Britsh lailes by steamer."
Now, remember, that, in the memo. which ho read to you,
the words were, "fearing the possibility of any renewal of
the lately expired contrant." That was the memorial which
we addressed to the Bi itish Government with reference to
this subsidy, but the hon. gentleman, in his desire to put me
in a false position, in conjunction with his friends altered
this and put my name to it fearing the possibility of any
renewal of the expiring contract.

" And they, therefore, pray that your Lordships will not sanction the
renewal of the present expiring conract, or the making of a new one."

I should nover have brought this up had not the hon. gen.
tieman taken the unfair means of attempting to misrepre-
sent me before the House and the country. I have always
fought him in a fair and open manner, and ho will do me
the justice to say that, during the campaiga, I never de-
scended to disseminate a forged document respecting him.
I hold him as responsible for that as if ho had written it
himself, bocause, when it was brought home to him, when
ho did not expect me to be present, ho did not express his
disavowal of the position in which his frionds had placed
him, I hope without his knowledge, and I believe without
his knowledge, for I do not believe for a moment that the
hon. gentleman wou'd have taken such a course as that,
But the position which he took on this question was, as 1
stated fioma the commencement, a pisition in regard to a
question about which ho know nothing. There are always
people looking for Government subsidios, thore are always
some hangers-on who look for Government patronage or pap,
in order to make a living. They cannot get a living any
other way, and, looking at the community in Halifax which
is connected with this large industry throughout Nova
Scotia, I believe this country would accept the opinions
deliberately given by every merchant interested in that
trade in preference to an argument ftom the hon. gentleman
who was nover in the b'isiness, who was not an outfitter, or
a purchaser, or a shipper, and was not connocted directly or
indirectly with ary branch of the subjoct I appoal to gen-
tlemen who are here whether it is not probable and reason-
able that the men who are brought up to the business, and
are familiar with every branch of the subject, are more likely
to understand it than the bon. gentleman, who knows
nothing about it at all. He pretends to speak for the fisher-
men. Wbat does ho know about the fishermen ? He was
never brought into connection with them in his life, in their
daily transactione, such as my hon. friends near me and my-
self and other West India merchants have been. I cannot
say that I have been an outfitter, but I have been a pur-
chaser all my life, and those who signed this document have
been outfitting. Who is to be the best judge as to the fisher-
men, a man who has known nothing about the matteror
men who are familiar with the market, have watched al lte
changes, and from day to day, and week to week,
have purchased and forwarded the fish to the places where
the consumption warranted it. It is an insult to common
sense, and the hon. gentleman must not take such a liberty
with reasonable men, and iu this Parliament, to deliver his
ipse dexit-

Mr. DEN'ISON. I ask whether this debate is in order
or not. It seems to be that it is notV? I do not want to
interrupt te hon. gentleman.

The CHAIRBAN. The language used may be a little
strong.

Mr. DENISON. The question is whether we are discuss-
ing the Halifax election or not ?

Mr. JONES. No one ean regret these discussions more
than I do. You will fiud that I have nover been the aggres.
sor in any discussion in this House, but when I am assailed,
I feel it my duty to defend myself, and, when the hon. gentle.
man referred to a business that ho knew I ws connected
with, felt bound to stand up as a representative merchant
to defend mysolf and my friends in regard to that matter.

The CHAIRRAN. The motion is that I rise and report
the resolution, and the observations are quite pertinent
to that.

Mr. JONES. I felt compelled to defend myself in the
mode in which I have to-night. I regret it the more because
I have had to express strong language with regard to a
gentleman with whom I have been intimately and socially
connected all my life, and I think I have desorved more
from that gentleman than the treatment I have received
from him since we have been in this Parliament. I have
never, directly or indirectly, made any reference to that
gentleman except in a parliamentary sense. He has tried,
on the other hand, to put me in a false position several
times, and to-night ho bas crowned his action by a reference
to the commercial interests of which I am a representative
and ho is not. If ho claims to be a represontative of the
cotton interest of this country, I yield to him at once. I
know nothing about it. If ho caims to be the exponont of
the dry goods busines, I yield to my hon. friend at once. I
know nothing about it. But ho must not take such a
liberty in my prosence, or in the presence of marchants
who surround me bore to-night, as to imagine that
ke will b3 accepted as an authority on suljots
in regard to which in his whole lifo ho bas had no
training. It is not for the advantage of Parliament, or to
the credit of the hon, gentleman himself, to attempt to mis-
lead or influence public opinion upon a matter upon which
ha can have no reliable knowledge. I do not wish further
to continue what to me bas been a very unpleasant discus.
sion. It is not of my seeking, and, no far as this matter is con.
corned, I stand up as a representative of the fishing interests
of Nova Scotia, and I repeat that if the Government were
to give a subsidy and a steamer were to run, it would be a
liss of from 8300,000 to $400,00') a year to the fishermnen of
Nova Scotia. The moichants would not lose it, but the
fishermen would losa it, and they would bo so much the
worse in consequence of it. Dies the hon. gentleman sym.
pathise with the fishermen ? What does ho know about
them ? 11e bas never been brought into contact with them
in bis business career, and on that ground, as well as on all
the details of the measure to which I have briefly referred,
the people of Nova Scotia, the fishermen, and the people of
Halifax county, will not be disposed to accept the words of
the hon. gentleman which have been spoken hare to-night.

Mr. KENNY. On previous occasions the ton. senior
member for Halifax bas reminded me, as ho has reminded
the member for Picton (Mr. Tupper), that we, as young
members of the House, wero not justified in questioning bis
statements, or the manner in which ho referred to hon. gen.
tleman opposite to him. Now, I am disposed to pay ail ithat
deferenco to that hou, gentleman to which the important
position ho occupies inl tiis ouse outilles him, but I would
remind him that, if ho imposes upon the position which hie
age entitles' him to occupy, it would b well for him to
acquire some of the virtues that become the aged and to be
more careful in hie statements, more accurate in his facto,
and more charitable in hie language. ie has stated that I
have been the aggressor in differences that bave arisen
between us in tiis House. Did the hon. gentleman im-
magine I was sent here never to contradict any statements
ho might make as regards my constituents, as regards -

Mr. MITCHELL, What is that you are saying ? I
would like to have the hon. gentleman repeat what hoesaid.
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Mr. BOWEL L. I said nothing to you.
Mr. MITCHELL. I heard the hon. gentlemen use the

term " blackguards."
Mr. BOWELL. I did not apply the word blackguard

to the hon. gentleman nor to any one else.
Mr. MITCH ELL. Did you utter the word blackguard ?
Mr. BOWELL. I do not propose to be dictated to by

you, nor by any one else. I will not answer yon.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is grossly unfair for the
hon. gentleman to interrupt a discussion in this way.

The CHAIRMAN. Let the hon. gentleman from lialifax
go oni

Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me. I beard the word black-
guard uttered, and I now ask the Minister of Customas
whether b uttered it or not. If he says ho did not, I ac-
cept his statemont; if he says ho did, lot him tell to whom
ho applied it.

Mr. BOW ELL. I did not say it to you, nor did I say it
to any other hon. gentleman; and I do not propose to be
bull ragged by you.

The CHAIRMAN. I would just say that if the hon. gen-
tleman heard it, ho overbeard it. I think it was not addressed
to anybody, but it was a more interjection of his own to
himself, not addresscd to anybody. I hoard the remark,
but it was not addressed to anybody.

Mr. MITCBELL. I rise to a question of order. Did
yon bear the tern blackgmard uttered by the hon. gentlg-
man ? I put it to you as Chairman, now ?

The CHAIR gAN. Whatever I may have heard was not
addressed to any person in this Çhamber, I believe.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am asking to whom it was addreEsed.
The CHAIRMAN. I think this thing has gone far

enough.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am not going to b put down

unfairly. I say I hoard the word blackguard uttered by
tho Minister of Customs. I want to know te whom he
applied it.

The CIAIRMAN. The bon. gentleman will proceed
with bis speech.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I call for a decision in
this matter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yon will hear some other
word uttered directly, if yon do not obey the Chair.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not afraid of you, anyway, not
a bit of it. None of your bullying or threatening will put
me down now. I want you to understand that.

The CH AIRMAN. The bon. member for Halifax las
the floor.

Mr. KENNY. I must ask the hon. momber for North-
umberland to allow me to go on. I do not wish to delay
the House. This controversy bas assumed a personal turn,
which is very much to beregretted indeed. My hon. friend
tho senior momber for Halifax, has said that I have been
the aggressor in any differences which have occurred bo-
tween us since I entered this House. Now, Sir, I say that
is not the case. I never spoke in this House until I had to
reply to soma challenge which the hon. member had made
as regards the elections in Halifax, and the position which
I occupy bore; and those are almost the only occasions on
which i trespassed on the time of this House. I felt when
I came bore, inexperienced as I was in publie matters,
bounced so suddenly upon the political stage as I had been,
that it would ill-become me to force myself upon the notice
of this House. And when the hon. gentleman got up here,

Mr. KlExy.

and, relying upon his knowledge of parliamentary form,
and upon the position which he occupies in this Uonse,
aspersed my position and the ciroumstances under which I
was sent here, I felt that, as a man, I was bound to make
my statement of the facto before the House, that it was due.
not only to myself but to my constituents, to the citizens of
Halifax, for I am proud to say that although the hon. gen-
tleman polled 60 more votes than I did in the constituency
we represont, yet in the city of Halifax, the metropolis of
our Province, I polled more votes than he did, although I
was almost an entire stranger, politically, to the people of
that constituency.

Mr. JONES. Railway votes.
An bon. MEMBER. Civil servants.
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jones was not interrupted in bis

observations, I hope no other interuptions will be thrown
across the House.

Mr. KENNY. Am I not right, have I not the liberty as
a momber of this House, as a business man, to speak to any
matter in which my fellow-citizens and the people of Nova
Scotia are especially interested ? Why, Sir, I should never
have come bore if my tongue was te be tied, because in ex.
pressing my opinions my views might conflict with the
views of any other hon. gentleman in th*s flouse. There-
fore, I have not one word to retract that I have said in refer-
ence to the West India trade of Halifax. I believe that
while I may not represent the wishes and the views of gen-
tlemen who are ongaged personally in the trade, I believe
that I ropresent tho interests of the fishernien of Nova Sco-
tia, and a majority of the people of that Province. Now,
the hon. gentleman says that 1 distributed with our olection
circular, a document which he was pleased to call a fraud-

Mr. JONES. That is true.
An hon, MElIBER. A torgery.
Mr. KENNY-or a forgery, and subsequently in his re.

marks he stated that my friends had placed the document
in these envelopes, and ho subsequently said that ho thought
I knew nothing about it.

Mr. JONES. Yos, I hope so, most undoubtedly.
Mr. KriLNNY. As regards the first statamont, it i3 en-

tirely inaccurate. I wish to give it such a parliamontary
denial as is possible for me to give; because my desire is
bere not only to adhere to the rules of this House, but to
the courtesies of debate, and I give the most positive and
emphatic denial that it is possible for one man to give to
the statementof another. Now, Sir, in reard to the circums.
tances under which that document was first brought to my
notice. The senior member for Halifax produced from an
envelope the document to which ho has referred. 1 never
saw it until he p: oduced the circular signed by Mr. Stairs,
my colleague in the candidature, and mysolf. I told the
hon. gentleman thon what I had stated when I first went
into the contest, that I would ho responsible for what I
uttered, and for what was written over my own signature,
and for that only. That was the answer I gave him, and I
told him thon that I was responsible for the circular which
bore my own signature, and I refused to be responsible
for anything else. It may have suited anybody on
the other side to place these two documents in one
envelope and try to do me an injury. It is a strange thing
that, in my subsequent enquiries, I found there were few
such envelopos in the city of Halifax. Now. I wish to give
that statement of the senior mamb3r for Halifax, in my
own untutored way, my own inexperienced way, as far
as parliamentary etiquette will allow, I wish to give it the
most emphatie and positive denial. The hon. gentleman,
when ho made that statement here to-night, had previously
met my denial of it. Why, Sir, he accuses me of boing
the aggressor in any differenes ithat may have arisea
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between us here. I appeal to the first word I uttered in
this House if I did not then express the desire I entertained,
and which I have always entertained, and I stated thon to
the House, that in the Province from which I came we never
allowed political differences to interfere with personal rela.
tions. I stated that in the Houso, and yet the hon. gontie.
man rose here and accused me, a young member, unknown
in this House, that I had introduced a Bill bore by agroe-
ment with the Government, when his own parliamentary
experience must have told him that such a thing was
utterly unknown and practically impossible. And yet ho
accused me of having donc so; and although I denied it ho
bas never yet withdrawn bis statement. As regards strong
language, I appeal to the hon. gentlemen who have listened
to my remarks on this West India business. I asked the
Minister of Finaneo a question because I would not have
another opportunity of doing so during the Session ; I asked
the question because it was one in which my constituents
take a great interest, one in which the sonior mom-
ber for Halifax himself had stated-as I quoted
in bis speech in 1876-was one in which the people
of Canada wore largoly interested. It suited that
hon. gentleman to make that speech in 1876, when the con-
dition of things wero exactly similar to that of 1887, yet it
suits him to make a different speech to-day; and because
I assert my liberty bore to speak upon this public question,
as I think and bolieve, ho attacks me in a way in which I
have heard no hon. member attacked in this flouse since I
entered it. The hon. gentleman has referred to this petition.
Had I not a perfect right to bring it bere ? Was it not a
public document? Had it not dono a positive injury to the
trade oflHalifaÀx? Was it not an advantage toour commerce
Io have tbose steamers to which refk ronce was made? Tbey
were subsidised by the Imperial Governmont? They in-
volved no tax on the Dominion Government, no tax on the
Province of Nova Scotia, no tax on the city of Halifax.
The Imporial Government paid the subsidy, and we had the
benefit of the use of those steamers for the transportation
of our mails, passengers and freight. Such an arrangement,
I say, was a palpable advantage to the trido of Canada, and
the hon. gentleman's success has been a positive injury to
that trade, and especially to the city of Halifax, where
those ves-els distributed annually $80,000 a year, and it
aimed a severe blow at the prestigo of our port at the very
time wewere claiming for it the position of the w nter port
of Canada. At the very time we were claiming that posi.
tion it was assailed by the hon. gentleman. Tho bon.
gentleman bas proclaimed in other places, when this matter
was brought before him and bis fellow-citizens, that ho is
a morchant firet. My doctrine-it is not for me to tell the
hon, gentleman what he is to do-but my doctrine is that
when a gentleman is sent here to represont a constituency
that its interests should be his first consideration, and
that is his solemn duty, irrespective of bis own invest.
monts, whethor they are in schooners or ships. West
Irdia goods or dry goods. That is my doctrine.
Whether the hon. gentleman has carried it out himsolf
or not I leave hon, gentlemen who have listened to this
discussion to draw their own conclusion from what tbey
have heard. I regret that this debate should have assumed
this very upleasant turn. I refae te be held responsible
for it, and I can only say that in expressing myself as I
did on this West India question-while I do net claim te be
an expert on it-I considered that it was my duty as repre-
senting Halifax, as the reprosentative of one of the consti-
tuencies in the Maritime Provinces, to express those opinions,
because 1 belioved the views I entertained were the views
of the great majority of the people of the Lower Provinces.

fr. JONES. With respect to this document to which
the hon. gentleman gives such an emphatic denial-.

Mr, K ENY. Donial of what ?

Mr. JONE. Donial of your knowledge.
Mr. K ENNY. I simply said bore to-nigh t what I told

the hon. gentleman when I met him lm iHalifax.

Mr. JON ES. When I met the lon, gentleman I was
handed, from various sources at that meeting, circulars
which had been addressed to them, circulars of the hon. gen-
tleman and Mr. Stairs, and with those circulars was the
forged document te whiih I have refurred. At the close of
the meeting I said to my friend: "Kenny, do you know
anything about that ? I will do you the justice to say I
believe you do not, and that I believe you will thank me
for giving you the opportunity to disavow all complicity or
knowledge with respect to it." Tho hon. gentleman, instead
of emphatically asserting there that hoiot only dis-
avowed it but disproved it, gave the answer ho bas given
to-night. I am only responsiblo for what I put above my
own signature and say to the public. Tho position was this:
that this document was circulated with tho circulars of the
hon. gentleman all over Halifax, and ho nover disavowed
it.

Mr. KENNY. That is not correct.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have been askod a very im-
portant question, and, notwithstanding the latoness of the
hour I must take the advantage to briefly enter into it. I am
sure the House will sympathise with one statement made
by the senior member for Halifax, and that is that this bas
been a very painful discussion. I am reminded of a ci- cum-
stance which occurred some time ugo in Nova Scotia.
When Sir Brenton ialiburton was president of the Legisla-
tire Council, a gentleman who sonctimoi made vory long.
winded speeches witbout very much in them, concluded a
three hours speech by saying that it was very painful to
have dolayed their honors at sueh great length, and Sir
Brenton said that if it was any consolation for the hon.
gentleman to know it, lie could assure him that ho was not
the solitary sufferer. I can assure the senior member for
Halifax that, however painful this debate may have been
to him, ho bas not been a solitary sufferer. I will say, without
enteling into the discussion between tho3e two hon. gentle.
men, that the speech of the senior momber is onehe would not
have made in the city of flalifax where both heand thejunior
member are equally well known. I willi say to tha hou.
gentleman that, high as may be bis position as a fish mer.
chant in lalifax, it will bo a proud day for him
if he should ever attain the position which the
junior momber occupies in that commercial community,
and ho will have reached a standing to which ho might
look forward with ambition, and which ho is a long way
from reaching at the present moment. I would not have
said that but for the overweening terme of reproach that
the hon. gentleman again and again has addressed te his
colleague for the city and county of Halifax bore to-night,
langango that no position ho bas ever attained in this House
would warrant him in using to a gentleman, whoso cbarao.
ter commercially, socially and personally, and in overy way
that constitutes an bon. gentleman, would warrant him in
applying to his colleague. I will not say more than tliat,
bocause I do not wish to enter into this discussion; but 1 will
say this, that the reason why I attach greater importance
to the viewe and sentiments of the junior member than I d>
to those of the senior momber on this very important ques-
tion,-

An bon. MEMBER. Because ho supports you.
Sir CHARLES TU PPER-is that one of those hon. gen-

tlemen who stand bore is avowedly and admittedly an inter.
ested party. H1e telle you that he is unwilling that the
subsidy shall bo given to a line of steam communication
between Canada and the West Indies, that hoe is unwilling
that that should be doue, b.eause hoesays it strikes at his
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own interests ; that ho has a few schooners engaged in the'
fish trade, and ho thinks ho can make more money out of
hie schooners and his fish trade-

Mr. JONES. I didn't say anything of the kind.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman didn't

say anything of the kind ? Why, Sir, his whole argument
was that ho understands his business, that that my hon.
friend does not ; that ho is in a position to speak about the
matter and that my hon. friend is not. What does that
mean ? Does it not mean that you are interestod, that you
have schooners engaged in the trade ? The hon. gentleman
knows that his whole speech has but that meaning, and he
must not shelter himself behind a more play of words.
Sir, how many times in the course of this evening,
did the hon, gentleman address the House with
endless and tiresome iteration-how many times
has he insulted the good sense of this House by
saying that ho knows all about this subject, and that my
hon. friend the junior member for Ilalifax, his colleague,
knows nothing about it ? If the hon. gentleman said that
once he said it twenty times, and once would certainly have
been sufficient against good taste; once would certainly
be sufficiently a violation of the language which hon. gen-
tlemen in his position use towards one another; once was
enough, and yet, over and over again did ho assume a
position that ho has no warrant to take in this House, by
anything ho bas ever done inside this House or ont of it.
Now, Sir, I will tell the hon. gentleman that that is one
reason that I attach so little value to his utterances. The
moment that a man telle me that bis own interests are en-
tirely baund up in a proj ct, I assume that I mus, allow a
cet-Lain amount of consideration for the extent to which
ho may become blinded. Now, Sir the jinior member for
Halifax stands in this position: ho occupies a position
second to no man in Hlalifax, or in the Province of Nova
Scotia, as a marchant and as a man of high standing.

Mr. JONES. Hear, hear.
Sir CHARLES TUPPERi A man of high character

and strnding, who deservedly enjoys the confidence of all
classes of the community.

Mr. JONES. Hear, hear.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. As a marchant and a commer-
cial man of high standing and charaoter, that hon. gentleman
has again and again been told, representing as ho does that
great metropolitan constituency as much as the hon. gentle-
man on the other side, ho has again and again been told that
he as no right to speak, that hie opinions are of no value,
becauso ho is ignorant of the subject and unqualified to offer
an opinion. That is not the laiguago by which the hon.
gentleman will everadvanco his own position,or detract from
the position of my hon. friand bohind me. I say, Sir, he as
eneered at my hon. friend behind me and at the Board of
Trade of the city of Ualifax, of whiuh ho is a member, the
Board of Trade with which ho is in constant association from
Monday morning till Saturday night, whose opinion he as
again and again brought to bear on the Governmont of the
country, in relation to important questions-for it was only
the other night that ho stood up and gave the decision
of the Board of Trade, on a question touching the businces
of falifar, and demanded that the Government and
the flouse should show the highest respect and con-
fidence in the decision which the Bcard of Trade had
arrived at. Why, Sir, has the hon. gentleman brought
us bore the authoritative dicta of the Board of
Trade of the city of Halifax, if they are the contempti-
ble, insignificant, unworthy body ho bas represented them
here te-night-a body undeserving of the respect or confi-
dence of anybody; a body whose opinions are as the idle
wind ; a body who should be treated, not merely with Fer-

Sir OmaLs Turra.

fet unconcern but with perfect contempt by this House.
But, Sir, much as the hon. gentleman eneere at my hon.
friend behind me, contemptuously as ho sneers at thi B>ard
of Trade of the city of Halifax, there was one man he
treated worse than either, one man that he treatod with
greater contempt, one man upon whom ho inflicted a deoper
injury than ho did cither upon my hon friend or the Baard
of Trade of the city of Halifax-and that man was himsolf.
The hon, gentleman stood up here and gave us an exhibi-
tion of what we might expect from the hon. gentleman; but
thero was not a sueer ho uttered that struck more deeply or
incisively upon anybody, than it did upon the speech which
ho himself had deliverod in this House. Why, in 1876, when
ho stood, not in the cold shades of Opposition, but when ho
was clothed with the authority of a member of the Adminis.
tration, when ho stood on this side of the House -

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIIT. My hon. friend was not
a member of the Government in 1876.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER Not a member but a supporter
of the Govern ment of that day, of which ho was afterwar la
a member; and I do not forget that either. I do not forget
that that which he told that Government was a vital matter,
with reference to the restoration of the West India trade,
that that policy which ho told the Government was worth
four millions of dollars per annum to the Province of Nova
Scotia, that that policy which ho demanded from that Gov-
ernment, was refused by that Government, and when they
refused it ho kissed the hand that smote him, and went into
that Government and bocame one of their colleagues.
But it was not for that that I rose to addJress the Com-
mittea, but to remind the hon. gentleman that in all his
sneers and attacks on the Bâard of Trado of Halifax, and on
my hon. f riend the junior member for that city, thora was
nothing that did not pass by like the idle wind, compared
with the mannar in which ho assaulted his own
declarations as a public man on the floor of this
louse. Tben, Sir, ho was in favor of a lino of

steam communication; thon, ho supported warmly the
motion made by Mr. Young to establish a line of steam
communication between Canada and the West Indies; thon,
ho declared that it was of tho groatest importance to Halifax
and the Provirca of Nova Scotia, as well as to all the manu-
facturing industries of Canada, that th;s lino of steam com-
munication should ba adopted in order to save and maintain
that trade, which ho declared was worth four millions par
annum to this country. Thon, Sir, the Canard steamers,
which ho now sneers at and treats with such contempt, ho
held up as a line managed in tbe intereste of thacountry,
and performing valuable work for this country. Now, Sir,
I say there is no assault the hon. gentleman has made on
anyboly in this Iouse, or out of it, half as effective as the
assault with which in 18S7 ho has demolished the member
for Halifax of 1876, and the statements ho thon made
in this louse. I have given the hon. gentleman the
roason why I do not attach that weight and importance
to his statemonts that I should be disposed otherwise
to attach to thom. I may say that the Government, con-
curring in every word that fell from the hon. member for
Kent, who showed, just as the hon. member for Halifax in
1876 showed, the value that this line of steam communica-
tion would be to this country-I accopt the statements of
the hon. member for Kent as sound, and as entirely endors.
ing the views of the hon. member for Halifax of 1876, and
of the junior member for Halifax of 1887. I say that this
concurrent testimony eatifios me that the hon, gentleman
was thon alive to the trua interests of the country-that with
his friends in power, when he was not in a position
to obstructs anything which was put forward by the
Government in the interests of this country-I say that I
take his cooler judgment then, when ho was supporting the
Goverument in power and supporting the proposition made
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bythat Government for the purpose of establishing this
lino of steam communication. The hon. gentleman saya,
and mays truly, that Nova Scotia has, to a large extent, the
flsh trade with the West India Islands, certainly with Cuba
and Porto Rico. But ho knows right well that the trade which
the United States now monopolises is a trade that is
worthy of the attention of this country, and one that we
would fail in what we owe to the country, if we did not
attempt to obtain in accordance with the opinion the hon.
gentleman held in 1876, when ho spoke from this side of
the House. The four trade is one that Canada could take,
and it is an enormous trade. The trade in potatoes with
those islands is a most valuable and important trade that
Canada onght to be able to take. [ say that in four, pota.
toes and lumber, three most important staples, Canada is
well adapted to furnish better than the United States is
to-day. In lumber and potatoes we are in a position to more
than compete with them. We export lumber to the United
States and pay a heavy duty on it, and we export potatoes
to the United States in the face of a heavy duty; so that in
regard to those articles, and in regard to four, we have only
to adopt proper methods to extend the trade of Canada
enormously with those islands. Then, there are all
the other articles which attracted the attention of the
hon. gentleman in 1876, the products of the manffacturing
industries of Canada, which can be expanded to an almost
indefinite extent. I may be asked, if these are my views,
why there is not a vote here to establish this ser vice ? I may
say that the Government are quite satisfied that it is in the
interest of Canada that this steam service should be estab.
lished; but the Committee will remember when, on a previons
occasion, I stated the position we were in with regard te
Spain, I statèd that I expected, at an early day, that this
Government would be represented at Madrid, and that we
would enter into negotiations with the Spanish Government
to trade with Cuba and Porto Rico on such terms as would
certainly put us on, at least, an even keel with the United
States; and the abstention of the Government from
bringing down a vote for establishing this steam com-
munication now may be useful to us in ccnducting
those negotiations. I say the Government are fully alive
to the importance of this trade te Canada. We are prepared
to do everthing we can to extend our trade, and Ilbelieve
we shall be able to extend it to a very large extent with the
West India Islands, both British and foreign, and that at an
early day in the future we shalh be able to ask the House,
with greater confidence than we can now, for a vote that
will put this trade with the West India Islands on a very
satisfactory basis.

Committee rose and reported resolutions.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 3:20 a. m.

(Wednesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, 15th June, 1887.

The SPEAKza took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYzas.

PONTIAC AND PACfFIC JUNCTION RAILWAY CO.

Mr. BRYSO N moved that Bill (No. 102) respecting the
Pontiac and Pacifie Junction Railway Company, be placed
among the private Bi11# on the Orders of this day, for con-
sideration in Committee of the Whole, in accordance with

the recommendation of the Select Standing Committee
on Railways, Canala and Telegraph Lines.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I object to that motion, as it a
contrary to rule No. 22. I object to the Bill being placed
on the Order Piper for to-day.

Mr. SPEAKER. If there le any objection, ofaourse the
rale cannot be enspended. It will have to go till to-morrow.

CANADA ATLANTIO STEAMSHIP COMPANY.

Mr. TUPPER moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
151) for granting certain powers to the Canada Atlantic
Steamship Company (Limited), and that theoiat and 49th
rales of this Hlouse beo suspended as regards this Bill.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firat time.
Mr. TUPPER moved the second reading of the Bill.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (go.
152) to amend the General Inspection Act.

Mr. JONES. Will the hon gentleman be kind enough
to explain the scope of the proposed change?

Mr. COST[GAN. This is a short Bill, the object of
which is to amend the Inspection Ac-, in so far as the in.
spection and grading of flour is concerned. It is only
introduced at the special request of the Chamber of Com.
merce of Rontreal, backed up by the commercial bodies of
Toronto, Quebec and other cities. It was understood that,
as it was the general desire to close the Session at an early
date, this Bill should stand over; but a very important
delegation came to Ottawa and convinced the Government
that the measure should be passed through. It was, accord.
ingly, agreed that the Bill should be passel through even
at this late stage of the Session.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the frst and the second
times.

FISH TRAPS.

Mr. PERRY asked, How many applications to set fsh
trapesalong the coast of Prince Edward Island bave been made
to the Department of Marine and Fisheries from 1878 up to
date ? How many have been granted, and how many have
been refused ? The date of each lhcense, the amount paid
yearly by each party obtaining license, and the date
of refusal of granting licenses?

Mr. POSTER. The only written application received
at the Fisheries Department, from 1878 to the present date,
for permission to fish with trap nets along the coast, ws
from Mr. James H. Myrick, of Tignish. Only one license
was granted to J. H. Myrick, from 1879 to 1885 ; fee $40
per annum. This license was not renewed in 1886 and
1887.

CAP A LA CORNEILLE BOOMS.

Mr. CIIOQUETTE asked, Who was entrusted with the
execution of the work done at the booms at Cap à la Cor-
neille, on the River St. Maurice.? What has been the cost
of the said work ? Had tenders been called for in relation
thereto?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The person who has been
charged with these works is a gentleman whose name is F.
E. Norton. These works have cost $7,945. No tenders were
asked for, owing to the fact that the work was done at the
usual rates.
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COLONISATION COMPANIES. ·

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, How many colonisation com.
panies are there in active existence in the North-West
Territory, and what names are they known by ? What
income is derived from the same by the Governmont ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There are eighteen companies
-I said the other day there were nineteen, but I find there
are eighteen-in existence. They are : The Fertile Blt
Colonisation Company, the Temperance Colonisation Com.
pany, the Primitive Methodist Colonisation Company, the
Farmers' North-West Land and Colonisation Company, the
Dominion Lands Colonisation Company, the Montreal and
Western Land Company, the Touchwood-Qu'Appelle
Colonisation Company. Alexander Scott and Timothy Hay,
the York Farmers' Colonisation Company, the Qu'Appelle
Land Company, P. V. Valin, the Edmonton and Saskat.
chewan Land Company of Canada, Patrick Purcell, the
Saskatchewan Land and Homestead Company, J. C.
Morrow, J. W. G. Armitage and John Beattie, Sholi River
Colonisation Company, W. B. Vahey and J. Wilkinson,
James Armstrong and John J. Cook. There is no revenue
derived from those companies.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, How many colonisation com-
panies have ceased to carry on business in the North-West
Territory? When did they cease ? By what names were
they known ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The Government have agreed
to sever their contract with the following companies: Qu'-
Appelle and Longlake Land Company, the Fertile Belt and
Western Colonisation Company, H. W. Christian Meyer,
Ferguson, Blackburn and others, including H. B. Smith,
Prince Albert Colonisation Company, Wm. Sharples, Scot.
tish Ontario and Manitoba Land Company.

SETTLEMENT IN NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, What steps do the Government
propose taking in order to encourage settlement in the North-
West Teriitory, and continue the work so beneficially in-
augurated by the Government in 1874 ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). This is hardly a question that
should be put. The stops taken by the Government are
embodied in the regulations of the Department, and in the
Acts passed by this House, and we consider they will prove
superior to those measures previously in force.

. PROTECTION OF FISHERIES.

Mr. LAN DERKIN asked, Whet her any instructions, writ-
ten or verbal, other than those contained in the correspond-
ence recently laid on the Table, were given to the com-
manders of fisheries protection vessels in 1886 ? If so, what
were they ?

Mr. FOSTER. Confidential instructions, other than
those contained in the fishery papers, &c., were issued
through the commanders of the fishery protection cruisers
in 1886. If these wore to ho made public they would cease
to be confidential.

REPRESENTATION OF QUEEN'S COUNTY, N.B.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Have the Government had
any communication, written or otherwise, with Mr. Baird,
of Queen's county, N.B., as to his resignation, as pro-
mised in his explanation given to this House'of his being
here in the place of Mr. Ming?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government have
had no communication, written or otherwise, with Mr.
Baird as to his resignation.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

HARBORS AND BRE&KWATERS.

Mr. CURRAN, in the absence of Sir DONALD SMITH,
asked, 1st. What is the aggregate of the moneys that have
been voted by Parliament during the term of years since
Confederation down to the present time, exclusive of
revotes, but including the Estimates for the fiscal year
ending 30th June, 1888, for expenditure on harbors and
breakwaters, improvements in rivers, dredging operations,
including cost of and repairs to dredges ? 2nd. What part
of this expenditure was on the harbor of Montreal and on
the ship-channel between Montreal and Quebec?

Sir HIECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the first por.
tion of this question, I would say that a long time would
have ti be occupied to give an answer, and a large number
of papers would have to be examined. I, therefore, in the
statement I have obtained give the amount expended instead
of the amount voted. The following are the amounts:-
Harbors and breakwaters: Expended to 30th June, 1886,
87,173,841 ; esti mates for 1886-87, $338,556 ; esti mates for
1887-88, $237,450; total, $7,749,847. Improvements of
rivers: Expended to 30th June, 1886, $1,326,530; estimates
for 1886-87, 8142,200; for 1887-88, $71,200; total, $1,539,930.
Dredges, construction: Expended to 30th June, 1886, $472,-
662 ; estimates for 1886-87, 817,000; 1887-88, $20,700; total,
$510,362. Dredges, maintenance and repairs, $137,340 ;
estimates for 1886-87, $32,000; esti mates for 1887-88, 832,000,
making a total of $301,340 08. For dredging, included in
harbors and'rivers, the amount of the estimates for 1886-87
was 890,000; for 1887-88, $90,000; total, $ 180,000. The
total amount expended to the 30th June, 1886, was 89,110,-
374.76; the total estimates for 1886-87, 8619,756 ; the total
estimates for 1887-88, $451,350, making a grand total of
$10,181,480.76. In answer to the other part of the hon.
gentleman's question, I would say that none of the above
amounts was expended or voted for the Uontreal harbor, or
the deepening of the river St. Lawrenee between Quebec and
Montreal, but $2,530,504.10 was advanced, up to the 8th of
June instant, out of the $,6F0,000 authorized by special Acts
of Parliament, the Harbor Cornmissioners repaying the same
at the rate of one per cent. sinking fund, and four and five
per cent. interest.

SUMS PAID T. J. WATJERS AS SEIZING OFFICER.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What sums have
been naid to T. J.Watters as seizing officer, since 30th June,
1886,~and what sums as informer? And what further
amounts are now claimed in either capacity ?

Mr. BOWELL. The following sume have been paid by
the Cu-toms Department to Mr. T. J. Watters, since the
30th June, 1886, as seizing officer's share : $373.40 ; 8235.-
70 ; $3,997 31 ; 81,433.70; making a total of $6,040.13. No
payments have been made that officer as informer. How
much of the above sum was paid by him to those from
whom he received information we have no knowledge, as
we never make enquiry as to who the informers are. No
further amounts of which we have any knowledge are now
claimed by that officer in respect of seizures.

STATION IN NOTRE DAME DU SACRE-CoUR.

Mr. FISET asked, Whether it is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to build a depot or station, on the lino of the
Intercolonial Railway, in the Parish of Notre Dame du
Sacré-Cour ? If such is their intention, when do the Gov-
ernment propose to commence the building of this station ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not the intention of
the Government to build a depot, this summer, at that place?
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WHARF AT ST. ROCH AND STE. LOUISE, L'ISLET.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to assist the municipalities of St. Roch and Ste.
Louise, in the county of L'Islet, in repairing the damage
caused to their wharf by the storm of November, 1884?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not the intention of the
Government to make the repairs which are asked for. This
wharf is not a Government wharf and we have not been
informed that these repairs were needed.

WHARF AT STE. ANNE DE LA POCATIÈ RE.

Mr. DESSAINT asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to repair the wharf at Ste. Aune de la Pocatière,
in the county of Hamouraska, and to complete the wharf
this year ?

Sir iHECTOR LANGEVIN. If there are repairs to be
made they will be made at this wharf as they are made at
other wharves. As to completing the wharf this year, I
cannot give a definite answer to that question in the way
it is put.

DISMISSAL OF PAUL BÉLANGER AND GABRIEL
CARON.

Mr. DESSAINT asked, For what reasons were Paul Bé.
langer and Gabriel Caron, both employôs on the Inter-
colonial Railway at the Rivière du Loup station, dismissed ?
Did these employès demand an enquiry to clear them-
selves? If they did so, why was such an investigation
refused them ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Messrs. .Bélanger and
Caron were dismissed for neglect of duty. 1v is not known
whether they demanded an enquiry here in the office, but,
at ail events, an investigation took place, and their dismissal
was the result.

PUBLIC BUILDING IN LUNENBURG.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne), in the absence of Mr*
E1s8saAuxa, asked, From whom was the site for a public
building in the town of Lunenburg purchased? What was
the amount paid for the site ? How much land is contained
in same? Bas the amount been paid for the land, and when,
and bas the deed passed to Her Majesty ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The site for the public
building at Lunenburg was purchased from Messrs. Creigbton
for 83,900. The size of the lot is 120 by 80 feet, or 9,500
tquare feet. A choque for the amount wis sent to the De.
pai tment of Justice on the 13th of May last, but a deed bas
not been given.

POSTMASTER AT ST. LUCE STATION.

Mr. FISET asked, Whether the Government have
ordered an enquiry in the matter of the charges brought in
this House against A. Laberge, postmaster at St. Luce
Station ? If they have done so, what is the resnit of the
investigation ?

Mr. McLELAN. No charges have been transmitted to
the Department against that postmaster.

WAR CLAlMS PAID AND REJECTED BY THE GPV-
ERNMENT.

Mr. HOLTON asked, Have any claims recommended for
payment by the War Claims Commission beeni rejected by
the Government ? If so, what were the claims so rejected,
their amounts, and the reasons for refusing their pay.
ment ?

Sir 4DOLPHE CARON. In answer to the hon. gentle-
man, I beg to refer him to report No. 153 of the War
Claims Commiss on:-F. N. Gisborne, Superintendent of
Telegraph Service, for extra services of the following por-
Fons: Sub-agent Youlindoburg claimed $50; recommendud,
$18. Sub-agent Anderson claimed 850; recommended,
$18. Agent Molloy claimed $150; reoommended, 861 50.
Repairer McFarlane claimed $109; recommended, $11.
Repairer Latimer claimed $100; recommended, 841. Chief
operator Richardson claimed $150; recommended, 882.
District Superintendent Gisborne claimed $200 ; recom-
mended, $92.25. Total claimed, $800; less off, $446.25;
amount paid, $353.15. I wouid also refer the hon. gentle-
man to report No. 163 of the War Claims Commission:
Lieutenant-Colonel Peebles, suporintendent of stores and
paymaster at Winnipeg; difference between bis pay of
841.66 per month, and $4.87 per day, the pay of his rank,
321 days to 30th September, 1886, 81,229; recommended,
81,123.50; off $105.50. I would also refer him to report
No. 175 of the War Claims Commission, 857: Sergeant Al-
fred Codd, for attending sick and wounded of the North-
West field force, remaining at Winnipeg hospital from 27th
November, 1885, to 29th December, 1886, 306 days at $ 1.65,
8504.95; recommended, $198.90 ; off, $306.05. The roasons
for the action taken by the Department are to be found in
the report.

THE SURGEON GENERAL.

Mr. HOLTON asked, Does Colonel Bergin retain the posi-
tion of Surgeon General in the active militia? If so, what
is his salai y, and what are his duties ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Colonel Bergin is gazetted
Surgeon General, and retains his position in the active mil-
itia. Hie bas no duties to perform, and not under pay.

REJECTED WAR CLAIMS.

Mr. HOLTON asked, Have any claims which wore re-
jected by the War Claims Commission sine been paid? If
so, wbat were the claims so paid, their nature and amounts,
and the reasons of the Government for thoir paymont ?

Sir ADOLPIIE CALRON. War Commission Report 96,
John Balmillie, for pay us chief accountan, employed by Mr.
Bedson, late chief Liansport officer in the North-Wesýt witi
the general olicer commanding, $536; disbursiements and
hotel expensos, 846.20; stationery, 8 13.95 ; ard two months'
rent of office, 850. The claim was rejected by the Commis-
sion for waut of sufficient proof that the work haçi beon
performed, and bas since been paid on a certificate from Mr.
Bedson, giving full details ofthe said work. War Commis-
sion Report 96, H. Newell, assistant accourtant, 8105, ditto.
War Commission Report 427, J. Il. E Secretan, for pay for
services as assistant chief transport officer with the general
officer commanding, for the month of September, 1885, $355.
This claim was rejcted by the Commission, as tbey were
not satisfied that he was employed during that month, and
has since been paid on the certificate of the general officer
commandivg that he was then employed in the service of
the Government.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-TII E ONDER-
DONK CONTR ACT.

Mr.CHISHOLX asked, Whetherthe Onderdouk contract
-the section between Kamloops and Port Moody, British
Columbia, bas been conveyed to the Clanadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company, and if so, when, and on what terms?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The section between
Kamloops and Port Moody has been handed over to the
Canadian Pacifi Railway0ompany, under the terme and cone
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ditions of the contract set out in the Act incorporating that Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That claim is being
oompany. considered.

RANGE LIGHTS AT MIMINEGASH, P.E.I.

Mr. PERRY asked, Io there a keeper appointed for the
range lights at Miminegash, Prince Edward Island? If so,
who is he ?

Mr. FOSTER. No permanent keeper has yet been ap-
pointed. There is some question about rearranging the
range lights. If the lights are lighted before that i done,
they will be put in charge of a temporary man.

DEBLOIS POST OFTICE, PRINCE EDWLARD ISLAND.

Mr. PERRY asked, Were tenders asked for, for carrying
mails from DeBlois Station to the post office at DeBlois
Road, Prince Edward Island ? If so, to whom has the con-
tract been given, and for what amount?

Mr, MoLELAN. It is understood that the Post Office In-
spector at Charlottetown has asked for tenders for carrying
tlese mails, but the contract bas not been assigned.

Mr. PERRY asked, Upon whose recommendation was the
postmaster of DeBlois Road, Prince Edward Island, ap.
polnted ?

Mr. McLELAN. He was appointed on the responsibility
of the Post Office Department.

ST. ANDREW'S RAPIDS, RED RIVER.

Mr. WATSON asked, Ras the Government completed
surveys of St. Andrew's Rapids, on Red River, in the Pro-
vince of Manitoba ? If so, what is the estimated cost of pro-
posed improvements, and is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to place a sum in the Estimates and go on with the
improvements this year ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The chief engineer says the
plans have been received, but too late to be considered this
session. Those plans are simply plans of the river. What
have to be prepared are plans of such works as may be re-
quired to overcome the St. Andrew's Rapidt by the construc-
tion of locks and dams, involving an expenditure of at least
balf a million dillars, and, therefore, rcquir irg tin.o for con-
sideration.

IIE COMMAND OF "C" BATTERY.

Mr. AMOYT asked, Whether Lieut.-Col. Grey, of the
Toronto Field Battery, has been appointed to the command
of "C " Battery of the Canadian Reg*ment of Artillery, and
whether it is the intention of the vernment to appoint
him ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Lieut.-Col. Grey has not Leen
appointed to the command of "«C" Battery. Lieut.-Col.
HolImes was appointed to that poEition by General Order,
dated the 10th of August, 1883, under authority of an Order
in Council passed on the 9th of July, 1883.

CLAIM OF DR. J. MORIN.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether the Government intend to
pay to Dr. J. Morin, of St. Charles, 'ellechasse, the amount
of hi claim for medical attendance on Odilon Fournier, a
brakesman on the Intercolonial Railway, wounded at St.
Charles, aforesaid, when engaged in the discharge of lis
dut as such brakesman, on the 28th March, 1885, the
said attendance having lasted up to 8th June, 1885 ? If not,
what amount do the Government intend to pay him, and
when will suoh paymnt be made

Sir JOlN A. MODOgALD.

CANADIAN HORSES WORKING IN TUE UNITED
STATES.

Mr. GILLMOR asked, Is theGovernment aware that the
United States Government have stopped allowing Canadian
horses passing into the States in bond to perform temporary
wo k ? That parties taking their horses from Canada for
temporary work must enter them and pay the duties? In
cases where horses are so entered and the duties paid in
the United States, will the Government allow those horses
to return to Canada without demanding that duties shall
be paid upon them ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Government are aware that a cir-
cular has been issned by the Treasury Department at Wash-
ington, depriving Canadians of the privilege they formerly
enjoyed of taking their horses and implements into the
United States for temporary employment. I desire to in-
form the hon. gentleman that the most liberal regulations
will be made in order to assist our own people in obtaining
employment in that way.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LUNENBURG.

Mr. EISENHAUER asked, Whether the Government,
in accordance with the reply given to the question asked
regarding a grant for a public building at Lunenburg, have
considered the matter, and whether, in view of the numer-
ously-signed petition recently presented from the people of
Lunenburg regarding the same, the Government bas de-
cided to provide for a building this Session ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. it is not the intention of
the Government to provide for a building this Session.

PROPOSALS TO PURCIASE THE INTERCOLONIAL
RAILWAY.

Mr. CIIOQUETTE asked, Whether proposals have been
made to the Government, by any persons or companies, for
the purchase of the Intercolonial Railway? If so, who are
the said persons or companies; and have the Government
considered the said proposals ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Several conversations
have taken place with parties desiring, or professing to
deFire, to purchase the Intercolonial Railway, and a memo-
randuin or paperwill be put in. But no resuits have arisen
from thee, i the 1+overnment .LOW has before it this
incomplete propooivuÂ.

PENETANGUISHENE HARBOR.

Mr. O'BRIEN asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to place a sum in the Estimates for the im-
provement of the harbor at Penetanguishene ?

Sir HECTON LANGEVIN. I may say that interviews
have taken place between deputations from the people of
Penetanguishene and the Minister of Public Works, about
improvements there; but 1 must wait until some proposai
is made, as it was supposed would be made, by the town to
my Department, before I can submit the matter to my
colleagues.

REVIS[NG OFFICER AT L'ASSOMPTION.

Mr. GAUTHIER asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to appoint, at an early day, a revising
officer for the electoral district of L'Assomption, in place
of Pierre Blouin, Esq., deceased ?

JMr. CHAPLRAU. la due time,
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84Tn ST. HYACINTHE BATTALION.

Mr. BCIIA RD, in the absence of Mr. BERNIER, asked,
Why has the 84th St. Hyacinthe Battalion only five com
panies, when six is the regiulation ? Has Captain Duhaime,
of No. 3 Company of 84th St. Hyacinthe Battalion resigned,
and when was his resignation received at the Department ?

as Lieutenant Valcourt, of No. 3 Company, been recom-
mended for promotion to the command of said Company,
and if so, why is he not gazetted ? Why has the 84th
Battalion no junior major ? Has any person been recom.
mended for junior majority of the 84th ? If so, why is he
not gazetted ? Has Lieut.-Col. B. F. Campbell, commanding
84th Battalion, recoîrmended to the Daputy Adjutant Gene.
rat of the Sixth Military District, any person for the posi.
tion of junior major of the 84th Battalion ? Has Lieut.-
Col. B. F. Campbell, commanding 8th Battalion made any
request to the Deputy Adjutant-General of his district,
since two years, to be allowed to raise his battalion, to the
full strength of six companies ? Has Lieut.-Col. B. F.
Campbell, commanding 84th Battalion, complained at any
time bince two years of the neglect to gazette recommenda-
tions he made for promotion of officers, as well as for the
appointment of officers to said battalion ? Is General Sir
Frederick Middleton aware of the complaint made by Lieu-
tenant-Colonel B. F. Campbell, commanding 81th Battalion ?
If so, m hat is being done ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. (Translation.) In answer to
the questions put by the lon. member I have tie honor to
say ;-1. The 84Lh Battalion is still on the list of the acLive
militia as having six companies. 2. The resignation of
Captain Duhaime of No. 3 Company was received at the
office of the Adjutant General on the 5th of February, 1886.
3 Lieutenant Valcourt is the officer who cornes immedi.
ately for promotion in No. 3 Company. The list of recon-
mendations and the resignation of Captain Duhaime have
been sent to the Deputy Adjutant-General of District No 6,
Lieutenant Colonel Harwood, on ihe 12th of Febrnary, 1886,
to obtain the transfer of the arme of the company. These
papers have not come back to Ottawa, and that is the
reason why nothing bas been published so far. We have
written to the Deputy Adjutant-General on the 11th June,
1887. 4. When a battalion is entitled to this junior major
it belongs to the officer commanding to recommend a quali-
fied and proper perton for that position. 5. Yes; and
Milton McDoLald bas been recommended. 6. Ie is not an
officer; he has no qualification certificate. This appointment
would be an injus:ice towards all the cther captains. 7.
Yes; I have answered that in the fifth answer. 8. The
battalion is complete, having six companies. However, o
these companies numbers five and six are not effective. 9.
The delay arises from the fact that the recommendations
were not such as could be carried out. 10. YAs ; we have
communicated about this matter with the Deputy Adjutant
General of that distriot.

YORK VILLAGE-GRAND RIVER.

Mr. MONTAGUE asked, Is it the intention of the
Government to have an enquiry made by properly qualified
persons into the necessity and desirabiliy of constructing
the public work at York village, upon the Grand River,
for which assistance is asked, and whioh the Municipal
Couecil ot the county have already passed upon, as per
resolution of the council forwarded to the Government;
and when will the enquiry take place ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the intention of the
Government to have enquiry made, and that soon.

DISTRIBUTION OF ANSARD TO MUNICIPALITIES.

Mr. T U20OT asked, Would the Government be disposed
tg order that a copy of 4uar4 b. Usnt every year to any

municipality asking for it, so that it might be placed in the
municipal archives and be accessible te the public ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not the intention of
the Government.

TELEGRAPH SERVICE -ASH CROFT AND BARKER-
VILLE.

Mr. RE ID asked, What arrangements were made whereby
the telegraphic service between Ashcroft and Barkerville
are pertormel by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company?
Does the Governiment retain any control over the said line
in respect to the proper and efficient service thereof?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Arrangement has beon
ruade witi the Canadiin Pacific Railway, that the district
superintendent, Mr. Wilson, late Governmont telegraphic
suporintendent in British Columbia, will maintain in good
repair and efficiently operate the line between Ashcroft
and Barkerville, the Government to pay the actual expense,
to be credited with the receipts frein the line, such agree-
ment to terminate at any time at the option of the Govern-
ment.

CHIPPEWA INDIANS ANNUITY.

Mr. COOK asked, How have the moneys, £1,200 annuity,
payable to the Chippewa Indiana under surrender October
lat, 1818, been applied?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The moneys reforred to
in the above question are at the credit of the Chippewa
Indians who ruade the surrender on October thc 17Lh, 1818,
(not on October the ist), and the amount is distributed
among them semi-annually.

SALES OF INDIAN LANDS.
Mr. COOK asked, How have the moneys arising from

the sales of the Indian lande on Georgian Bay, Lakes
Couchiching, Huron and Simcoe, been applied, an I aiso
the moneys arising from the sales of the Coldwater Re-
serve ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The moneys arising from
the sales of the Indian lands on Georgian Bay, Lakes
Conchiching, Huron and Sincoe, as well as the noneys
arising from the sale of the Coldwater Reserve, have gone
to the credit of the capital funds of the Chippewa Indiars,
and the interest thereon is dibtributed among them semi.,
annually.

TIMBER CUT ON INDIAN LANDS.

Mr. COOK asked, What compensation do the Govern-
ment intend to allow the Indians of Christian Island, for
the timber cut by licensees tof the Crown on their lands on
the eastern shore of Georgian Bay, running northward froum
the Penetanguishene purchase up to Mooee Point?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The question of compon-
sation, if any, to be allowed the Indians of Christian Island
on the above account, will be a matter for settlement when
the Commissioners meet for the purpose of settling claims
against the old Province of Canada.

PENETANGUISHENE PURCHASE.

Mr. COOK asked, What compensation do the Govern-
ment intend to allow the Indians of Christian Island, lor
the lands comprised in what- is known as the Punctangui.
shene purchase, which the Indians allege was never surren-
dered by the tribe to the Government but by vagabond
Indians who held no authority to execute the deed ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Crown purchased
from the Indians, in the year 1795, the lands above referred
toe, for £101 ourreny paid in hand to them, The Indianu

1887. 1005



COMMONS DEBATES. -JuNr, 15,

now allege that those who undertook to negotiate with the
Government for the sale of the property in question had no
authority to do so, or to execate a deed of surrender of the
same. At this late date it is most diffiult to arrive at the
facts in respect to this matter. It is only recently that any
doubt bas been thrown on the bond fides of the parties who
executcd the su: render. The compensation, if any, to be
allowed the Indians, should their claim be substantiated by
sufficient evidence, would have to be arranged by the Coin-
missioners for the adjustment of claims against the old Pro-
vince of Canada.

CLAI OF DANIEL CROUINARD.

Mr. FISET asked, What are the reasons which have in-
duced the Government to defer, up to this date, the payment
to Mr. Daniel Chouinard of the amouut awarded to him
by the Official Arbitrators for damages cused to his pro-
perty by the pasing of the Intercolonial Railway ?

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. The evidence which was
adduced to establIsh this claim was so contradictory that I
am told, in one case, no damage could posibly have oocurred
to the parties, unless water would run up hill, so the Minister
has deferred deciding in favor of Mr. Chouinard.

CAUGHNAWAGA INDIAN RESERVE.

Mr. DOYO. asked, When was Mr. Walbank appointed
to survey the Indian Roserve of Caughnawaga, and at whose
request ? What is the precise nature of the work entrusted
to Mr. Walbank ? What sums have been already paid to
Mr. Walbank, and how murch remains to be paid to him ?
What ils the object of Mr. Walbank's operations, and what
action do the Government intend to take in the matter?
When will the work be completed ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the spring of 1882
Mr. MoLea Walbank, P.L.S., was appointed to sub-divide
by survey the Indian reserve at Caughnawaga, on his own
application for the work. He had a letter of introduction
from the Hon. Peter Mitchell, and was recommended by
the Hon. J. C. Aikins. The nature of the work entrusted to
Mr. Walbank comprised, in the first place, the preliminary
survey of all of the varions undefined plots of land
claimed, and in part cultivated, by different members of the
Iroquois band, which was a work of very great difficulty,
and occupied considerable time, and in the second place,
a subsequent sub-division by the regular lines of survey
of the reserve into lots containing 30 acres each ; also, the
investigation of the individual claims to the lands. The
amount already paid Mr. Walbank, on account of this sur-
-vey, is $ 16,000. It is impossible to say exactly what farther
amount will be required to complete the survey, but it is not
expected that very much more expenditure will be in-
curred, as the sub-division of the land will probably be
completed this season. The object of Mr. Walbank's
operations is to enable the Department to determine what
quantity of land each Indian head of a family on the re-
serve, and male person of 21 years and over, is entitled to,
and to distribute the land among them. As soon as the
survey bas been completed location tickets will be pre-
pared and issued to each locatee. As already stated, it
is expected that the survey will be completed this season.

THE LATE MR. CAMPBELL (RE NFREW).

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGUT. It is my painful dnty
to call the attention of the House to the loss which bas
been eustained by the recent death of Mr. Campbell, the
member for South Renfrew, which took place yester.
day. Hon. gentlemen who have been in this House with
the late Mr. Campbell do not require to be told that,
although having entered the Qqj@g sA a somwhat ad.j

&ir ~oHn A, MAQpoggy,

vanced period in life, ho did not take any very active share
in the debates, he was a man who was noted for bis un.
assuming and retiring character, and also for his devotion
to bis duties as a member of this House. Unfartunately,
this S-ssion has been marked by an unusual number of
deaths, and, although in Mr. Campbell's case it was not so
unexpected as in the case of the other gentlemen whose
loss we had to deplore-the hon. members for Digby (Mr.
Campbell) and Restigouche (Mr. Moffat)-still, those of us
who met Mr. Campbell in the early part of this Session
were very far, indeed, fromn erpecting that we sbould be
called upon to deplore his loss at this period of the Sebsion.
Mr. Campbell, I believe, for a great many years was very
extensively ongaged in mercantile operations. In bis own
section of the country he always sustained a very bigh char.
acter for probity and honor, and ho has left behind him a gap
which will be bard to fill in bis family and among those
who were acquainted with him in that part of the country.
I am sure the whole louse will sympathise with his family
in the loss they have sustained, and will also join in the
regret at one of our number having been so suddenly re-
moved from amongst ils.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I eau sincerely join in
the regret which bas been exprezaed by the hon. gentleman
in regard to the loss of our departed friend, Mr. Campbell.
Although ho was not politically in sympathy with us on
this side, everyone of us who had the privilege of kiowing
him respected and esteemed him, and looked upon him with
more than cold regard for his kindly genial manner, his
evident sincerity of purpose, and his gentlemanlike, unob-
trusive demeanor, which won all parties. I can assure the
hon. gentleman who has made these very proper remarks
that we on this side thoroughly appreciated Mr. Campbell's
qualities, that we liked to see that kindly face, though it
was on the other side of the louse, and that we deeply re-
gret bis loss.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Coming from the county one
riding of whioh was represented by the hon. gentleman
who has been referred to by the First Minister and the
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), it may
not be out of place for me to say a word or two on this
subject. I have known Mr. Canpbell for a great many
years, and what theb on, member for Siuth Huron bas said,
as to his character for probity and honor, I endorse to the
fullest possible extent. Mr. Campbell had the highest
character for probity and honor in the locality in which
he lived, and, although, as the hon. the leader of the Gov-
ernment bas stated, I was politically opposed to him, I had
learned, having been more closely drawn to him since ho
came into the House in 1882 than I was previously, to
respect that gentleman for the honesty of bis opinions;
and I can only say that I regret sincerely the circumstances
which have called upon us to mourn his loss.

QUEBEC SHIP LABORERS.

Mr. AMYOT. Before the Ordera of the Dy are called,
I would ask the Government if they have come to a deci-
sion in reference to the Bdi which I presented respecting
the ship laborers; whether they will take it under their
charge and secure its passing, as it is a matter which is
very argent for Quebec.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. That subject is being considered,
and I will ba able to confer with the hon. gentleman later
in the day.

COMMERCE WITH FRANCE.
Mr. AMYOT. I would also ask when the Ministers are

going to produce the papers respecting oommerce with
France. I understood from the Seoretary of State the other
day th&t they were ail poady and woiLld be produood at
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once. They have not yet been rodueadw ronce Tby hve fot et eproduced, and we are Iength to.day. Bat I desire te say something on the mat-
anxiously waiting for them, in order to get them printed soors that have been under discussion during the progresaof
that the public may benefit by tbem. this Bil. Sr, it bas;been ny privilege, bafere and since

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The return to the Address will be the introduction ofrailwavs into Manitoba, totravel through
made by the Department of Finance, and I am perfectly every constituency in Manitoba and the NorthWest, and,
sure that permission will be given and the papers will betherefore, 1 have some knewledgof that country. It has
brought down, The papers are rcady, but the order must aise been ry privilege, after having become thorougbly
come from the Department of Finance. acquainted with the country, te tare tripi te England

Mr. AMYOT. The Minister of Finance is here--ere nt donwlthere,a to coetaroi'
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I can answer for him. country and accept from us a free gift eacb cf 160
Mr. A WYOT,-and perhaps lie willestate when they will acres3Of the exceent farming land we have te cifer.

be brought down. Therefore, 1 have seme right te eay a few werde on the
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD laid on the Table certain matters which bave been under discussion. Hon. gentle.

returns. menoppositeindiscuesing thesemattershaveattackod
Mr. AMYOT. I think I am entitled to an answpr. I the immigration policy cf'the Governmont. They bave

want to know when these papers will be produced. This asaerted that the progres cf Manitoba and the Nnrth.West
House ordered, in 18P5, that they should b% prodaced. bas net been satisfactory; they have asserted that an exodus
They are all ready. We are told they will be produced cf over 100,000 settiers bas takon place wiLhin the Iast five
right off. The G'Ivernmeit have rot, in fifteen days, brought vears; they have asserted that immigration i 4net eeming
them down. I ask when they will be produced, and I think into that country satiafactorily, and tbey lay the bano for
I am entitled to an answer. The interests I speak about ail this upen the Government. Now, Sir, I asert that the
are important enough. If there is any obstacle to the pro- progres cf Manitoba bas bee satisfactory. What je the
duction, lot us know it, let the country know it. state of affair. BuI 1881 the population cf Manitoha was

Mr. OHAPLEkU. My hon. friend is reaîîy net reason. 62r000 in 1886 it wue 108000, an incroase in five years of
able. I teld hlm 1 would soc the Minister cf Finance. 46,000, or 74 per cent. I think, Sir, that is a very goed
Theoerder will ho given, atd the papers will be produced ShOiBg. Hon, gentlemen opposite have cmpared the in.
to-merrow. erease ln cur population with the increnso in population ef

the contigucns States of tha Union. Isay, Sir, this is a

DOMINION LANDS ACT AMENDMENTS. mobtunufair comparison. Whon the prairie country of the
North-West States wasopened for settement, Manitoba wa

fi the Ordr forconsideration of Bill (No. 1'.1) te amend ltcked in the embrace of the Hudson Bay Company. ISt-
the Dominion Lands Act. Lors were pouriing bt the North-Weqt States when Mani-

toa was eomparatively unknown. It i a bard task to turn
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It wilIbe remerabered that the stream of immigration, but that was the tasgr that had

jnst before the cornmittee rose on Friday nigbtrniyhon, te be urderLaken with regard te Manitoba. Frtber, the
friend frorn Winnipeg (Mir. Scarth), I think it wa;, oLbjoted North-West States had a homne population of 50,000,000 te
te that clause under which people and companies assisting draw from,wben Canada had only a home population of 5,000,-
immigrants crning into this country, nmade advances. lis(00 te draw frn . As te the exodus, hon, gentlemen opposite
cemplaint was that they were practically eompell8d, in knew as well as we d that there las been nhe xods fr .
erder te secure themsTlves, to take a separate lien for every nitbaor the North-West i the prcpera snsef that word.
emaîl advance they miglit make. Nie asked for a provimi m They know as weil as we do that the i migration returne
that would facilitate the operation cf the law, and the cf the Agrieultural Department inclde thenavviescwho
intention cf the Government in frarnig it. I, thorefore, ak bailt the iailraay, in lado the boom"pen trs, thons.
fer thedisebarge of this Order, and that wo go back into and ofsportme and sgtsers, and I believe I andnet wrong
committee for the purpose cf asking that the fbhlowing in saying that it wilo found they inclde a large
provision rnayho added te clause 7: proportion 0,the membors hf the British Association as be.

Provided alwayo, that it ahali be competent for the persona or cen- ing settled yn Manitoba now. Hon, gentlemen on the other
paxiy proposing to make such arivances te take at once au acknowled z- sideof the flouse are taking advantage ef what tbey knowment from the settier for the fnutramouyt of the charge prsposed to ay
madie, but saeh acknowledgment shall only operate as a ch irge uponte ho a mistake cf the Departrnent of Agriculture, to circul-
the homestead to the extent that it may b. certifi2d kv the local agent late tbroughont the length and breadth o f the world what
upon presentation te hir ef vonchers or other eatisfactory evidence thpy know te o wrong, that over one-aifcft. hpopulation
that the advance Pfr wiEh a charge ienpropoed to be created, have 6
actually been made t the settIler. cf Manitoba bave loft t withi thnlst five year , eiter on

ouhgentlemen will remember that as it la new, the local acoint cf their digut with theo country or their dissatis.
toroally the umpire who docides whther the charge faction with the aws thatprvailed therea Aithough 1 ayagnt llthat theimmigration bas been satisfactory, that crtainly

•t gNorit bas net been unsatisfactory, s do net m eanitobsay
Mr. MILLS (Bthwell). Ders the hon, gentleman intend that we did net expoct a mchN larger immigration than

that shal apply only te future transactions. bas taken place. But are the Gvernmedt to blame
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes. for Ibr disappointmenti? I ay they are nt. Hon.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Theon yoen make ne provision for gentlen on the other aide of the fouse accuse

anything that bas been de l ) th hwpastn? the hon. member for Liagar (Mr. Ros ) and the hon.
member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) of being upatrioti

Mr. WITE (Cardwell). No. baauso they have ascrwbedf the os hof immigration toethe
Motion agreed te, Biht t e idered l Committee and re repetod bad sesons we havedo id. la that unpatriotic f

portod. canstate from personal experinc, that what thet hon.
gentlemen say y8prfewlly correct. I have been the meaunsOn the second reading cf the amedmente, fortnately, of brlnglng i n cluorne ndrede of familles to

Mr. SofRTL. Bofore these amengdonts are feoneurred that country from Great Britain, and have nover yet
in, I deéirethray a few words. I have n t troubled the beard cfan ed of the advising any I beie frieda untwr
teons with epeches, and t e don't propose te ok at any o ltountry no t te fgow hm for any reah ofonneoted with
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land laws or immigration laws or railway laws or the
National Policy of the country. They were disappointed
when they first carne to this country, because after their
advent they had a sucression of bai seislna, uan they
wisely wrote to their friends at home not te follot them
until they bad thoroueghly tested the country for them.
selves and were satisfied wth it. Nor in Great Britain,
which I have visited several times with a view to bringing
out immigrants, did I on any occasion meet with any per-
son who objected to come te this country on 4ccount of our
land laws or frrm any dis;content with fear of the policy of
the Govern ment. But I met everywhere I want, tho stories of
American aents, and everywhere I heard of them saying that
the country was one unfit to live in. When in the Hebrides,
thoie very crofters, with whose ciming out, I had sonething
todo,wpre informed through American agents that the scorch.
ing heat of summer and the intense cold of winter made our
country uninhabitable. They were informed by those gentle-
men that this country was so full of wild beasts, that it would
be impossible toleave their children ont ofdoors, and thatthey
would also be in danger of theirown lires night and day from
Tndians. I found those statements circulated everywhere.
But those stories are not now being believed, because the
crofters who have settled in the North-West--and they are
an excellent class of settlers -are now themselves succeed.
ing so well that they are urging their fellow countrymen to
follow them. With your permission, Mr. Speaker, I will
read extracts from two of the many letters which have been
sent by thqese men to their friends to the whole country, and
they have been translated from the Gielic into English for
mv benefit. One man, who has got under cultivation about
100 acres, writes in this way:

" In the first pla-e r have to tell von that my family and myseif are
in good health at th- resent time. The reason why I delaved writing
you was because T desired to rive vou an acnunt of this wim country,
as it was represented to be ere we came to it, full of wild beaste, Ac.
If such were here it apnears that thev fied on our arrival, for thev
never troubled us day or nigbt. Dearfriend, Iam sorry to hear and read
in newsDapers from the old country of the belief they still entertain
concerning this place."

Here are a few words to which I desire to direct the atten-
tion of hon. members on bith sides of the fouse, as showing
how a little word may do harm to the country when it will
take a great many worde te do good :

" I understand very well bow that happons, becanse tbey are willing
to give rnnre crelit to one ltte- that gives a bad account rather than
twelve tit give a pretty rooi account of the place.

" I have*reason to thank Gol f r the day or night he moved my heart
to come here, even though the old cnuitry wee as g >ol as when I 1, ft
it. 0 0 Although each and every vear would not yiel us
a good crop. yet 1 find un reason to despair, for this is but a new country
that mav change for the better before long. It is altogether a good place
for stock. Aunther thing yon can understand ie that when men who
came here with neither silver nor gold can prosper so, what may not
those who come with their thousands do, and could get all their require-
ments with their own money. * * 0* I know the condition of
every family who came fron Benbecula. There are not more than two or
three in whoee bouses I have not be-n, and I know they have a pretty
gond living for the time they have been bere."
lore is a letter from another crofter, a settler with a large

family, who bas done remarkably well since ho came to the
country. He writes:

"I n the first place, I bave to tell you that we are all happy in this
new country, and we have great reason to be so in several ways. In the
firet place, we have sehoels and churches, and these were two things we
were mie-ing very much during our first year in this country. Now, au
regards the country, we have no reason to complain. Thank Gnd, we
are in good health. and, although the weather proved unfavorable to
our crops during the last three years, we hope that this year it will
prove otherwise. But yon need not picture to yourself the poverty of
the people bere as in comparison with that of the poor of the old world
countrv, for here people bave reaped enougrh, even duriug the bad season
years, to keen them in food during the year, au: I believe that those
among you who have the best lande in Scotland will not reap enough
to keep them, in food for half a year, and, in that way, I consider the
country far ahead in that itaelf.

" And although you would hear people giving a bad acconut of this
sountrv, don't believe them, for everyone who is industrious here he il
Weil off.

"DONALD MAOPONALD."
Mfr. SoARTLx

So much for the effaet which the policy of the Govornment
has bad in retarding immigration. But the policy of the
Government and those questions which have been diseussed
here, were discussed in Manitoba very thoroughly
during the recent election. What was the result ? In
M-initoba and the North.West Territories, out of nine con-
stituencies, eight memberi were returned to support the
Government ; one of them by acclamation, six by large
majorities, and in the constituency which I have the honor
to represent, the Reformers did not dare to bring ont a man,
but they arrayed themselves behind an Independent who
had promised to give the Government a fair support. But
I must admit that on one phase of the railway question the
peonle of Manitoba are almost a unit against the Government
policv: I refer to the policy of disallowance. Had I not consi-
d ered that the Government had under their favorable conside-
ration some scheme for meeting the wishes of the people of
Manitoba, I would never have been a candidate for Winnipeg.
It wa# not ifi extremity, as stated by the Minister of Fin-
ance, that the hon. member for Selkirk (Er. Daly) and my.
self gave the pledges we dii to our canstituents; it was only
because, as I have said, I believed the GOvernment were
corsidering some plan for meeting the wishes of the people
of Manitoba. I rosent the allusion the Minister of Finance
made to my hon. friend and myself; I resent the appeal he
made from us to the independent feeling of hon. gentlemen
on the opposite side of the House; I rosent it as a reflection
on my hon. friend and myself, and I state that our actions
and our feelings are as independent as those either of the
Minister himqelf or of those hon. gentlinen to whom he
appealed. We kept our pledges. We did everything to
get the disallowance poliey changed. We were voted down
by one of the largest majorities given this Session, and in
that majoritv there was a considerable sprinkling of hon.
gentbmen who usu lly vote aganst the Government. But
although I voted against the Gavernment on the question
of disallowance, 1 am not prepared to admit that it is in
the interest of Manitoba and the North-West that the Gov-
ernment should be put ont of power and that the Reformers
should take their places. I have c mfidence that the able
statesman at the head of affairs here will devise some solu-
tion of the present vexed question, some solution favorable
alike to the Dominion and the Province of Manitoba.
Sir, in spite of all drawbacks that the country bas had
from recent bad seasons, and from the unfortunate i ebellion
which took place there, I have every fiith in its future. I
have travelled, Sir. from the boundary to the North Sas-
katchewan, from Emerson to Calgary, from Lethbridge to
Edmonton; since 1880 I have travelled year after year
through that great country, and I have had an opportunity
of seeing its steady and rapid progress, and [feel certain,
Sir, that it will continue to progress in the future. Prom
1880 to 1886 the crops were good and the country advanced
rapidly. From 1883 until now, we have had unfortunate
seasons and late crops, but notwithstanding all that, Mr.
Speaker, the country has continued to advance steadily. I
have seen the grain product of that country increase from
200,000 bushels in 1880, to 4,000,0J0 bushels in 1886; I
have since that same year, seen southern Manitoba, in
which I had the pleasure of meeting the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) in 1880-I have
seen southern Manitoba grow from a sparsely settled dis-
trict to a comparatively well peopled district, having rail-
way facilities of every description. The sane thing may
be said-and almost doubly said-of the beautiful grain-
growing counitry from which the hn. member for Mar.
quette (Mr. Wats>n) comes. The history of his county has
been a history of wmderful progress. Winnipeg, Sir,
which [ have the honor to represent, aud which, in 1880,
had only 7,000 people, has to-day, seven -years afterwards, a
population of 22,000, and the progress of Winnipeg is only
commencing. And what, Sir, about Brandon, from whioh
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my hon. friend the member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) comes? policy, they have the means in their hands t do it. Let
Sir, in 1881, I saw Brandon when it was composed of only those gentlemen array thernelveg again8t the Governent;
one tent, and to-day, five years afterwards, it is a town with t those eight mombers say to the Governient: We must
2,000 inhabitants, exporting in one year 800,000 bushels of have justice for our constituents; yen must rocefler the
grain. And what shall be said of those towns which had position yen ocoupy on the disallowance question, or w.
really no existence so short a time ago as 1881 ? What wiIl recede fron our support, and they would secure what
shall be said of Verden, Elkhorn, Deloraine, Morden, Mooso- they demand and what their constituants dosire. Butin
min, Regina and Calgary? Why, Sir, all these are now failing to do that they domonstrate to this fouse and to
thriving towns and villages, with every evidence of a the country that thera is no sincerity in their professions,
settled country behind them, a country with good farms, that they do not mean what they are talking about. To
rich fields and fast inereasing horde. The crop reports now corn here and demand that the Government should do
coming from Manitoba and the North-West are most justice to the North-West, and, at the same tine, support
encouraging. I believe, from all I can hear, that we are that Government in evcry moasure iL places before Parlia-
going to have an excellent harvest. I trust, Sir, that the ment, and merely refrain front casting a ve in favor of
days of depression have passed away, that there is now the policy of the Governmont on that eue question, ie mot
about to recur a succession of seasons such as we used to the way te socure from, the Governmcnt what is demanded.
have, and that years of plenty and peace are now upon These gentlemen have tee much intelligence te tell thie
us. I have a firm belief in the future of that country. 1 Blouse that they are honeet and determined in the position
believe that, ere many years are over, the members of the they take, that the North-West shah have justice. IL le
Opposition, as well as the members supporting the Govern- nothing of the kind; iL ie a shallow pretenco on their part
ment-Canada and the Empire as well-will glory in a that they are attempting te securo from the (overument
progressive and prosperous North-West. that which their oonstituents denand. 1 eau assure thora

that if thoy were in earnest, if they wore te array thent.
Mr. CHARLTON. It is, perhaps, unfortunate that a selves againet the Govcrnment, and say te the Govcmnmcnt:

discussion of the policy of the Governmont in the North. We will vote againet you on evory mea4ure until yen do us
West should b opened up again, but, certainly this side of justice, tho Goverumont would recede fron its position.
the flouse is not responsible for that course being taken. I Now, the hon, gentleman in the course of his romarks
cannot allow the remarks of my hon. friend from Winnipeg made one or two etatemente that I think iL would have beau
(Mr. Scarth) to pass entirely unnoticed. That hon. gentle- as politic-if li had had regard to the interests cf bis
man, I think, Sir, has made a very lame attempt to justify friends-to have said nothing about, Ho accuses us cf tsking
his position, as a supporter of the Government, and at the advantage cf a mistake made in the etatistics issued by the
same time to condemn that Government for not having Department of Agriculture. Now, dees tho hou, gentloman
given to the North-West what he says he expected thom to pretend te throw discredit on the statistie furnished the
give; and he informe us at the same time that had he net country by that Departmont? le the charge tebo mado by
believed the Government would have given a measure of a supporter cf the Government front thaï side of the flouse
justice to the North-West, he himself would not have been that the statistics furnished by eue cf tho Dipartments et
a candidate in Winnipeg. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman je this Governrnnt arc unreliable and mieleading? Weil, I
unquestionably right when he informe the louse that some think, perhaps, iL is truc, but I hardly expoctod te ünd that
measure of dissatisfaction does exist in the North-West, in charge made by an hon. member supperti ng tho Governmeut.
relation to the railway policy of the Government. There In aner te the enquiry: Are the Government te blame for
is no doubt a measure of dissatisfaction existing in the thc failure te settle the North-W est more rapidly, are they te
North-West so great, that the hon. gentleman finde iL blame for the lack cf prosprity tat existe lu that country,
necessary to attempt to carry water on both shoulders. Ie he says: No. fc asks: Io thera dissatisfaction lu the North-
muet stand well with his constituents, and he muet West with the land policy of the Governient? Io there
stand up here and condemn the Government with bated diseatiefaction with the railway pehicy of thc Government?
breatb, and in a qualified sense, for not giving the le there disiatiefactien with the National Poîicy as affecte
North-West what it demande, and he must at the same time thc North-West? And ho anewere: No.
inform his constituents that he doces not deemt it proper te Mr. SCARH. I rise te correct the hon. gentleman, Ile
vote against the Government except on this one question- lasistatedwhatIdidneteay. Ididneteaytinttierewas
that is, he will not use his influence in such a way as te no dissatisfaction Vith the railway policy cf tie Govern.
render it effectualyith the Government. ' That is the posi- ment.
tion of all the members from the North-West, except one- Mr CHARLTON. Very wel, I am glad te hear that the
the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson). These
gentlemen come here to this House representing a vast eent imet se i te tho condtion cf
region which feels itself very seriously aggrieved by the th e Norti.West a te makr th aeritat
policy of the Government with regard to a matter of the is ne dieecen lu th con gitlemaailay
greatest importance to themselves. Their constituents have, plc the Geernmen in the houhgeteman te
se far as we can judge, given the most unequivocal expres. at telis a l
sion to their sentiments and demande with reference to this
matter. They are represented in this House by gentlemen Mr. SCARTH. Yes, I say se.
who, in my opinion, fail to discharge their duty to their
constituents, because they continue te support the Govern- Mr. CHARLTON. WelI, the littIe knowledgc I have cf the
ment; they are the most reliable class of supporters of the North-West, after having been in that country and min led
Government-the very Government that denies to their with the people ln Winnipeg, Portage la Prairie, Bran
constituents what ie considered in the North-West a most Calgary aud other points, cenvinces me that there ie great
essential matter in their behalf. Sir, if the eight members disatiàfaction with the National Policy; that IL le ene cf tho
in this House from the North-West and Manitoba, support- grcatweîgite that reet ou the people of that country; e
ing the Government of the day, were earnest and honest in cf LIe great drage on iLs progrees; one cf the grievances the
their attempts to give to the North-West such a railway law p
as the North-West denands-if tiey were earnest in their band. I heard that the duty et 35 per cent. ipoed ou agri-
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also that the burden was not measured by the duty of
35 per cent., but that the people were obliged to enter goods
at very much more than their actual cost. I was informed
of one case where a steam threshing machine, costing $700,
had to be entered at $1,200, and that the duty of 35 percent.
had to be aid on the larger amount. I heard that instances
of this kirid were numerous-that in fact it was rarely the
case that the importer of any implement from the United
States was allowed to enter it at its cost, the result being
that the real duty imposed on those implements amounts to
from 40 to 50 per cent. There is great dissatisfaction in the
North-West with the National Policy. There is, as the hon.
gentleman admits, great d issatisfaction with the railway laws,
there is also great dissatisfaction with the land laws; and
the Government, since 1882, have administered those laws in
such a way as not to promote the interests of the country.
Their colonisation scheme, their former scheme of dividing
the country into railway belts and asking 85, $4, $3, 82 or $1
per acre for them according to their location, their present
policy of asking double as much for lands as the United
States Government does, and restricting homestead entries
while the United States affords unlimited facilities for home-
steading -all these things are creating dissatisfaction in the
North-West. No man, who is conversant with the facts,
can stand up hmer and say that there is not deep-seated dis-
satisfaction among the people of the North-West, and that
the land laws, the railway laws, the National Policy, and
the general policy of this Government as it pertains to the
North-West -

Mr. SCARTH. How came they to return eight members
out of the nine ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I will tell the hon. gentlemen how I
account for it, $125,000 worth of seed grain would have
some influence.

Mr. DALY. What has that to do with me ?
Mr. CHARLTON. The Gerrymander Act, unlimited

boodle-
Mr. DALY. There is no boodle, and you know it.
Mr. CHARLTON. The help of the revising officer.
Mr. DALY. No, Sir.
Mr. CHARLTON. No man will say that this Govern-

ment stands here to-day by th expression of the free,
unfettered will of the people. It stands here by virtue of
the Gerrymander Act, the Franchise Act, boodle, and all
the means that this Government know so well how to use
to keep themselves in power, open voting in the North
West, and every form of intimidation they could use to
thwart the public sentiment has been used in that country;
and we have to day in this House, as the hon. gentleman
assures us, eight members who will not vote for the interests
of their constituents, eight members who will basely
surrender the interests of their constituents, eight members
who wdll lick the hand that applies the rod to their consti-
tuents, eight members who are incapable of using their in.
dependence here, and who, under the thin veil of opposing
the Government on one measure--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
The Acting SPEAKER. I think the hon. gentleman is

going too far.
Some hon. MEMBERS. What is the point of order ?
Mr. IVES. The point of order is this: that the hon.

member has no right to say that there are eight members
of this House who will not vote in the interest of their
constituents.-

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIGHT.- There is no point ofi
order to be taken against that. The hon. gentleman is not
imputing a motive; he is stating a fact, and a patent fact,

Mr. CHALTON.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman states that
there are eight members in this House who have not the
honesty to vote in the interest of their constituents. He
has no right to impute any such motive.

Mr. MULOCK. This is the first time, in my limited
experience, that I have observed the Speaker of the House
take the point of order himself. There was no point of
order taken until Mr. Speaker himself rose.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I beg your parlon.
Mr. MULOOK. I beg your pardon. There was an un-

seemly noise from a number of hon. gentlemen.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair.
Mr. MULOCK. I have a right to discuss this point of

order.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair.
The Acting SPEAKER. I would say this in answer to

the hon. gentleman: I think, reprosenting the Speaker,
that I have a perfect right here, if the hon. gentleman is
out of order, to state so, even if my attention was not called
to it; but my attention was called to it by different gen-
tlemen on this side of the House. The point of order, as I
understood it, though it was not pointed out, was this : I
was following the hon, gentleman, and I understood him to
say, speaking of eight hon. members of this House, that
they were not independent in this House. I did think that
was out of order. As to the point of order taken by the
hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), I would
be disposed to decide against it, because I think it perfectly
proper for a gentleman to express an opinion that other gen-
tlemen in their votes do not represont the interests of their
constituents, because that is a matter of opinion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Mr. Speaker, I think--
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am going to speak to the

question of order.

An hon. MEMBER. It has been decided.

Mr.MILLS (Bothwell). But hon. gentlemen do not
know. I believe that, on many occasions, we have had
motions for the issue of writs for the eloction of members in
place of men who occupied soats on the floor of this House,
on the ground that they were not independent, and that in
consequence of their not being independent their relations
to the Government-

Mr. IVES. I rise to a point of order. The hon, gentle-
man is discussing a question of order that has already been
decided.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I beg to say that this is the
first time in the history of this House that saying that a
member is not independent of the Administration is declared
to be out of order. I think such a declaration may be made
in regard to any member. I think we may say that an hon.
gentleman on that side of the House has such relations with
the Government that ho is not in a position to vote against
them, and not being in such a position ho is dependent on
the Administration; and such a statement is not in violation
of any rule of Parliament. On the contrary, it is strictly
in accordance with parliamentary usage to make such a
charge if there be any evidence for making it; and it does
seem to me that it would be a very serious interference
with the freedom of debate if an hon. member were not at
liberty to make such a statement. I have heard the First
Minister again and again charge hon. gentlemen who were
supporting the Administration that preceded his with boing
a mechanical majority.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That may be.

Mr. MILLS. With being a servile majority.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; mechanical major-
ity, I admit.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman has gone so far as to
declare ho would not move for the appointing of a commit.
tee because he could not expect to get justice at the bands
of such committee. I submit that any sncb ruling as that
made by the hon. gentleman would convert parliamentary
proceedings into a farce.

Mr. MULOCK. I think there is one point that ought to
be well cleared up. Whenever a point of order is raised in
this House, hon. members should, before judgment is deliv-
ered by the Speaker, have the right to discuss the point of
order. That right was not accorded to me in regard to the
point of order lately raised. Out of respect to the acting
Speaker, and bearing in mind that ho was only temporarily
occupying the Chair, I at once yielded to bis desire to de-
liver judgment before hearing argument, but there is
such a disposition on the part of hon. gentlemen oppo
site to make the Speaker decide before bon. members
hav3 the time to discuss the points raised, that the
Speaker should now declare whether, before bis de-
cision is given, xe have not the right to discuss
points of order raised, and not be, as on this occasion,
in an unparliamentary, I might say rude, manner, cried
down by bon. gentlemen opposite. I remember, on a for-
mer occasion, the same difficulty occurring when the then
Speaker was in the Chair. I amr not snying that on this
occasion the blame should attach to the gentleman who
occupied the Chair, but I say blame ehould attach to hon.
gentlemen on the Government side who took advantage of
bis inexperience to gag legitimate and fair discussion of a
point of order.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I desire to call the attention of
the hon. gentleman to the fact that there was no disposition
on the part of anybody to prevent discussion of the point of
order before the ruling of the Chair. It was after the
Speaker had given bis decision.

Mr. MULOCK. No, it was not.
Mr. W RITE (Cardwell). And that was the ground upon

which the hon. gentleman was called to order. As to the
suggestion of motives or anything of that kind, that is en-
tirely unworthy of the hon. gentleman. We thought, and
we may have been wrong, that the bon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) was going farther than would have
been permitted this Session, in bis manner of referring to
certain hon. members, and we simply called the Speaker's
attention to it, and asked for bis ruling.

Mr. MULOCK. May 1 explain ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is nothing before

the Chair.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. At any rate, thero is
a motion to adjourn before the Chair. It certainly would
be expedient and desirable that, in questions of order, the
opinion of members of this House should be heard. Now,
we are all disposed to respect the ruling of the Speaker, and
I am glad to say, for my part, that you, Mr. Speaker, if I
may be pardoned for saying so, have, I think, displayed a
very proper spirit in endeavoring to keep the debate in
good order, although that bas sometimes brought you into
collision with hon. gentlemen on both sides. I think it
is expedient, also, that the Speaker should be allowed a
reasonable time to decide on points in dispute, and that can-
not be obtained without his hearing members on both sides.
That was not done in the case of the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. According to the Engl$sh
practice, it rests very much with the Speaker whether dis-
cussion should be allowed or not. If a point of order is

raised, ho has the right to decide at once, without hearing
argument, if he has no doubt as to the ruling ho should give.
There is, of course, the ultimate result of appeal to the
House, but that bas never been invoked in England in
modern times. If the Speaker is satisfied as to the ruling
he should give, ho may decide at once. If ho has the slightest
doubt, ho will not only express the doubt, but will seek the
assistance of the House and endeavor to get the opinions of
older mombers who are authorities in such matters. I was
not present when the question arose, and did not hear the
language objected to, but I heard the decision of the
Speaker. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) rose
after that, and I heard cries of order raised because there
was objection taken to the hon. gentleman's speaking when
the question, so far as the Speaker could dispose of it, was
disposed of.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Before the bon. gentleman came
in, the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) was
addressing the Chair on the subject, and the temporary
Speaker rose and gave a decision before the hon. gentleman
had an opportunity of making bis observations.

Mr. LANDRY. I think there is a mistake about that.
The hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) rose to
speak on a point of order on which I had already given a
decision, as I understood it; but another question of order,
in the meantime, had been raised by the hon. member for
Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) on a point of order, and
when I found there was no discussion on it I deocided against
the point raised. The point on which I had already decided
was the one on which I understood the hon, member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) was speaking.

Mr. MULOCK. I had the floor when the House called
on the Speaker, and was addressing the Chair.

Mr. SPEAKER. The duty of the Speaker is to maintain
dignity and de'corum in the debates, and whenever an ex-
pression which he deems an improper one is used in the
debate, it is bis duty to call on the hon. member who made
use of the objectionable expression to withdraw it. Ho
need not allow any debate in this case, because if ho did, it
would only have the effect of creating more disorder and
acrimony, and making the offence worse. When a question
of procedure, however, is raised, it is bis duty te call for
the opinion of hon. gentlemen who are experienced in par.
liamentary practice. It would not be, however, consistent
with the dignity of the House to follow such a course when
the question that arises is a more question of decorum in
debate.

Mr. CHARLTON. I must express regret for having
caused this debate on the point of order, and if I have erred
against the rules of decorum which should prevail in this
House, I did so unintentionally, and regret having done so.
I can say most cordially, Mr. Speaker, that your efforts in
the position you fill so honorably have always been in the
direction of maintaining good order, and that yon have put
forth your efforts in a spirit of impartiality. While, per-
haps, different opinions may exist in some cases upon points
of order, the House will always feel disposed to second your
efforts. I repeat that if I have said anything whieh is at all
offensive, or which can reasonably be considered as offensive
to any member of this House, it is a matter of regret to me.
I feel, however, very strongly that the conduct and the
attitude of the Governmont supporters from Manitoba and
the North West is not one that is consistent with their
professions of opposition to the Government policy of
disallowance, and I assert, what I said before, that,
if these gentlemen were sincerely desirous of exercis.
ing influence upon the Government, and were acting with a
single eye to the interests of their constituents, they would
inform the Government that they must withdraw their sup.
port until thoir demand is acceded to; but, to support the
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Government, except upon the one particular measure that
the Government is sure of a majority upon, is-I do not
know whether I am entitled to say that it is evidence of
political insincerity in their action, but it certainly is not
calculated to promote the interests of the North-West or the
influence upon the Government which eight members of this
House, banded together, could exert if they desired to se-
cure what the North-West claims to be its right, to build
railways with its own money for its own purposes. They
can, without doubt, secure that concession by arraying them.
selves against the Government. A difforence of sixteen votes
on a division would be such a serious matter to the Govern-
ment that they would notdeliberate long before they would
desist from their disallowance policy, if those eight members
from Manitoba and the North West would insist upon it.
I say to them, and I say to their constituents, if my voice
will reach so far, that the power is in the hands of those
gentlemen to secure what their constituents want, but, if
they continue to support the Government on every other
question, the Government will b deaf to their demands and
will not grant what lhey ask. I was sorry to see the hon.
member for Winnipeg (Mr. Scarth) decrying the country
from which ho comes, and telling us here, where the lan-
guage which is ;uttered goes to the whole world, that the
cause of the trouble, the reason why that country is not
settled up more rapidly, is not that the policy of the Gov-
ernment is at fault, but that they have had no good harvests
since 1883.

Mr. SCART H. I did not say so. I said they had not
had the abundant harvests they had had formerly.

Mr. CHARLTON. I think the exact language that he
used was that they had faiilures in the crops sinoe 1883.

Mr. SCARTH. No, I said they had had partial failures.
I said that they had produced 4,000,000 bushels in 1886, as
compared with 200,000 bushels in 1880.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon, gentleman may say that
now-

leaving the impression that that country is unfit teobe the
habitation of civilised men.

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Charlton) wb las
just sat down has, this evening, taken up the same key as on
former occasions. Before I had the honor of a seat in this
louse, I heard him from the gallery, and, whenever any-

thing concerning the North-West was in debate, he and his
colleagues in this House have posed as the praisers of the
United States and the runners down of Canada.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. DAVIN. I say yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. I rise to a point of order. I call

upon the hon. gentleman to withdraw his statement, or to
substantiate it by the records.

Mr. DAVIN. I do not think-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Point of order.
Mr. SPEAKER. I did not catch the eye of the lon.

gentleman, and I would like him to tell me what his point
of order is,

Mr. CfIARLTON. The hon. gentleman stated that he had
listened to myself and other hon. members on this side of
the House in past years from the gallery, and that the
uniform burden of our song was to decry the North-West,
to laud the United States, and to advise settlement in the
United States.

Some hon. ME MBERS. No.
Mr. SCARTH. Try to tell the truth.
Mr. DAVIN. I will put myself in order.
Soma hon. MEMBRS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. Has the hon, gentleman concluded his

statement ?
Mr. CHlARLTON. I may not have used the exact words,

which were used by the hon. member -
Mr. SCARTH. You do not usually do it.

Mr. SCARTH. It is the hon. gentleman who is mis- Mr. U InJiu±'N. i t was that ne abould substan-
representing me. That is the position of it. tiate his statement by reference to the reports.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not sce that thora is any questionMir. CHARLTON. I will net eall on the hon. niember eof order. What the lion. gentleinan asserta rnay net bo
to withdraw his words, though I think I am entitled to do outained in peint to fact by argument or by the publie
so. He distinctly stated that the trouble was that they had records, but I do net see that there is any question f rder.
had failures in their harvests since 1883. I think, if I were
a member for that county or a resident there, that I would, Mr. DAVIN. The hon. member is like a man put on
act in a more patriotic manner, because I do not believe the triangle who cries out before the lash is applied. I have
that the normal condition of things in the North-West is a said very little at present to him, but, if there is a man in
failure of harvests. I believe that it is a great and a rich this House who must have a great deal of courage-I will
country with marvellous agricultural resources, and I not say effrontery, bocause that, perhaps, would be unparlia-
should be the last to stand up bore, knowing that every mentary-to accuse eight men, who are as independent as
word I uttered would be reported in the ansard, and any mon who ever sat in this House, of basely and tamely sub-
represent that the coun try had suffered agi icultural disasters mitting to a Government, and not having the honesty to
in four successive years, and that the consequence was seen vote in the interests of their constituents-if there is a man
in the paucity ofe settlement, in the small ratio of progress, who ought not to have dared to make that statement, it is
and in the fact that the country was almost at a standstill. the hon. member opposite to me. Ten years ago, ho stated
I hope we shall hear less of this from the members for in the louse, in a moment of honesty, his real opinions in
the North-West. The members upon this side of the liouse regard to a great question in which this country became
have often been taken to task for alleged unpatriotic utter- deeply interested. His leader on that occasion, the hon.
ances; but I have nover heard, on this side of the House, any member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), would not take up
statement made in regard to the North-West which is so his views. What did ho do? Did he do what ho asks the
damaging in its character, in regard to the future of that eight members from Manitoba and the North West to do,
country, as the statements which have been made to-day, cross the House and support my right hon. friend ? Not at
and which have b2en made previous to this date by members all. He remained silent-silent ? No, indeed ho did not,
from the North-West in regard to the country which they but ho went and advocated principles diametrically opposed
represent. I think they had botter give us Lhe good features te the prinoiples which ho hlId, and for ton years, and
of the country, and cease this attempt to justify the Gov- even now,
ernment by denying that its pohcy has been wrong, and by "His honor roote lin dishonor stood,
acoounting for the difficulty by other causes than the real And faith unfaithful kept him f&Waely true.
causes. Let us not bear any more about the causes of the So that, if there is a man living whe ought not to have
trouble being frost, and drought, and failures of harvest, dared to accuse thosa cight gentlemen of basely and tamely

Mr. CHARLTON.
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submitting to a Government, it was he. Why, only the
other night, when I happened to advocate the cause of the
North-West bore, the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson)
got up and paid me the perilous attention of bis compli-
ments, and said I had spoken as if I were independent of
the Government. In regard to any question affecting the
North-West, as everybody knows, I believe that the eight
gentlemen are free, as I certainly am free to express my
opinions here whether they are in exact accord with the
Government or not. But let me say this, Mr. Speaker, of
the right hon. gentleman whom I have the honor to follow,
that he does not require a slavish following from those
who happen to support hi m.

Mr. LANDERKIN. You will find that out.
Mr. DAVIN. Before I had a seat in this House I dif-

fered from the Government, and when the Conservative
papers attacked me for differing from the Government, the
right hon. gentleman, to his honor be it said, wrote up to
me saying: " Don't mind what they say; express the views
of the people around you. It would be a very unfortunate
thing, indeed, if you were to echo Ottawa." Sir, that is a
leader a man may be proud to follow. With reference to
this question, I did not speak the other night, because I did
not wish to delay the House. Bat, as regards the sentiment
in the North-West, I may say that 1 have lived thore for
five years, and I have communicated with the farmers. My
hon. friend from East Assiniboia (Mr. Perley) will bear me
out in stating that farmer after farmer, although many of
them have had difficulties, if you speak to them on political
questions and as to the relative bearing of both parties in
the North.West-many of these farmers having been in the
North-West for eight or ten years-they will reply to you :
For God's sake never let that Grit Government come back
again to steep us in misery as it steeped us before. A num-
ber of my old constituents held a meeting and sent a tele
gram to me the other day. Many of them are against dis-
allowance, but you may be precious certain, bad as they
may feel about disallowance, they would feeo far worse
about a Grit Government. They may dislike disallowance,
but they would hate like poison to have a Grit Government,
because they sufferod from it before, and they know very
well what its bungling policy would be.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman whether every one of bis constituents bas not
gone into that country since the Grit Government went out?

Mr. DAVIN. I shall answer the interruption of the hon.
member for Bothwell. I like to be intorrupted by the hon.
member for Bothwell. He is an agreeable gentleman, I
believe, if we really and thoroughly understood him. But
he always reminds me of what Horace Walpole said of Dr.
Johnson, that ho was an agreeable fellow at bottom, but a
disagreeable fellow at top. So, Sir, taking a piercing
glance into the bottom of him, I am rather pleased than
otherwise that he interrupts me. Now, I wi Il answer his
question. A great majority of my constituents went into
the North-West since the Grit Government ceased to be in
power, but a large portion of my constituents, and of
the constituents of my hon. friend from East Assiniboia,
were in Manitoba under the Grit Government. They know
what the dealing of the Grit Government was with Mani-
toba, and above all they know what was the dealing of the
hon. D. M. They know what the dealing of the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell was with the North-West and Manitoba,
and their inclination is to echo: " No. D. M." They do not
want anything more like that. Ail I can tell the
House is that although there may be trouble amongst
the people of the North-West, although many of tbem
have a certain restlessness that belongs to western people,
and a certain independence of mind that belongs te our
broad prairies, nevertheless, speak to them of the political
issue, and although in small details they may differ from

the Government, their two strongest sentiments are : Firat,
devoted loyalty to the hon. gentleman who leads the Gov-
ernment. Another sentiment thut they hold strongly is,
that the late Government, the Government that the right
hon. gentleman beat, the Government that, after coming
into power with an overwhelming majority, in five years
not only dissipated that majority, but lost complote hold of
the country, and so completely mismanaged affairs, and so
completely exhibited themsolves to the country as a jejune
and barron party, that the country spowed thom out of its
mouth ; they hold strongly, Sir, that it would bo a national
calamity if that Governmont should over come back to
power. There is anothor sentiment, a feeling of fear lest
the North-West, or any portion of it, should ever again
come under that sinister rulo. So I think I have answered
the interruption of my bon. friand. Now, Sir, I wish to cal
tho attention of the House, during thro minutes of serious
discussion-

Somo hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hoar.
Mr. DAVIN. I understand those cheers. I have had

experience of the politences that bas been dealt out to us
from the other side. I have had also to be polite. But I
want now to deal with the question that bas been raised by
the bon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). 11e
lays down a proposition that I will disouss if tho House
will beur with me, as it will probably interest some mem-
bers of the lieuse. The question is not often diseussed in the
newspapers, and 1 propose to discuss it very briefly bore. I
refer to the relation of a party man to his party. The hon.
member for North Norfolk lays down, by implication, the
proposition that if a member differs in one detail from his
party, although ho may be ut one with the party on every
other principle, although ho nay believe in thoir whole
programme in other respects, although ho may have the
utmost confidence in the leader of the party, altbough ho
may believe that it is the greatot need of the country
that that man and bis colleagues should b in power,
nevertheless, if ho differs in one detail, he bas got
to vote against the Governmont, and ho has to " array "-
to use the expressive and picturesque language of
the hon. member for North Norfolk-ho bas to " array "
himsolf against the Government on evory concoiv-
able question. So that in order to b an honost man on one
question ho bas te be a dishonest man on twenty questions.
That is certainly most admirable from the point of view of
logic. I met the bon. member, in 1882, on many a plat-
from, and hei was a pleasant opponent, too, in North
Norfolk. Wo wont from platform to platform, and we
fought the battle there. 1 know he is a great man at
figures. I know bis mothods. I know how elever and
how subtle ho is. And ho is very logical, but some.
times his logic goes lame-liko Jacob, it has been touched
in a weak sinew and it goes lame. His logic is that in
order to be honest a man who differs from a government on
one question bas to vote against it on every other question,
that is to say, ho has to vote against his conscience on about
twenty or tbirty questions in order to get himself right
before the forum of conscience. Why, Sir, the logic is
absurd. Now, let us pass from the logic to the policy. Sup-
pose the hon. member for Winnipeg-I know it is se -has
the greatest possible confidence in the right hon. gentleman
who leads the Government, but suppose he bas ne confidence
whatever in the hon. member for North Norfolk, who would
certainly be in any Government that would supplant the
present Government. Suppose ho has no confidence in the
bon. D. M. Suppose ho bas no confidence in the man who,
I am sorry to say, is not in bis place in this Blouse,
a man for whom I have great respect, and wbom one may
respect without believing in him as a statesman. Under
these circumstances, what would be thought of the bon.
member for Winnipeg, what would be thought of his
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loyalty to the country at large, and of bis loyalty to his
constituents, if, because ho differs from the Government on
details of administration, ho should try to put out the Gov-
ernment which ho believes to be efficient, which have provedi
themselves capable in a hundred deeds, who have shown
thomselves to ho a statesmanlike Government and who are
led by a right hon. gentleman of whom I may say that, if
the acts of statesmen were rewarded as are the acte of sol-
diers, his breast would be covered with stars. Are you going
to say that the hon. member for Winnipeg, under these cir.
cumstances, because ho differs with the Government on that
one question, should at once try to put that Government out ?
Now, Sir, I will take the House into my confidence, and 1
will tell them what I did. When I came down bore I was,
in principle, opposed to disallowance-

An hon. MEMBER. Tell all.
Mr. DAVIN. Yes, I will tell you everything I can;

thore is nothing in my breast that I need not show. Mr.
Speaker, when I came hore, when I found the hon. member
for Marquette (Mr. Watson) was about to make disallowance
a question of want of confidence, I said to my friends, some
of whom sympathised with me, if it comes to a question of
want of confidence in the Government, it is all perfect non-
sense, you must vote for the Government. Why ? With
the Government supported by a powerful majority, nothing
could be effected except to present your nice conscientious
views on the question of disallowance. So that I lay down
this proposition, that when a party man differs on a detail
from his party, such as this matter is, the proper thing for
him to do, if ho agrees with the party in its general pro-
gramme, is to support his party, to keep his party
in power so that it may carry out a beneficent general
policy, and for the time being allow that smail side
issue to rest. I have long ago thought that question
out, and it is a very delicate and nice question. It is
a very different thing if the difference occurs on a large
question. When the honorable knight was Finance Min-
ister, and when, on account of bis peculiar way of managing
the finances of this country, the country was ranning down
bill, when it was impossible to get him or his leader to give
way, becauso there was no plasticity in that Government,
no give whatever in them, they stood as rigid as if made of
cast iron, and they said with such convictions as they had
they would govern the country, though those convictions
were not formed by ordinary reasoning applying itself to
the facts of life but as though they had beon taken in and
they did not know how to assimilate them-when that
was the case it would have been a very proper and
right course for the hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) to have, in his own language,
arrayed himself against his party. It would have been
a right thing for him, on such a large question, to have
come eut from among them, and to have fought them and
even beaten them, because it would have been a good thing
for the country if ho had defeated them. There was not a
time in the history of those five years, when it would not
have been a happy thing for the country if the Govern-
ment had been beaten. I do not want to occupy the time
of the House, but I could show, if it were necessary, that
millions of dollars would have been saved to the country
if the defeat which overtook that incompetent Government
in 1878 had been anticipated by a couple of years. It would
have been one of the greatest blessings that ever befell this
country. But I believe it was providential to allow the
country to have five years of such benighted rule, in order
that when a good Government came into power the people
would*know how to appreciate it.

Mr. LANDERK[N. We have had considerable discus.
sion about the North-West, and we have heard imputations
from that side of the House cast on members on this side,
and hurled back with scorn as they deserved to be, when

Mr. DAVIN.

hon, gentlemen opposite make accusations against hon.
members on this side with respect to the North-West. I
have had a seat in this House a good many years. I have
not beard hon. members on this side decry their country or
any portion of it; but I remember a gentleman saying that
ho remembered, in the gallery, hon. gentlemen on this side
of the House denouncing this country. I enquired what
year that occurred. He said that it was 1878. I said: "The
Tories sat on this side of the House at that time." And the
matter was thon explained to him. The hon. member for
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) seems to think it was a misfortune
to the country when the Government of Mr. Mackenzie
came into power. But the Mackenzie Government never
started a revolt in the North-West, which was what all the
boodlers thore wanted in order that they might make
money. The Mackenzie Government maintained peace and
order, not only in the North-West but in every part of
Canada. When I find such reference made to the venerable
statesman whose record is well known in this country, and
whose record is one of which any man might feel prod-
when I see a whippersnapper like this endeavor to impugn
the character of Mr. Mackenzie in this louse, it makes me
boil.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. LANDERKIN, What other name is ho deserving of?

Here is a gentleman trying to cast a stigma on the Hon.
Alexander Mackenzie whose government was a credit to
him and this country.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. TAYLOR. I rise to a point of order. I ask whether

-n honorable gentleman bas a right to refer to an hon.
member as a whippersnapper.

Some hon. ME MBERS. Order, order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. As that expresison appears to be not

approved by some bon. members, I beg to withdraw it. The
hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), who comes from
the North-West, r believe the Pile of Bones is his consti-
tuency, bas addressed the House. -He bas an organ there,
and I have it before me. I believe itis a subsidised organ,
and that this Government has paid him liberally for advo-
cating thoir interests in this great paper. I will read some
of the articles in it :

" Regina has held a meeting for the purpose of assisting Mr. Davin
with his several Bills pertaining to the North-West. Medicine Rat
should also take a step in this direction."

That is a very delicate hint.

" Since we have a represeniative in the House and one who is strongly
advocating North-West interests, we should lend him all the assistance
and encouragement that is in our power."

That is an editorial.
Mr. DAVIN. I rise to order. The bon. gentleman is

reading something as having been written for my paper,
whereas it is not in my pape- in the strict sense of the
word, but it is quoted into my paper. My papur never
originated it, and when I saw it quoted thero I was very
angry about it.

Mr. L&ANDERKIN. That is all very well. The portion
I quoted from--

Mr. SPEAKER. I should like theb on. gentleman to
remember that the question before the oiuse is whether
the amendment to the Land Bill shall be read a second time.
As time is very precions, I may mention that while the hon.
gentleman's remarks may be in order ho should bo able to
state how his present argument bas any bearing on the
question now before the fouse.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I was coming to Mr. Davin's Land
Bill, and there ais some information in it which may enable
us to come to a correct conclusion and may, perhaps enable
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the Miniater of the Interior to engraft on his own Bill, some
provisions of that Bill. The paper goes on to say :

" Mr. Dain is doing more than all the other North-West members
combined, and it is the duty of his constituents to lend him a helping
hand.."
This is among the editorial notes iu the Regina Leader-

Mr. DAVIN. I again rise to order. The hon. gentle.
man states what is not the case. He says that is a note in
that newspaper. It is quoted there, and ho ought to have
stated it, and it is quoted from the Medicine Hat Times.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
An hon. MFMBER. The hon. gentleman is quite in

order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Take your licking like a man-I

beliove that is your own expression-
1 The people in eastern Canada didn't know the North-West Territories
were any more than a name, but they know it now, and that through
Mr. Davin. If Mr. Davin does not succeed in the passing of his Bills, h e
will at least wake up the old sleep heada of the east to the fact that the
people up this way are to be heard Give him a lift. He is Conserva-
tiue, but that makes no difference, or should not, to liberal-minded
business men."
Now I notice in the Winnipeg Sun that "Mr. Davin
shirked the vote on the disallowance question."

Some hon. ME&IBERS. Oh, oh; no, no.
Mr. LANDE RKIN. And I notice in the Winnipeg Free

Pre!s that "IDavin evidently shirked the vote."
Mr. MITCHIELL. Oh, surely not.

Some hon, MEMBERS. Question, question.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Now, I think that when the lion.

gentleman, a new member of this House, gets up and im-
pugns the character of a man like the hon. member for East
York (Èr. Mackenzie) who led the Governmont, and led it
well for five years, ho doos that which ill-becomes him. And
I do not think that ho boasts just as big a heart an an Irish-
man should boast, when he impugns a man who is sick, one
who has worn out his life in the service of his country.

Mr. DAVIN. Read that; read that.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Sit down.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Read, road.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Mr. Speaker, I have read enough of,

that sort of trash, and I do not wonder at your calling me
to order for reading out of this paper. Now, I have noticed,
during the discussion of thisBill, someof thestrong evidences
of loyalty which are spoken of by hon. gentlemen on the
other side. Well, do you know, whenever they begin to
talk about their loyalty it makes me wonder. It makes me
feel as if there was a good reason for their doing so, over
since they burned the Parliament House at Montreal; ever
since that time they prate everlastingly about their loyal ty.
The hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) said the
First Minister had begun his career at the burning of the
Parliament buildings at Montreal. This is what was said
by one of the hon. gentleman's own supporters, and ho
added that his sun would go down at another burning.
You will all remember how history repeated itsolf-
how the Tory party met at the Champ de Mars and
passed annexation resolutions, and now on every occasion
when they get np, in order to try to wipe away the stain of
those things, they prate about their loyalty and about the
disloyalty of hon. gentlemen on this side. Why, we
could well afford to dare and listen to such talk. There
never was a Liberal of this country tainted with dis-
loyalty. Everybody knows that it is not necessary for us
to get up on every stump in this country, and every
time we speak in the House, and say, like hon.
gentlemen opposite, that they are loyal. Of course
their loyalty is suspected ; those who are not possessed of
any great amount of virtue themselves are the ones who

are overlastingly boasting of their virtue. When we sec
further evidence coming down, the burning of the Parlia-
ment House, the annexation nanifesto, and coming down
to later periods, when they betrayed the Governor General
of this country, and proved disloyal to the constitution of
the lirSitedmonarchy by which we are ruled. by traitorously
betraying the Governor General of this country, and when
we hourd them state in this flouse that, if British con-
nection had to suffer by certain parts of thoir creed and
policy, thon they said with that ever-gushing loyalty of
thoirs: So much the worse for British connection. They
will carry out their policy whether it is loyal or disloyal,
and their policy and aim is to keep their party lu power.
Speaking of the North.West, they refused to give the ballot
to the people of the North-West, and it is well known that
the North-West is populated largely by officials of the
Government. If they took away the Government officials
from the North-West, if they took away overybody who
got seed wheat in that country, the hon. gontloman's majo.
rity would dwindle down to nothing; the hon. gentleman
knows it well. But the Government did not allow them
to exorcise the ballot in the North-West, as the people do
in other parts of the Dominion, and why ? I say-if it is
parliamentary to say it-that it is a cool attempt to
snatch from the people of the North-West the liberties that
they should enjoy-un attempt to coorce the people,
by refusing them the ballot which is possessed in other parts
of the Dominion. And, why did they do so ? It was bocause
they knew too well that if they had not refused the ballot
to these people, the burning eloquence of my hon. friend
would not be hourd in this House. They know that if they
did not have an open vote in that country, ho could say to
the office holders there: if you do not sustain the Govern-
ment thon off goes your head. Now, I did not intond to
take up the time of the House, but I say that if this dis.
eussion bas not been a very profitable one, if the time of the
House bas been wastod, the Goverument should disallow
their supporters on that side and prevent them, from rising
up, after a debate i passed, and trying to make speeches to
boister up positions which they know, when the Bill was
before the lHouse, were untenable and against the best
interests of the people they ropresent. Now, at the ninth
hour, after the Bill has passed, after the Government has
bon sustained on that question, they get up and try to
bolster their position-a position which is illogical and not
very much to thoir credit.

Mr. DAVIN. I riso to a porsonal explanation, and if I
am out of ordor, I will, if necessary, put myself in order by
moving the adjournment of the debate.

Mr. MITCHELL. Get somo one else to do it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have no objections to allowing
him to speak. I will give him every opportun ity of putting
himseolf right.

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. gentleman hus made a statoment
that my paper contained certain articles which ho read. I
may tell the House that thoso remarks were taken entiroly
from the Medicine Hat Times. Whon I saw them quoted
in my paper I thought they showed, on the part of the
editor, a great want of judgment and-

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Are they true ?
Mr. DAVIN,-and I tolegraphed at once the following:-

l Sras,-The pragraph from the Medicine Bat 'imes, quoted lunthe
Leader luit week, iutinjust to Meser3. ?erley, Davis and MceDowali-

An hon. MEMBER. Why didn't you include the Man-
itoba members ?

Mr. DAVIN. He had spoken about the North-West
members, and I did not identify the Manitoba members with
it, or the same remarks would have applied.
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" all have taken the greatest interest in North-West legislation and
have pressed North-West interests and the Bills before Parliament with
equal seal and effect.

" NCHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN."

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved the third reading of the
Bill.

Mr. WATSON. I will only occupy the time of the House
for a short time. I was not surprised to hear the member
for Winnipog getting up and making a speech on disallow-
ance, even at this late stage. I had hoped, and his consti.
tuents at Winnipeg had hoped, that at the time that question
was before the House the hon. gentleman would have risen
in bis place and used his influence to induce the Government
to abandon that policy in this House. But it appears that
the bon. gentleman could net muster up enough courage
then to say one word against the Government, although he
had pledged himself to vote against them on that question
of disallowance. I bad referred to the fact that the hon.
member for Winnipeg had informed the electors of that city
that ho was in communication with the right hon. leader of
the Governmont, and had recoived cipher telegrams from
him to the effect that the policy of disallowance would be
discontinued. I will read what I stated at the time. I was
explaining what I would like to explain to-tight if there
were time. I could explain why it is that thoer are eight
members from Manitoba and the North-West here support-
ing the Government, and orily one supporting the Opposition.
It would take some Lime to do it, but I could give reasons
which would satisfy a majo:ity of the members of this House
that it was not by a fair expression of opinion on the part
of the people of Manitoba and the North-West that eight
members wore elected to support the Administration. At
that time I was explaining why the bon. member for Win-
nipeg was elected to this House. I said :

4 We had him stating in Winnipeg that he was in correspondence
with the right hon. gentleman, and was receiving cipher telegrans
which he stated to be to the effect that the policy of disallowance was
to be discontinued."

That is what I stated. The hon. member thon rose and
said:

" I rise to a point of order. I never made any such statement as the
hon. member for Marquette has alleged."

Now, the bon. gentleman rises to day in all his dignity, and
says that ho does not wish to have the Finance Minister
apologise for bis vote-that ho had pledged himself to his
constituents to oppose the Government on their policy of
disallowance, and ho does not thank the Minister of Finance
for apologising for the vote ho was forced into giving. I do
not wonder at the hon. gentleman's doing this, because bis
constituents, the Conservatives of the city of Winnipeg,
bave actually threatened to ask him to resign bis seat as
their representative, because of the position ho has placed
himself in on that question. I was surprised to hear
the hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) talk
in the way ho did about disallowance, and about what
he bas done and would do for the country, when he
admits that a lai-go number of his constituents are in
favor of the policy of disallowance, and in fact he pledged
himseolf in bis address to the electors that ho would oppose
the Government on that policy. But what did ho do?
Why, he shirked the vote; ho was not in the House when
it was taken ; and he bas not explained why he was not in
the House on that particular day. It appears to me that
those gentlemen are ready to sacrifice their country for the
sake of party. They talk about this disallowance question
as a trifling question. It is a question which is to day so
exciting the people of Manitoba that their Local Legisla-
ture has voted $1,000,000 for the purpose of building a
railway to the boundary lino.

An bon. MEMBER. That is what ho calls a detail.
Mr, DaviN.

Mr. WATSON. Well, it is such a detail that I would
take this opportunity of informing bon. gentlemen opposite
that if the people of Manitoba are interfered with in what
they consider their just rights, there will be serions conse-
quences.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Take care.
Mr. WATSON. The First Minister says take care, but

what I am stating here, I am stating on my responsibility
as a member of this House, and as a good citizen of Canada;
and if the people of Manitoba are exercising what we be-
lieve to be a constitutional right, I have a right to make
this statement. The people of Manitoba have expressed
themselves in that way through the press, and through the
Local Legislature, and I am perfectly safe in making that
statement here to-day. I am not speaking only for my own
county; I am speaking for the city of Winnipeg, and for
the whole of Manitoba and the North-West, when I make
that statement. The hon. memb3r for Winnipeg has made
reference to other parts of the policy of this Government,
and to the effect that they have had on that Province. He
says the people are perfectly satisfied with the tariff
policy. I will not take time te enumerate the different
articles which I might enumerate to show that that policy
is not in the interest of Manitoba. Ours is not a manu-
facturing Province, and bas no interest in a high pro.
tective tariff. The Local Legislature, some two years
ago, appointed a committee to enquire into the work.
ing of the tariff in that Province; and that com-
nittee reported to the Legislature that the tariff bare exces-
sively hoavy on the settlers of the Province. That fact
should suffice Io answer the statoment of the hon. gentle-
man. It is not necessary for me to take up the time of the
House in referring to matters which were referred to by
some hon. gentlemen opposite to-day, and which were
discussed on a previous occasion. I am glad to see that
the hon. member for Winnipeg bas mustered up enough
courage, though several weeks af ter he should have spoken,
to express hie opinion in the House on the question of dis-
allowance.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time and passed.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 79) to consolidate and amend the Acts relating
to the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Railway and Stoamship
Company, and to change the nane thoreof.-(Mr. Soarth.)

Bill (No. 117) respecting the Western Counties Railway
Company.-(Mr. Mills, Annapolis).

Bill (No. 118) respecting the Guelph Junction Railway
Company.-(Mr. Innes.)

Bill (No. 124) respecting the Ontario Pacific Railway
Company.-(Rr. Rykert.)

Bill (No. 132) further to amend to Act incorporating the
Canada Atlantic Railway Company.-(Mr.Perley, Ottawa.)

Bill (No. 133) respecting the Manitoba South-Western
Colonisation Railway Company.-(Mr. Haggart.)

Bill (No. 134) to enable the St. Martin's and Upham
Railway Company to sell its Railway Proporty.-(Kr.
Skinner.)

Bill (No. 129) respecting the Primitive Methodist Colon-
isation Company.-(Mr. Wallace.)

Bill (No. 108) for the relief of Marie Louise Noel (on a
division).-(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 144) for the relief of John Monteith (on a divi-
sion).-(Mr. O'Brien.)
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Bill (145) for the relief of Fanny Margaret Riddell (on a

division).-(Mr. Tapper.)

DIVORCE-RELIEF OF SUSAN ASH.

Mr. SMALL moved the second reading of Bill (No. 135)
for the relief of Susan Asi (from the Senate).

Mr. THOMPSON. The Bill which is now before the
House is a Divorce Bill which has been sent down from the
Senate, and I suppose the House is aware that it raises
some nice constitutional questions whicb are somewhat new,
new at all events in the discussion of Bills of Divorce. So
far as I am personally concerned, 1 intend, as regards this
Bill, to adhere to the practice I have pursued ever since I
have had the honor of a seat in this House and vote against
this Bill, because I believe divorce, whether by judicial
decree or by statute, should not be granted. I am aware,
however, that the legal questions that have been raised in
connection with this Bill, and the procedure which is in-
volved in the granting of the prayer of the petition, some-
what affect the regularity of the proceedings of Parliament,
and establish a very important precedent as regards future
applications of the same kind, and I have a duty to discharge
to the House which is altogether disconnected with my
personal views on the question of divorce. I recognise it
to be my duty to state to the House, so far as I am
able to form an opinion on the subject, how the appli-
cation would be regarded if the subject was one now
for judicial enquiry. For I understand the principle on
which Bills of this kind have proceeded, ever since this
practice has been established, is this: that they will begranted
on the same evidence and under the same circumstances
as applications would be granted before a judicial tribunal
in the Mother Country which had jurisdiction over such a
subject. The House is aware, I presume, from previous
discussions on questions of this kind, that before 1858 in
England there was no tribunal which had jurisdiction to
grant a divorce. Offences against the marriage relation
were subjects of ecclesiastical enquiry, and divorces from
bed and board, as it is commonly called, of course, were
thon granted, but ecclesiastical courts had no juris-
diction to dissolve the marriage tie. In 1858 the
court of divorce and matrimor ial causes was established
in England, and power was given to that tribunal, in
certain *cases and for certain specified reasons, to grant a
dissolution of the marriage tie, and by the Judicature
Act that jurisdiction has now becorne vosted in the High
Court of Justice and is adminiEtered in what is known as
the Probate Division. I propose in the discharge of my duty
this evening, with regard to giving an opinion on this subject,
to state to the House what my view is as to the right of the
petitioner under the circumetances detailed in the evidence
in support of her petition, if she were an applicant to the
Probate Division of the High Court of Justice in England
instead of an applicant to the Parliament of Canada for the
relief which she now seeksý I am bound to say to the
House, notwithstanding the disposition which I have to
resist by my vote a Bill of this description, that I am
forced to a conclusion that under the facts detailed in the
evidence here she would ba entitled to a decree dissolving
the marriage tie under the procedure which obtains in
England and under the principles which have been admin-
istered since 185W, first in the Court of Divorce and Matri-
monial causes, and, subsequently, in the High Court of
Justice.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Do you say she would be
or she would not be entitled ?

Mr. THOMPSON. I say she would be entitled. I will
state briefly what the facts of the case are as I understand
them from the evidence which has been sent iere from the
Sonate, and I will mention, as briefly as possible, the princi.
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ples which it appears to me would guide a judicial tribunal
in coming to a decision on such a question. It appears
that Susan Ash was married in the city of Kingston, Ont.,
on 24th March, 1868. It is not material, I suppose, to the
legal question which arises, but I may state the fact inciden.
ta5ly, that she was then a very young person of the age of
only sixteen, and that the person whom she married,
and who was named Manton, was a person very mueh
her senior. She seems to have left her home somewhat pecu-
liarly, ler mother having died and her father having mar-
ried subsequently, and it seemed to have been the desire of
her parents that she should make an early marriage, and
the marriage was very hastily made, and, as I have said,
at the age of sixteen. She went to live with her
husband in Kingston, and remained with him five or
six weeks. She left her home with bis consent, and
went to visit her father in the city of Montreal.
On her return to her husband, at the expiration of five or
six weeks, she found that he had given up the business
in which he was engaged, bad sold off his stock in
trade, had sold his furniture, bad parted with bis house
and gone to board. He provided her, however, with board
for a short time. But it is alleged on behalf of the peti-
tioner, and not denied, that he was from that time forward
addicted to most intemperate habits, which resulted in
her believing that it was impossible for her to con-
tinue to live with him. She states that, as time progressed,
his habits of indulgence increased, until she was unable to
live with him any longer. She thon went to live with ber
father, in the city of Montreal, and lived there until lis
death, which took place in 1878. It appears that she left
her husband in Kingston, in consequence of these habits, in
consequence of his ill-treatment of her and lis indulgence
in drink, but she left him against his will. The next cir-
cumstance which transpires in the evidence is that, in the
year 1874-the marriage having taken place in 1868-her
husband, Manton, married a person named Hatch in the
town of Stirling, Ont., on the 3rd of September, 1874;
and the parties to the second marriage, that is,
Manton and his second wife, removed at once to
the city of Boston, remained there living as husband
and wife, and had a family. It appears that, between the
time that his wife left him in Kingston and went to live with
her father in Montreal, Manton obtained a divorce from the
present petitioner in the State of Massachusetts. fe appears
to have gone there and applied for a divorce on the ground
that she had descrted his home. That is the only plea upon
which he obtained a divorce, and the case which the peti-
tioner now presents, and on which she founds her application
for this Bill is this: she says the second marriage of her hus
band was a bigamous mar'iage, not justified by the divorce
of Massachusetts, and the question, I take it, which Parlia-
ment has to consider, before giving assent to this Bill is
whether it will recognise the divorce obtained in the State
of Massachusetts as a complete dissolution of the marriage
which had taken place in Canada. Now, Sir, in the first place,
I admit that it is not the most material element for consider-
ation that the marriage took p'ace in Canada, because, if the
parties subsequently became domiciled in another country,
they submited themselves and their marital statuà altogether
tothe laws and tribunals of the country in which they went to
live; and wbat I contend is most important in this case is this
principle: that before any tribuns Ican alter the marriage
status and dissolve a marriage of the person who applies
for that relief-in this case Manton, who obtained the
divorce in the State of Massachusetts-must have been
domiciled in the State of Massachusetts, in order to entitle
him to that relief, in order to give validity to a divorce
obtained in Massachusetts, and in order to entitle the
divorce in Massachusetts to any recognition here. That
principle, I take it, is thoroughly established in English
law, by a long series of docisions, and by text-writors who
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treat of divorce. It is most important that it should
be fully observed, because, to depart from that principle
would enable persons collusively, and in bad faith, to go
from one country to another, merely for the purpose of
obtaining a divorce; and, having obtained a divorce in a
foreign country, to set that divorce up against their lawful
husbands or wives in this country, and to contract what our
law would only consider a bigamous marriage here upon
their return. Now, the question arises as to whether
it appears in this case that there was any jurisdiction,
on the part of the court in Massachusetts, to givo
Manton a divorce against his wife? As I have said that
ought to be decided, in my opinion, by the question whether
he was, when ho applied for that divorce in Massachusetts.
domiciled there. If ho went on a temporary visit to Boston,
or if-which would be still worse-he went merely for the
purpose of applying for a divorce there, I have no hesitation
in giving my opinion that his decree so obtained in the
United States would be entirely nugatory here, and would
not be recognised in any court under the British system of
jurisprudence. When we look at the evidence which has been
sent from the Senate, we find the bald facts as I have stated
them to the flouse: first, the marriage at Kingston; second,
the divorce obtained in Massachusetts, and third, the marri-
age contracted here in Stirling with the second wife. Thore
is no evidence whatever in the case, to show that at the time
he obtained the divorce in the State of Massachusetts ho was
domiciled there, or was ever there at all, in fact, until after
the second marriage was contracted, or was then otherwise
than as a citizen of Canada. If such be the case, the result
would be that the second mars iage in Stirling, would be a
bigamous marriage, and Susan Ash, his first wife, would
have, in a judicial tribunal, a fair right to a divorce, on the
ground that ho had committed bigamy and the other offences
upon which divorces here are founded. Now, the only
evidence that I find to show that ho was domiciled in
Massachusetts is simply the recital in the decree for the
divorce, calling him "of Boston," and I submit to the House,
on the authorities that I will present, as briefly as I can, in
order to lead the flouse to a clear understanding of my view,
that that statement is no evidonce-is nothing more than it
professes to be, namely, a simple assertion that, at the time
he made his application in Massachusetts he was there; not
an evidence of any kind that he had a domicile there. And
when I am speaking of a domi<ile, I am not speaking
of a domicile in any technical sense. I would accept
any evidence whatever which would lead the House to
the conclusion that ho was there in good faith, for the pur-
pose of taking up his residence-for the purpose of making
his home; for, as some of the authorities put it, it
is not necessary that there should be a domicile in
a technical sense, that it is enough that the matrimonial
home of the parties was in the place at which the court
undertook to exercise jurisdiction. But, as I have said,
there is absolutely no evidence that his home was there,
that he was resident thore, that ho was there for anything
but the temporary purpose of obtaining the divorce; and
thore is the presumption to the contrary fron the fact of bis
having been married in Kingston and of his having contract-
ed the second marriage in Stirling, and the only clear evi-
donce that he made his home in Massachusetts at all is the
evidence that he went there to live after ho contracted his
second marriage. Now, upon that subject, I would cite to
the House one or two authorities, because I know that it is a
matter which bas engaged the attention of my brethern of
tho legal profession in the House, and involves, as I have
said, important principles as regards the future action of
the flouse on Bills of this description. The authority of
an eminent toxt writer, as regards the effect of domicile
upon an application for divorce, is contained in a few words;
I am referring to the standard work of Dicey on Domicile.
ne says:

Mr. THoMPsoN.

"lit. The Divorce Oonrt has under exceptional circumstances
jurisdiction to dissolve a marriage where the parties are, or where one
of them is, at the commencement of tue proceedings for the divorce resi-
dent, though not domiciled in England.

And I would emphasise here, what I have already stated, that
in speaking of the necessity for domicile in the place where
the application for divorce is made, I am not using the
word domicile in a technical sense, nor in any other sense
than that of the real home or residence, as distinguished
from a more prosence in the place where the tribunals
undertake to exorcise jurisdiction. Then, he says:

'' 2nd. The Divorce Court has jurisdiction to dissolve a marriage be-
tween parties not domiciled in England at the time of the proceedinga
for divorce where the defendant has appeared and not under protest."

In this case Susan Ash did not appear in the court in
Miassachusetts, and, therefore, did nothing to bring herself
within that second provision by submitting herself in any
sense to the jurisdiction of the Massachusetts court.

" 3rd. The Divorce Conrt has jurisdiction to dissolve an English mar-
riage between Engliah subjects on the petition of a wife who is resident,
though not domiciled, in England."
That latter point I witl refer to again hereafter, because it
is necessary to establish it on bohalf of this petitioner, before
she can have any right to come to this Parliament for relief.
Now, Sir, the subject, as I have said, bas been very fully con-
sidered in a long series of decisions. In the first place there
is a decision of three very eminent judgeF, in 1878, in the
case of Niboyet vs. Niboyet, docided in the Probate Division
of the High Court of Justice, and afterwards in the Court
of Appeal in England; and that docision goes the farthest
of any modern English case in support of the recognition of
the power of a tribunal to give a divorce without some-
thing in the nature of domicile. The circumstances were
these: The partios had been married at Gibraltar. They
were French, and they were living in England only bocause
the husband was there in the diplomatic service as a
representative of France. He was, as a member of the
diplomatic service, fully resident in England, although by
the technical principle of constitutional law a diplomatic
officer retains his original domicile and belongs to his own
country, even though ho goes abroad in foreign servico.
Therefore, the husband was legally and technically domiciled
in his own country, in France, but ho was really and in
good faith resident in England; and it was held that Eng-
]and, although not the domicile of the parties in the technical
sense. was their matrimonial home-their residence, and
that this gave the court jurisdiction thoro. In support of
that proposition, I might mention that when this case was
subsequently reviewed in the House of Lords, in the case of
larvey vs. Farnie, in VIII Appeal Cases, it was uphold on
the ground that England, although not the domicile of both
parties, was the bond fide residence of both parties. In this
case, it cannot be said, from anything the evidence contains,
that Massachusetts was the bond fide home, or in any sense
the home of either of the parties. It does not appear to
have been even the home of the husband. Now, thore is a
dissentient opinion in that case of Niboyet vs. Niboyet,
delivered by Lord Justice Brett, which has been almost
universally accepted as the botter opinion of the two
opinions which were pronounced; and that opinion goes so
far as to uphold the rule that there must be something more
than a bond #ide residence in the country to whose tribunal
the application for divorce has been made-that there muet
be, in the fullest sense the domicile of the parties there. But
I would cite one passage from the judgment of Lord Justice
James, who was one of the majority of the court, and who
took the narrower view that the jurisdiction of the English
tribunal could be upheld on the ground that England was
merely the residence of the parties, for the purpose of
showing that in his view it was necessary, in order to give
the court jurisdiction, that there must be even something
more than the more technical domicile. It is necessary, he
holds, that the real residence, the "matrimonial home " as
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it was called, of the parties be within the state which under. The En courts willreoognise as valid the decision of a competent
takes t exrcise the juridiction. Lord Justice James says, Chrtian tribunal dsolvin the marriage between a domciled
takto ag e thidcin od utc ae as native in the country wbere sncb tribunal bas juriediction, and an Eng-
atlsh woman, when the decres of divorce 18 fot impeached by any species

"If wee akedte efin, ad i weo ncessry e dfin, wat. of collusion, or fraud. And this, although the marriage may have been"If I were asked to define, and it were necessary to define, what in slmie nEgad n a aebe isle o as hc
the particular case of matrimonial infidelity constitutes a matter matri- sold n l a have been disoe fo a anuwhc
monial in England at the time when the Act was passed, I should define
it to be a case ef infidelity where the matrimonial home was in England." Applying the toit of that decision to this particular cae, it

And eroI sy, pplyng hatdecsio, tegiv th cortswould amount te this, that the Canadian courts, or, in thisAnd here I say, applying that decision, to give the courts.
of Massachusetts jurisdiction, it should have been the place instance, the Canadian Parliamont Iwill recognise as valid
where the matrimonial home was the decision of a competent foreign Chritian tribunal (such

as the court of Massachusetts), dissolving the niarriago be-
"The matrimonial home, in which the offended husband ought to be tween a domiciled native in tho country whero such tribunal

no longer bound to entertain the unchaste wife, or in which the chaste ha8 jurisdiction." That is to say, if we had divorce courts,
and offended wife ought to be no longer bound to share the bed and
board of the polluted husband-the matrimonial home, the purity of
which was under the watch and award of the Ohurch there." particular instance a divorce granted in Massachusetts,

Further on, at page 8, ho Saye aithougl not for a cause whicb would justify a divorce in
our country or in England, provided it was made on the

"In the first place, it appears to me to be a violation of every prin- application of a citizen in Massachusetta, domiciled thero, and
ciple, to make the dissolubility of a marriage depend on the mere will not under any othor circumstances. I witl not dotain the
and pleasure of the husband, and domicile is entirely a matter of bis will
and pleasure. It would be very desirable, no doubt, that a judicial fouse by reading more passages in this decîsion. Al
decree of dissolution of a marriage affecting the statue of husband and through it is based on the principle, that, although the
wife, a decree in rom, shoul, be, if possible, recognised by the courts of divorce was not, in that case, made in England, A wu
every other country, according to the principles in international comity.
.But is such a result possible ? Would any French court recognise the
dissolution of a French marriage, because the French husband had been relation to a Scottish subject, a person domiciled there.
minded to establish bis domicile in England ? " There must ho one of two things, to express it a littie more
I am citing that for the purpose of showing that even the fully than did the toit which I ited at tho outset. There
majority of that court decided that it was sufficient that the must be a domicile in Massachusetts te mako this divorce
matrimonial home should ho in England, although techni- recognisible here, or there must be evidenco that tho home,
cally the domicile was not there. This required something tho residence, as distinguished from, the more presenco of
moi e-that there should be not merely domicile in E ogland, the person, was in the State of Massachusetts, at the tue
but bondfide residence there in order to give the English the divorce was applied for by hi. Against the cake of the
courts jurisdiction. At page 13, I will cite a passage from petitioner, this principle is set up: that the domicile of the
the dissentient judge, Lord Justice Brett. I can cite it with wife is always the domicile of the husband; and that if wo
the more confidence, bocause the text-writer, to whom I can find anything in this case te show that the husband was
have referred, has distinctly affirmed that this was the domiciled in the State of Massachusetts, thon wo must
botter opinion of the three, that the others were opposed te conclude that the court has jarisdiction thore, met oniy ovor
well estabiished dicta, if not to principles, and bocause, hin, but over her. I answered, in tho first place, hy antici-
when the case subsequently came to be reviewed in a later pation, that there is ne evidonce ho was ever domieilod in
case, in 1882, to which I may call the attention of the Massachusetts or even rosiding there; thore is nevidonce
House, the Law Lords were exceedingly careful to avoid that ho was more than meroiy prosont there, in tho sense in
directly affirming the extensive principle that even the which theso autheritios say more prosonco le net enough te
matrimonial home was sufficient in order to give a court pive themjurisdiction. In Pitt vs. Pïtt, of fouse of Lords cases,
jurisdiction. Brett, L. J., says: page 640, there is a distinct dictum by the Lord Chancelier,

" The jurisdiction of a country exercised, whether by legislation or by that, as regards the rights of the wife, they are net proju-
its courts, over the personal status of the subjects of another country diced by the principie ef the law that the domicile of the
who are merely present in it, or are merely sojourning in it, or are husband is that of hi8 wife. The goneral prinoiplof the
merely cited to it -law that the husband's domicile is that of hie wif, is foundd,
And this man cannot be said to have been anything more in the first place, on the general rulo that tho husband and
than merely present in the State of Massachusetts, according wife are eue, and, in the second place, on the gonoral prin-
to the evidence.- ciplo which recognises the Christian duty o e wife te
" is not admitted by the country of which such people are subjects, or by take up her residonce with hor husband. But the Rouge
other foreign countries." wiil understand that a case whicl prosents fetures saoh as
Now, these people were the subjects of Canada. This man this case dees, which pronts the feature of the hnsband
was merely present-I am giving his case the best of the ilt-treating his wife, compelhng her absence fronie home,
evidence-in Massachusetts. The woman was only cited and thon is geing abroad, in bad faith and in violation of
there and was never present, and Brett says such presence his mariage duty, te seek a home eisewhere, is net tho
"is not admitted by the country of which such people are ordinary case of a husband taking np his homo in a foreigu
subjects or by other foreign countries as sufficient to give State for the purposof making his residenco thoro, in good
jurisdiction." If, therefore, the courts of any country should faith. The Lord Chancelier said in the cae of Pit v8.
assume, by a docree of divorce, or any other decree referring Pitt:
to the statue of a married person, to alter the status of a "If it bad been necesuar te arrive st a différent conclusion se te the
foreigner not domiciled in that country, the decree would fact of hie domicile, I shou!d still have had the greateet possible difficnlty
not ho considered as binding by the courts of another in holding that the domicile et the husband was, in a case of this kind,thisauthrity thedecre et the t be regarded lu law as the domicile ef the wife, b y construction or by
country. According to this authority, the decree of thethe wif tfollow the husband, and t b-
court of Massachusetts is not a decree which would be core subject, for the purpose of the divorce, te the juriodiction of the
recognised by another country without stronger proof than tribunal of auy contry lu which the huuband might choose, even for

we hve ereof he curthavng urieicton verthethat purpoise alone~ te fi and to declare that hie lntended te acquire anwe have here of the court having jurisdiction over the bouedmil.
persons, through the husband being there domiciled. in the t
technical sense of the term. Tho case came up for the con. Lord Kingsdown, in the course ef the sane cage, said: it
sideration of the Hlouse of Lords, in 1882, in the somewhat is true, that ho did net entertain the deubts which the Lord
celobrated case of Harvey vs Farnie. In that case the Chancelier did; but, ln the latter cue of Harvey vs. Farnie,
docision wus brie"y thisT decidd in 1882, and which I cited a few moments agom it is
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distinctly laid down, in the course of the decision, that the
wife does not, by the principle that the husband and wife
are one, or by reason of the law of duty which compels her
to live with ber husband, forfeit the rights which
she bas to assert against him, when hoeis act-
ing in violation of his marriage duties. Now, the
question arises whether she, by virtue of the principle
that there must be a domicile and a bond fide residence
within the jurisdiction of the tribunals to which the party
seeking the divorce applies, must not show she has a domi-
cile in this country, now that she is applying for a divorce
by Parliament. 1 think that she has a domicile here, and
has a right to apply for a divorce here, according to the
principles recognised by the English authorities. It is true,
her husband now is fully domiciled in the United States.
Immediately after the second marriage ho went there to
live with his second wife, and they have a family in the
State of Massachusetts; where, I presume, he now lives.
It cannot be said that, when ho was living in a bigamous
state, as I have shown he was, if I am right in the propo-
sition which I have already laid down, her domicile must
still follow his, and that she is bound to go to the State of
Massachusetts and to live with a person who bas contracted
a bigamous marriage according to the laws of this country.
And the American law, as well as the English law, and the
law of this country, shows that her domicile is that of the
country of which she is a citizen, in such a case. A very
distinguished authority, Bishop, in volume 2, section 125,
lays down these propositions, which establish, I think, that
the wife bas a right to come to the tribunals of this country
in which divorce is dealt with, and to apply for this divorce:

"The general rule is familiar that marriage creates a unity of the
parties wich gives them one domicile, that the husband bas the autho-
rity to determine where it shal be, and that consequently the wife's
follows his and his des nlot change with bers. But this rule, like any
other ought te be and commonly is, limited bythe reasons on which it
rests; as for example, a wife may, in proper circumstances-as where
she is abandoned, or acquires a settlement separate trom her husband. So,
where married parties are living under a judicial separation, or divorced
from bed and board, the domicile of the wife does not follow the hus-
band's. Now, when the law authorises a suit between a hubband and
his wife for divorce, and makes the jurisdiction over it depend among
other things upon domicile, there is an irresistible implication that, if
she needs a separate domicile toR ive effect to her rights, or if his case
requires her to have one to make his effectual, the law bas conferred it
on ber. And, in addition to this argument we have the proposition
already appearing, that the reason why her domicile follows his ie not
now in operation; and, as the reason has ceased, so should its conse-
quence.ft wouid not be neceseary to regard the wife's separate domicile
complets for every purpose ; but itlal a quasi domicile for tbe special
purpose of divorce. More minutely, and in other aspects of the question,
if a husband commits an offence entitling a wife to a divorce, she not
only is discharged thereby immediately, and without judicial sentence,
from her duty to dwell with him, but she must abandon him, or the co-
habitation will be condonation, barring her of the remedy. In other
words, she must establish a domicile of her own,' separate from his,
though it may, or not, be in the same judicial locality with bis. Then
the law, which required this of ber, cannot turn round and say it is not
hers. Moreover, the reason for making his domicile bers bas ceased.
The courts may well, and they do, decline to accept this result on a col-
lateral issue, but in principle it is imperative in the divorce suit."
Then, at section 127, hoesays:

" If the parties are living in different States, and the statutes of the
busband's State require the applicant for divorce to be domiciled therein,
can the wife, relying on the rule that the domicile is hers, sue him for
divorce in his own jurisdiction ?1"
That is, could Susan Ash go to the State of Massachusetts
and, relying on the defendant's domicile being there, apply
for a divorce on the ground that the original divorce was
void ?

" In principle he, denying the offence, cannot at the same instant
maintain, should he be disposed, as he will not be, that the offence bas
qualified her to have a separate domicile But there is a difficulty on
ber aide. She alleging and proving his guilt, shows herself competent
to have a separate domicile; and, when the tact appears also that she ie
abiding in the other state animo manendi, all ground for holding the
husband's domicile to be hers is excluded. In fact andin law it is not hers.
Such is the doctrine of principle. In authority, this question in.most
of our States isnot settled. But where a husband deserted his wife in
Massachusetts, in which State she.continued to reside, himself removing
to New Hampshire, the court of his new domicile refused to accept it as

Mr. TaoMPsoN.

his wife's for divorce, holding in her suit there that it bad no jurisdie-
tion. 'When the husband,' said Fowler, J., 'abandoned his wife,
necessity of separate and independent existence gave her a separate
residence and domicile ; and, when be came into this State, leaving her in
Massachusetts, ber domicile remained there with ber, and there it still
continues.' And so it bas been held in North Carolina, in Miesouri and
in Wisconsin. A State ought not to forbid any person, wherever resid-
ing, to sue one of its domiciled citizens for a breach of the marital
status, yet, in our country, for the same reason that plaintiffs are re-
quired to reside in the State a given number of years before the suit is
commenced, so also sBhould be defendants where a non-resident is plain-
tiff."

So that, according to the law of the United States itself,
if this woman were able to establish that the second mar-
riage was bigamous, that it gave her a right, under the laws
of the State of Massachusetts, te a divorce against her hus-
band, and the original divorce was void, as Ihave contended,
for want of jurisdiction, she would be excluded from the
courts of Massachusetts because she bas her domicile in
Canada and has no status to apply to the courts in Massa-
chusetts. The same rule was foreshadowed by Lord Justice
Brett, when ho decided in 1878, in the case of Niboyet vs.
Niboyet, that

" The case of an adulterous busband deserting his wife by Ieaving the
country of his domicile and assuming to domicile himself in another "-

As this man left Canada and assumed to domicile himself in
Massachusetts-
"might seem to raise an intolerable injustice, but we cannot help think-
ing that in such case, if oued by bis wife in the country in which he -had
left ber "-

As he is now being sued by Susan Ash-
" he could not be heard to allege that that was not still the place of
bis married home, i. e., for the purpose of that suit, of bis domicile."

If I am right in that, this is the only place to which an
application could be made by her for divorce. The subject
came indirectly under the notice of our own courts, on
an appeal from one of the courts in the Province of Quebec;
and a good deal has been said in another place in the course
of the discussion of this Bill, as to the decision of the
Supreme Court of Canada, and the principles which it has
been asserted were decided there-I jeter to the case of
Stevens vs. Fisk, in which it was decided, principally by the
judgment of Mr. Justice Gwynne-that the foreign divorces
obtained in the United States must be recognisel by all
Canadian courts. I am glad to say, for the safety of our
own community, that no such principle was asserted or
foreshadowed in any degree by the learned judge in his
judgment, which I hold in my hand. It was the case of a
marriage which took place in the State of New York. The
two parties were citizens of New York, and were domiciled
there when the application was made. All that the majority
of the court decided, and all that Mr. Justice Gwynne
decided in his elaborate and very able judgment was that,
inasmuch as the domicile, at the time of the marriage and
at the time of the application for the divorce, was the State
of New York, the courts uf New York had jurisdiction, and
that the decree of that court muet be recognised wherever
it was produced. fe says:

" Now, although the ordinary rule is, that the domicile of the wif e is
the place where ber husband has bis domicile, yet it is an established
exception t ,Ibis rule in American authority, thiat, for the purpose of
instituting a sait for divorce, the wife may have.a domicile separate
from that of ber husband."

I cite this case in order te show that, assuming that the
other branch of the argument is correct, and she has estab-
lished a case on which a divorce could beg ranted, this
point is clear as te ler right te apply here.

" In the case of Cheever v. Wilson, 9 Wallace, 108, it was decided by
the unanimous jndgment of the Supreme Court of the United States that
the rule le, that the wife may require a separate domicile whenever she
ma do so, that the right springe from the necessity of ite exercise, and
enlures as long as the nece-sity continues, and that the proceeding for
a divorce may be instituted where the wife bas ber domicile. In Harteau
o. Harteau, it was said by the Supreme Court of Massachusetts (Picker-
ing, 181-5) that the law' will recognise the wife as having a separate
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existence and separate interests and separate rights, in those cases where
the express object of the proceeding is to show that the relation itself
ought to be dissolved or so modified as te establish a separate interest,
and especially a separate domicile and home, otherwise the parties would
stand upon very unequal grounds, it being i the power of the husband
te change is domicile at will, but not in that of the wife

" nlu Calvin vs. Reid (5Smith, Pennysylvania) it is said: 'The unity
of the persan created by the marriage is a legal fiction, to be followed
for aIl useful ant just purposes, and not to be used te destroy the
rights of either, contrary to the principle of natural justice, in proceed-
ings which, from their nature, make them opposite parties.'

' Mr. Wharton, in his work on private international law, section 46,
says:

"' That the rule that the wife's domicile is that of her husband, it is
now conceded on ail sides, does not extend te cases in which the wife
claims te acta, nd by law, te a certain extent and in certain cases, is
allowed, adversely te her husband.'

" Mr. Bishop, in his invaluable work upon marriage and divorce, states
the rule, as collected from the decided cases, thus:

' ' When a law authorises a suit between a huaband and bis wife for
divorce, and makes the juriediction over it depend among other things
upon domicile, there is an irresistible implication that, if she needs a
separate domicile te give effect te ler rights, or if bis case requires her
te have one te make is effectual, the law has conferred it on her.' "

So far, the learned judge has referred to American authori-
ties. He now procecds, to the case of Deck vs. Deck,
which is an English authority, and ho says:

"Ilt has been decided in England that under the provision of the
English Statutes, 20-21 Vie., chap. 85, it was competent for the divorce
court there te entertain a petition for divorce at the suit of an English
woman married in England te an Englishman who had left and gone
to the State of New York "-

Transposing the words that decision means that it is com-
petent here to entertain a petition for divorce at the suit
of a woman as to a Canadian marriage between Cana-
dians, when the busband has left ber and gone to the State
of Massachusetts-

"where he acquired a domicile, and had married again there, and
upon service of proces in the suit upon the husband in the United
States to make a decree for the dissolution of the marriage."

Then, for the purposes of this application, there is the
authority of Dicey, based on these decided cases, that the
Divorce Court has jurisdiction to dissolve any marriage
between English subjects, on the petition of a wife who has
a residence, though not a domicile, in England ; in other
words, that the Canadian tribunal has, between Canadian
subjects, a right to d ssolve marriage on petition of a wife
who has a residence here, though she were not domiciled
here, as I suppose it can hardly be pretended this woman
has not been. I have to ask the forgiveness of the House
for having taken up so mach time. My excuse has been a
desire to ascertain in what way we should proceed in cases
of this kind, and the sense of duty which was recognised by
my learned friend who intimated the other day when the
Bill came up, that i was expected to make a statement of
my opinion, and I have no doubt that other hon. gentlemen
will state their opinions. Without detaining the House any
longer, I would state my opinion in brief to be this: That
this was a Canadian marriage between Canadian citizens;
that there is no evidence whatever that there was any
domicile or residence in Massachusetts which had given
any right in law to the court there to dissolve
the marriage tie ; that, therefore, for all the purposes of
these proceedings, the court of Massachusetts had no juris-
diction and its decree cannot be recognised in this country;
if it had no jurisdiction, Manton violated his marriage
duties and incurred penalties by contracting a second mar-
riage; that second marriage is the valid ground for her to
apply for a divorce. I am merely giving, with regard to
these points, my opinion as to the state of the English law.
And it is of course entirely optional with every member of
this louse to vote as he pleases upon the question of whe-
ther any divorce ought to be given in any case. I only
refrain froin voting for this Bill for the reason that I
should givefor voting against any Bill for the dissolution
of a marriage tie.

Mr. DAVIES (P.K.I.) The hon. gentleman needed not to
have offered any apology to the House for presenting his
clear and lucid opinion upon the Bill now before us. I have
the misfortune to differ with him on some of the legal
positions he bas advanced; on others, I fully agrea with
him. Respecting the last proposition, that the wife has a
sufficient status in this country, under the jurisliction of this
Parliament as a court of divorce, to maintain a petition
for divorce against ber husband, I concur. I think
he has fairly laid down the law with respect to
the domicile both of husband and wife. If I un-
derstand the hon. gentleman aright, he laid down the
proposition that the domicile of the husband was, in law,
the domicile of the wife, but that for the purpose of obtain.
ing against ber husband justice in cases in which she had
been aggrieved, the court allowed ber a special domicile in
the country where he lived, whether her husband's domicile
was there or not. I quite agree with the hon. gentleman
that we have jurisdiction to maintain ber petition and pass
this Bill on the ground that she bas sufficient status here to
justify ber in bringing the action and solely upon that one
ground. I find the law laid down in Phillimore's Inter-
national Law, with the limitation that I have attached te it.
Vol. 4, page 349:

" The general doctrine, that the domicile of the wife is legally that of
her husband rests upon the basis that it is the legal duty of the wife to
dwell with her husband wherever ho goes ; but if ho commits such an
offence against the marriage state as render lier cohabitation morally,
and also perhaps physically impossible, ha bas destroyed the basis upon
which the general doctrine rests, and has entitled, or rather compelled,
ber to establiah, for the purpose of obtaining justice against him at
least, if not a separate domicile, in the full sense of the term, a separate
forensic domicile."

Therefore, assuming the hon. gentleman's first proposition
that she was entitled to the divorce being correct, I think
his second proposition is sound also, that she has established
a sufficient separate forensie domicile which entitles her to
bring suit in this country. But she bas separate domicile
from ber husband only and solely te enable ber to obtain
justice against'him in the case where ho bas violated those
moral laws which violation entitles her to sue for a divorce
in the country where she lives for the time being. Now,
being at one with the hon. gentleman on that point, I will
proceed to estate wherein I differ with him, on another
branch of the case. The hon. gentleman in stating the
facts, left the impression that it appeared from the evidence
that there was some fault on the part of the husband, te
which fault might be attributed the separation of Susan
Ash from lcr husband. I do not so read the evidence.
The fact of the case is that Susan Ash was married to this
man Manton about the year 1868; they went te his home
and lived together for a period of six or eight weeks; that
she then left him, so far as i can gather from the
evidence, without disobeying him, she left him for the
purpose of paying a visit to her parents in Montreal ; that
she returned after visiting her parents for two or three
weeks te ler husband again. In the meantime ber hus-
band had been unfortunate in circumstances, and his goods
and chattels had been sold by the sheriff. He, nevertheles,
provided a home for ber in the hotel, where they lived for
some time, and after living with him for some time, she
left him without any apparent reason, except that she did
net like him. The proposition to which the House is
invited te give its assent in the face of the preamble of this
Bill is one to which I think very few hon. members will
consent. Looking at her own evidence, I find she is
asked:

"Q. Why do yon leave him ? A. Bocause he has been cruel.
"Q. Will you please tell us how he was cruel ? What do you mean by

his being cruel? A. Icannot tell exactly ; ho had no sympathy for my
youth-I was only sixteen."

Hon. gentlemen may say that that means nothing at all.
" No sympathy for my youth." She may have thought

1887. 1021



0OMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 15,

that her husband had no. as muéh sympathy, affection and
love for ber as she had hoped ; but will that be hoeld to ho
sufficient ground to entitle a wife to desert her busband ?
Then she is asked whether ho used any personal violence
towards ber. She said ho did not. She is asked respecting
bis habits. She says that he is addicted to drink to some
extent ; but it doos not appear that ho ever beat her or used
violence towards her. T hen, according to her own evidence,
and it must be remembered that we have only her side of
the case, she deserted ber husband without rhyme or reason
and went back to live with ber father, without her husband's
knowledge and without his consent. Yet we are asked in
the face of this evidence to assent to the legal declaration
in the Bill:

" Owing to the said William Manton's conduct it became impossible
for her to continue to live with the said William Manton as his wife."

I say there is net one scintilla of evidence to justify that
contention, and I will not give my assent to it. How
has ho conducted himself ? As appears from the evidence,
ho never used violence iowards his wife or did anything
to justify her in deserting him. Af ter she deserted him he
went to live in the United States. He lived there for three
years, and then ho returned to Montreal with a view. to
induce her to return to live with him. She declined to do
so and persisted in continuing ler separation from him,
and she again deserted him. He returned to his then home
at Boston, and having remained there the necessary length
of time to justify him in applying for a divorce, namoly five
years, ho appealed to the court of Massachusetts for a
divorce on the ground of desertion. She was served with
the necessary papers calling upon her to show causo why
he should not obtain a divorce. She did not show cause.
She did not read the papers, but she gave them to ber
father who told her not to read them. She had full notice of
the proceeding in Massachusetts, but she abstained from
reading the documents served on her on the advice of her
father.

Mr. THOMPSON. Where is that in the evidence ?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) On page 6. Then we have the decree

of divorce put in evidence by Susan Ash herself, and that
decree recites on its face that for the period of five consecu-
tive years preeoding the time of application the applicant
had resided in the city of Boston. As a fact ho had resided
there for five years previous to the decreo, and that docree
being granted on the 7th April, 1874, justifies me in the
statement I made that after she had deserted him at the
end of 1868 ho had gone to Boston and had lived there up
to the time of obtaining the decree of divorce. The only
time ho appears to have loft Boston was when he visitei
Montreal for the very laudable purpose of endeavoring to
obtain the consent of his wife to go and live with him, a
consent which she refused. Up to this period I see nothing
on the face of the evidence to justify in any way whatever
the conduct of Susan Ash. She acted without just cause
in a manner which I do not think hon. members of this
louse will desire to approve; she deserted ler husband

without good reason; she received notice of the applica-
tion for a divorce, and when ho obtained the decree
she remained quiet for twelve years afterwards. In the
meantime having obtained the decree Manton marries and
gives notice to the woman whom he is about to marry that
he is a divorced man. He took a second wife and continued
to reside in Massachusetts; ho bas resided there for thirteen
years since he obtained a divorce and has a family of five
children, and as appears from the evidence on page 7 of
one of the witnesses who lived in the same house with him
for eight years, ho is living a reputable, decent, honest life.
Hie second wife has borne five children, and this House is
asked now at the instance of Susan Ash, not merely to de-
clare that ber marriage with Manton shall be dissolved, bat
to deoclare that that man in the face of this deoree dissolving
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bis first marriage has been living in a state of. bigamy and
adultery, as the Bill declares it, with lis second wife for the
past twelve years, and by implication it declares the issue
of the marriage to be illegal. I submit to the Hlouse that that
is a statutory declaration which hon. members will hesitate
a long time to make. The preamble of the Bill recites:

" That the said William Manton, on the-third day of Septembor, one
thousand eight hundred and seventy-four, went through the fonn of
marriage with one Mary Ford Hatch ; that the said William Manton,
since his pretended marriage with the said Mary Ford Hatch, has lived
and cohabited with her in a state of adultery."

I submit that such is not the fact, and that is not the law, as
I read it. I submit that under mv reading of the law, if
Manton returns to any one of the Provinces of the Domin-
ion and was prosecuted for bigamy, the Dominion courts
would hold that his second marriage was a legal marriage,
and the decree of divorce, unless evidence was given to
prove that the decree was obtained either by fraud or by
collusion, would be declared to be a legal decree. I have
read the position which those who support this Bill took in
the other Chamber whore the Bill originated, and I find that
the argument addressed by the leader of the House in sup.
port of the Bill was a proposition which I am glad to see the
Minister of Justice did not entertain. If I understood lis
reasoning it was this: that the law of the place of marriage
was to govern, and that inasmuch as the marriage between
Susan Ash and Manton took place in the Dominion of Canada,
the statutes of those Provinces, no matter where they lived
afterwards, would govern. Such is not the law of England,
of Canada, or of the United States. There was a clear
misunderstanding in the minds of many of the text-
writers as to what the law was owing to the improper
conclusion they came, to as to the grounds of the decision,
in the celebrated case of Lolley. But since the case
of Harvey and Farnie, first decided in the Probate Court,
afterwards by three judges on appeal, and afterwards by the
unanimous vote of the flouse of Lords, it has been clearly
understood that when parties remarried their status is
determined by the law of their domicile, wherever that
domicile may be. They may be married in England, but if
they make their domicile in France, in the United States or
Canada, their rights as between husband and wife are to be
determined entirely and solcly by the law of their domicile.
I do not want to weary the floue by reading anv portion
of this decision at length, but I will read the ho vi notes of
the case, which show the principles which gavern the Eng-
lish courts in deciding cases of this kind, and it lion, gentle.
men appreciate correctly the principles of this case, they
will conclude that the propositions I am submitting to the
House are the law:

" The Englieh Divorce Court will recognise as valid the decree of a
Scotch court dissolving the marriage of a domiciled Scotchman and
Englishwoman. Although the marriage was solemnisedl in England,
and the marriage was dissolved upon the ground for which by English
law no divorce could have been granted."

lore was a case where a Scotchman had gone tb E'gland
and married an Englishwoman; they had goue aid lived
in Scotland, or at any rate that was the husband's domicile.
An act was committed by the wife which w >ld not have
entitled him in the English courts to a divorce, bat which
would entitle him in the Scotch courts t) a divorco. He
applied for a divorce in the Scotch c)urts ant obtained
a decree. The case was carried to the highest appel-
late courts in Great Britain, and they held that the
Scotch court had jurisdiction over the parties, because
it was in Scotland that the husband's domicile lay.
There are, thorefore, only two principles upon which a
court may act. They must determine, under the law of the
country in which the marriage took place, or else unier the
law of the country in which the domicile of the busband
was. Now, the law was misunderstood, until after the
decision of the House of Lords in the case to which I have
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referred to mean that it waa the lex loci contractus that
governed the status and relations of the husband and wife
forever after; but that is not the law to day, and it has net
been the law since this case was decided. In thie case of
larvie vs. Farnie the notes go on :
" The question of divorce is not an incident of the marriage contract

to ba governed by the lez loei contractus, but is an incident of status to
be disposed of by the law of the domicile of the parties-that l, of the
husband' s.

Now, I think it will be conceded, I think it has been con-
ceded by the Minister of Justice, and if it were not, it would
be easy to cite numberlese authorities to prove it, that the
domicile of the husband, actual and bondfide, is the domicile
of the wife, and I did net understand the hon. gentleman to
controvert the proposition of law which I lay down, and
which I think is fairly deducible from that case. What I
did understand him to deny is, that there is any evidence
te show that the State of Massachusetts was really Manton's
domicile. I understand him to assent to the proposition
that, if it were affirmatively shown that Manton's domicile
was in Massachusetts, the courts of that State would have
jurisdiction. The hon. gentleman nods assent, so that the
point between us is really a very simple one. The question
is what weight you will give the copy of the decree of
separation of Manton and bis wife, which was put in

.evidence in this case. Is it primd facie evidence of
the facts it sets forth ? And if it is what are those
facts ? I submit, as a proposition of law, that in the
absence of any evidence, direct or implied, attacking
that decree on the ground that it was obtained by fraud or
collusion, in the absence of any evidence to show that Man-
ton went there simply to obtain that decree of divorce, that
decree is evidence of the facts recited in it. The decree
states in substance that he was there for the full time of
actual residence which the law of Massachusette required,
that is five years, to entitle a person to apply for a divorce.
The period required, therefore, by that law had elapsed,
and it appears from the evidence before us that not only
was ho there five years, when the decree was issued, but
that ho bas resided there for thirteen years since that date,
and I submit to the House, as a fact fairly deducible from
the evidence, that a man who bas resided for eighteen years
in the state of Massachusetts, and has married and brought
up a family, and in the absence of evidence to show that
lie intends to change hie residence, it is fair evidence that
the state of Massachusett is bis domicile. I freely assent
to the proposition that that decree is not binding
absolutely, that it was open to Susan Ash to come
to this or any court in the land and to say that
that decree was void. The law throws every protection
around persons who were absent when a decree was made;
and she could set it aside in any judicial tribunal of our land,
if she could prove that Manton simply went there to obtain
a divorce, and not for the urpose, bondfide, of changing
his domicile. The law does not allow a man to go
from one country, where a divorce is difficult, to another
country, whore it ie easy, simply for the purpose of obtain-
ing a dccrce. The hon. gentleman cited one or two cases to
prove that proposition. I think he cited Pitt vs Pitt, which
was decided some time ago in England. In that case Colonel
Pitt had gone into the adjoining country and lived there, and
his object was net bond ide to change his domicile, but to
oeable him to procure a divorce. ln that case it was
held that the one simple fact that you have not changed
your domicile established that the divorce you obtained
abroad is net binding. The hon. gentleman concedes
that if the fact had been found the contrary way,
if it had been found that Colonel Pitt had changed
hie domicile from England to Scotland, that one tact
would have altered the decision, and the jurisdiction
would have been complete and binding, not only in
the Scotch but in the English courts. Thon the case of

Niboyet vs. Niboyet was one in which the two parties, who
were French in origin, had gone to England. That case
goes further than I am contending for in the case now before
the louse. It decided that even domicile was not necessa ,
but that bond fide residence in the country was quite su-
cient, and I freely confess that that case ought net to be
considered by us as an authority in this case, because it was
decided on the construction of an English Act of Parliament
which we have not in force in this country. It simply
decided that the two facts of residence in England and
proof of the crime which justified the divorce having
been established in England, those two facts give juris-
diction to the court and entitled the iparties to a decree
of dissolution. But I am satisfied from the authorities,
that even that divorce might not have been recognised in
France, if the case had come up there. I do not go so far
as that, but I simply go as far as the proposition laid down
in Harvey vs. Farnie, in which the principle I contend for
was assented to by the decision of the president of the
Divorce Court, next by the Justices of Appeal and lastly by
the House of Lords, so that I cannot see how there can be
any doubt about what we should decide. I will venture to
trouble the House with one or two quotations from the
judgment. Lord Justice James observed:

" And, upon principle, I cannot bring myself to doubt that what Lord
President has said is right, that if a domiciled foreigner comes here for
the purpose of taking a wife from thia country, the moment the marriage
is contracted, the moment the vinculum exists, then the lady becomes
to all intente and purposes of the sme domicile as the husband, and all
the rights and consequences arising from the marriage are to be deter-
mined by the law of that which by the actual contract of marriage be-
comes the domicile of both parties, exactly to the saie extent as if they
had both been originally of the foreigo country. It seems to me that
there is no qualification of that rule. À wife's home ie her hnsband's
homeo; a wifo's country is her husband'a country; a wife's domicile is
ber husband's domicile; and any question arising with reference to the
status of those persons is, according to my view, to be determined by
the law of the domicile of those persons; assuming always that the
domicile is a bonâ fide one, not a domicile either ficticions or resorted to
for the sole purpose of altering the status. I am not, however, prepared
to say that an English husband could by going ta a foreign country for
the sole purpose of domiciling himself in a place where a marriage could
be dissolved at pleasure, be enabled to obtain a valid and binding dis-
solution of his own marriage. That point it is not necessary for us to
decide. But where the domicile is the real bonaIfide domicile of the hus-
band, and consequently of the wife, the court, the forum of the country
of that domicile, is the forum which has to determine the status ; and
has to determine whether the status was originally well created, and
whether any circumstances have occurred which justify that forum in
deciding that the status lias come to an end."

Now, nothing can be clearer, or plainer, or freer from
doubt than the language used by the Lord Justice-the
husband's domicile is the wife's domicile; the forum of the
country where the domicile is, is the forum having jurisdic-
tion over the parties, provided always that the domicile is
a roal bond fide one, and has not been sought and obtained
eimply for the purpose of procuring the divorce.. Lord
Justice Cotton, in giving judgment, took the same line. He
says

"Then we have to consider this question : Is this divorce an incident
of the contract, and in any way to be governed by the law of the coun-
try where the solemnity took place, or is it a question of status?"

Now, hon. geatlemen will see that this case muet either be
governed by the law of Canada or by the law of the United
States ; they must hold that William Manton's domicile is
either in Canada or in the United States. Ie has nover
been arywhere else; and this House is asked to decide that
this man's domiuile is net in Boston, where he has lived for
thirteen years with bis family, but is here. The hon. gen-
tleman knows that the question of domicile is altogether a
question of intention. That intention can be gathered as
well after tue residence began as before, and the fact that
this man has been living in Boston since 1874 with bis wife
and family, is the best evidence that it was his intention in
1874 to remain there and make it his domicile. Lard Jus-
tice Cotton says:
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"l In my opinion is is not a question in any way depending upon the

rule that the lez loci oontractua governs. That applies, as I have already
stated, to the forme and solemnities by which the marriage i celebrated.
When parties unite themselves in marriage, it is not part of this contract
that, according to the laws of the country where that marriage takes
place, they shall have the power or not to dissolve that marriage- Any
act done in violation of the duties incident to the statue is a matter
which concerne the country of the domicile, and, in my opinion, the
question of divorce is not in any way an incident of the contract so as
to be governed by the law of the country where that takes place; but
an incident of the statue to be disposed of by the law of the domicile of
the parties if they are subject to the tribunale of that country. Here
we have a real domicile throughout in Scotland, and in my opinion the
courts of that country, not only for the purpose of statue in that country,but for the purpose of statue everywhere, have the power to entertain
thie question, and if they thiuk fit te decree a divorce."
Now, I could substitute the word Massachusetts for the
word Scotland, and apply the language used by the Lord
Justice to the case before the House. In this case we have
a real domicile, it appears to me, in the State of Massa.
chusetts, and in my opinion the courts of that State, not
only for the purpose of status in that country, but for the
purpose of status everywhere, had the power to entertain
the question of William Manton's right to his divorce, and
if they thought fit, to decree a divorce ; and that court,
having entertained the question and having decreed accord-
ingly, and William Manton having acted on that decree,
and having married an honest woman and lived with ber
in good faith, because the evidence shows nothing to the
contrary, for thirteen ycars, and raised a family of children,
I say that for this House to step in and declare that that
marriage is a bigamous one, that that man is living in
adultery, and that those children are illegitimate, is a
proposition from which I shrink, and to which I shall not
give my assent. I am not opposed to giving a divorce
to Susan Ash, but I am against the propositions of
law which she bas set up, which are not only unjust,
but opposed to the whole current of English decisions-
propositions which cannot be fairly adduced from the
facts contained in the evidence, but, on the contrary, are
opposed to those facts. And I say that no man, be he layman
or lawyer, can wish to insert in the preamble of that Bill a
declaration that William Manton and the woman le married
have been living in adultery for 13 years, and that their
children are illegitimate. I for one will not commit myself
to such a hideous proposition. Does this woman deserve
anything at the bands of this House ? She left ber husband
and deserted him without cause, so far as I can gather from
the evidence. I have no hesitation in declaring my opinion
that if the children of this second marriage came to this
country, and the question of their legitimacy was tested
the courts of law, bound by the decisions of the Englisî
courts which I have read, would have to declare those child-
ren legitimate; and if that is so, I think we would'be taking
upon ourselves a great deal in declaring them illegitimate,
unless some evidence were given to show either that that
divorce of Manton's was obtained by fraud or collusion, or
that he went to the States, not for the purpose of honestly
changing his domicile and acquiring a domicile there, but
for the sole fraudulent purpose of obtaining a domicile where
he could easily procure a divorce. If I am right in that,
what extraordinary consequences would follow from the
course we are asked to take. These children are legitimate,
that woman is an hone--t woman in the eyes of the law
of the State of Massachusetts, and you are asked to declare
that if she crosses an imaginary lino ishe loses her legal
status. She loses her position of honor, she becomes the
mere concubine of this man, without having any legal
right to his name, and these children, who are legitimate
on one aide of the line boome illegitimate on this aide.
What does Lord Justice Lush say as to the aspect of the
case in this decision 1 am reading from ? He says :

" Now, to hold the consequenca of what is confined to Scotland, and i
to hold that a Scotchman, who was released by the law of hie own
country from the marriage tic in the country where his home wa,
should as soon as ever he came over the border into England, be liable

Mr. DAVIES.

to be indicted for bigamy, i@ something that shocks all one's notion o
morality and public convenience."

Looking at the case from my standpoint, there is sufficient
evidence, primd facie, to justify me in accepting the facts
stated in that decree as correct. Admitting, therefore, that
he obtained his domicile in Massachusetts and admitting it
to be indisputable that the law of the country of domicile is
the only law which can govern in questions relating to the
dissolution of marriage, I cannot give my assent to the pro-
positions laid down in the preamble of this Bill, and which
are at direct variance with the decision in this case. The
hon. gentleman asked me if I was reading from. the appeal
case in Harvey vs. Farnie. I was not reading from the
report of the case in the House of Lords, but before the
Lords Justices of Appeal, and I need not again quote it.
The decision in the flouse of Lords confirms the decision
of the Lords Justices upon the same ground. Thehead-note
to that case says :

" The English courts will recognise as valid the decision of a con-
petent foreign Christian tribunal dissolving the marriage between a
domiciled native in the country where such tribunal has jurisdiction,
and an English woman, when the decree of divorce is not impeached by
any species of collusion, or fraud. And this, although the marriage
may have been solemnised in England, and may have been dissolved for
a cause which would not have been sufficient to obtain a divorce in
England. When an English woman marries a domiciled foreigner, the
marriage is constituted according to the lez loci contractua; but she
takes hie domicile and is subject to hie law.

They went on to hold that in a word the law of Scotland
governed. The hon. the Minister of Justice referred to a
decision given by our own Supreme Court in the case of
Stephens, and he rather, I think, stated that he understood
that opinion did not lend couritenance to the doctrine that
the courts in this country would recognise the decrees of
divorce granted in the United States.

Mr. THOMPSON. 1 stated that the decision was not
what it was supposed to be, namely, that the decisions in
divorce cases of the United States courts are recognised
without enquiry as to the jurisdiction.

Mr. DAVIES. I quite assent to the proposition that it
is perfectly competent for us to enquire, acting, as we are,
as a quasi court, as to juriediction. We have a right to
enquire as to the bond fides of the decree and domicile-
whether the decree was obtained by fraud or collusion ;
and if we find any of those facts, we have the right to set
aside the decree as valueless, just as a court of the land
would. It appears to me, Mr. Justice Gwynne laid down
the law very nearly as I understand it to be, according
to the cases I have cited. He said in the decision to
which I have referred:

"Mr. Justice Story, in hie conflict of laws (Section 86) say:-' of
the nature, extent and utility of the recognition of foreign laws res-
pecting the state and condition of persons, every nation muet judge for
itself."I

Upon that the learned judge commenta:

"1Now, admitting thie to be mo, I muet eay th at it appears te me very
clear that if the husband in Deck v8. Deck, instead of goiag te the State
of New York, had gone to the Province of Quebec and had married there,the courts of the Provinces of this Dominion ehould not hesitate to re-
ognise the validity of the decree made in that case, so as to entitle the

wi fe to maintain a suit like the present in her own name as a femme
sole; and if we should recognise such a decree made by the divorce
court in England, I can see no princigle upon which we should decline
to recognise a decree of the Supreme Court of the 8%ate of New York
made under similar circumstances, for a cause which, by the law of the
$tate of New York, is sufficient to justify a decree of dissolution of mar-
riage.'"

ln other words, if I understand the learned judge aright,
he puts the decision of the court of the State of New York,
)r the court of the State of Massachussette, in the same po-
sition as the decision of the courts in England. They are
both foreign countries, as far as we are concerned, in the
natter of divorce, and we give the same recognition to a
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decree of the court in one country as we will to a decree
of the court in another country. He thon goes on to
quote with approbation the decision of the House of Lords
in Farnie vs. Harvey, in which case it was decided that:

" The English courts will recognise as valid the decision of a compe-
tent foreign tribunal dissolving the marriage between a domiciled native
in the country where such tribunal has juriadiction, and an English
woman when the decree of divorce is not impeached by any species of
collusion or faud.' f
To the principle of that decision he gives his unqualified
assent, and I, therefore, understand the law, as ho laid it
down, Vo bo that which 1 have been attempting Vo Iay down
to the Huse to.night. While Irecognis that for the pur-
pose of obtaining justice against ler husband, if she can
prove she is entitled to justice in the sense she asks it, we
have jurisdiction to act in that matter, and while I hold
that for that purpose she may have a forensie domicile in
this corintry, still her legal domicile is the domicile of her
husband, William Manton. When he removed to the State
of Massachusetts for the purpose of residing there, that
State became his domicile, and the courts of that State
became the only courts which had jurisdiction over him and
authority to decree a divorce. Having decreed that divorce,
and that decree being in evidence and reciting the
fact that ho was there five years, and otherevidence supple-
menting that by showing ho bas resided there ever since,
I have come to the conclusion that Massachusetts is the
state of his domicile, that the court of Massachusetts las
juriediction, and its decree is binding not only in Massachu-
setts but in all the courts of this country. I recoil, there-
fore, with a shudder from the legal proposition this woman
asked us to endorse; I object to this, fouse bastardising
these children and declaring that the second wife is living,
not in a state of matrimony but in a state of concubinage.
Though I would be willing to vote for the dissolution of
the marriage, when the petitioner couples that dissolution
with these facts, I am obliged to vote against the Bill.

Mr. O'BRIEN. If the lon. gentleman is correct there
is no adultery, and, therefore, no ground for this divorce on
the principle on which this Parliament las hitherto acted.
That is the logical conclusion of his argument.

Mr. DAVIES. There is no law, as I understand, in our
Statute-book or in the British North America Act, which
defines the ground on which we may grant divorces.

Mr. O'BRIEN. True, but we have always acted on that
consideration.

Mr. DAVIES. The proposition I lay down 13 this: that
the man is legally married in the State of Massachusetts,
that he obtained a legal divorce, and that if the woman
were domiciled thoro she has the right to go thero, and
obtain from the court leave to marry again ; but, living in
this country, ehe has obtained sufficient forensic domicile
here to justify her coming to this Parliament for relief; and
it is for usto grant a divorce on the ground that her lus-
band has obtained a divorce abroad.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Practically the conclusion is the same,
if the hon. gentleman's contention is correct, that there is
no adultery, and in that case the ground on which this
Parliament has granted divorces is cut away.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). No doubt the general principle
hitherto laid down by Parliament, which, under the British
North America Act, has power over marriage and divorce,
is that divorces have been granted only for the cause stated
by the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien), but there is
no limitation of the power of Parliament to grant divorce
for any cause, and, while we have laid down that general
rule, there may be cases in which there may be an excep-
tion, and I think this is a case which may be taken out of
the general rule, and where we may give this wornan the
relief she claims. While this question is an important.
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legal question, I do not think there is much dispute as tO
the legal principles which are involved, but in my view it
setties down largely to a question of fact. There ais no
dispute that, in the case of an English marriage botween
English subjects, if those parties subsequently change their
domicile and become domiciled in a foreign country,
it is through the tribunals of that country that a dissolu-
tion of the marriage shall be had, and, if the domicile is
fairly changed from au Englieh to a foreign domicile, and
the decroe of dissolution of marriage is made, even on
a ground upon which our courts would not have granted it,
that would ho recognised by the tribunals of our country.
This is a matter which, in consequence of the conflicting
opinions upon it, has required a good deal of consideration.
My mmd fluctuated for a time in regard to this case, but,
after looking into the authorities, I have corne to the con-
clusion that we ought not to pass this Bill with the present
preamble. In the first place, the preamble recites that this
woman could not continue to live with her husband, so that
in fact we are asked to decide that there was sufficient
evidence to justify the Court of Probate and Divorce in
England-which I take by way of analogy to the Parlia-
ment hore-in granting a decree of judicial separation, not
of a dissolution of the marriage. Without going over the
evidence, which has been fully discussed by my hon. friond
the Minister of Justice and my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Davies), it is evident that the facts set
out are not sufficient to justify a court in granting a decree
of judicial separation, for it appears that she voluntarily
left ler husband without, I think, sufficient justification
for any court to grant a decree of judicial separation.
Therefore, so far as that is concerned, it seems to me that
we have no right to make that statement because, dealing
with this case, as we are for the time being, as a judicial
tribunal, we ought to consider the riglits and the status of
William Manton, the husband of Susan Ash. I can find nothing
in the evidence to justify us in coming to the conclusion
that it was impossible for her to continue to live with her
husband, and the test which I apply to that is that the
court in England, under the facts which are proved, would
not grant a decree of judicial separation. The next ques-
tion is as to the effect of the decree. It seems to me that
that comes to a question of fact. The principle laid down
by Lord Justice James in the case of Harvey vs. Farnie,
which was read by my hon. friend from Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Davies), seems to me to settie the question
that, in regard to people married in England and going to
a foreign country and acquiring a domicile there, the status
of the marriage becomes subject to the judicial tribunal of
that country. There is a case in which that matter was
determined, the case of Shaw vs. Her Majesty's Attorney
General. I will read the head notes of that case, and thon
will shortly give the facts :

" The petitioner, whose original domicile was English, and who
married in England, resided for two and a half years in one of the States
of America, and then petitioned the competent court in that State for a
dissolution of her marriage on grounds for which, if proved, this court
would also dissolve au English marriage."

I may say, that, although that is put forward in this case,
I think we can deduce from the later cases, the case of Har-
vey vs. Farnie for instance, that, if the foreigu court have
jurisdiction, although the cause for which the marriage is
dissolved by the foreign court might not be one which would
authorise the English court to dissolve the marriage, it
makes no difference as to the validity of the decree:

"No personal notice of the proceedinga was given to the husband,
who had never been within the State, and whose domicile continued to
b. Englieli. The marriage haviug beau dissolvod, the petitioner re-
married in America in the gliotima of hern irst dpubad.

" Held, that a divorée so obtained could have no le gai effect upon an
English marriage, and, therefore, the second marriage was invalid.

,It would appoar that if the jetitioner had been l all domicileilu
the State at the ime that the divorce wad grantedh.e nglish courts
would hava recoguised and acted on the decree."
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Now as to the facts:

" The facts of the case are these : The marriage between the petitioner
and William Suthers, as I have said, took place in August, 1851, at Hali-
fax, in Yorkshire, near which place both parties up to that time had been
resident. In 1853 the petitioner went to the United States by herself,
and her husband followed her in 1854. In the following year they both
returned to England, and continued to live together at Heb-en Bridge,
Yorkshire, until March, 1856, when William Suthers again went to
America; the petitioner followed him in March, 1857, _t America, but
did not join him. She supported herself as a sempstress, and in August,
1859, she had been resident more than two years in the State of Iowa. Int
that month she commenced proceedings for a divorce in the proper court
of that State. The court had no reason te suppose that the petitioner
had any collusive object in going te reside in the State of Iowa. At the
same time there is no evidence te satisty me that she ever obtained a
domicile in the State of Iowa. She always had an intention to return te
England, and ultimately did so. The husband went to the United
States in 1857, and then te Canada, and he was in Canada during the
period in which the proceedings for a divorce were being carried on in
Iowa. No notice of these proceedings were personally served upon him.
The citation was by advertisement: it did not reach him, and did not
come te his knowledge. Everything took place behind his back. He
never had an intention to give up his English domicile. These are the
facts upon which I must decide whether the divorce can be held valid in
this country. The principles upon which the question here raised must
be decided have been se recently discussed in several cases in the court
of ultimate appeal that it is not necessary te enter upon a discussion at
large on the present occasion. It may be sufficient te observe: first,
that Lolley's case has never been overruled; secondly, that in no case
has a foreigu divorce been held to invalidate an English marriage be-
tween English subjects, where the parties were not domiciled in the
country by whose tribunals the divorce was granted. Whether, if so
domiciled, the English courts would recogniee and act upon such a
divorce appears to be a question not wholly free from doubt; but the
better opinion seems te be that they would do se if the divorce be for a
ground of divorce recognised as such in this country, and the foreign
country be not resorted to for the collusive purpose of calling in the aid
of its tribunals."

Now, in that case the question turned, as in this case, upon
the domicile, but the facts there are very important to show
that the petitioner had simply resided two years and a half
in the State of Iowa, and that there was no evidence that
she had net the intention to return, which was actually
carried into effect afterwards by her returning to England.
This case is one of fact, to be judged by the circumstances,
and what are the circumstances ? We find that this man
had resided five years in the State of Massachusetts, the
time which is required by their law before he could apply
for a divorce. The decree of the court of Massachusetts
states that he petitioned for that divorce, and sets forth the
different facts which are stated in his petition, that he had
been married to Susan Ash, that ho had beeu deserted by lier,
and that #e had resided for five years in the State of Massachu-
setts. Thon the decree goes on and states all these facts which
were proved to the satisfaction of the court. 1 take it my
hon. friend the Minister of Justice will not undertake to
impugn the validity of the decree, assuming thefacts con-
tained in it. We find throughout the whole facts that Susan
Ash does not intend to impugn the decree in any shape.
Although she was not at the time subject to that tribunal,
was not in the State of Massachusetts, we would still have
a right to say whether these facts were correct or not. But
she has not attempted in the slightest degree to say that
any of these facts were incorrect. Thon we have a right to
look te the subsequent conduct. The Minister of Justice
will agree with me that we have a right to look at the
facts regarding a domicile, and changing the domicile the
husband goes there, as in the case of Pitt vs. Pitt, merely
for the purpose of obtaining a divorce, le has not such a
domicile as will enable him to obtain a divorce. Now, in
this case was there any aninus revertendi ? We have the
fact that shortly after bis wife refused to cohabit with him,
ho went t >the State of Massachusetts, and he appears to have
remained there and engaged in some occupation to earn a liv -
ing. During that period he returned to see if his wife would
again cohabit with him and go with him to the State of
Massachusetts, his adopted home. He returns there and
romains five years, thon he comes to Canada and marries,
and returns te Bcston, and there is not the sligtest evidence

Mr, WELDoN (St. John).

that ho ever intended to return to Canada. Now, it seems
to me, in view of these facts, that the question is narrowed
to one of domicile. Then I think that, viewing the decree
of the State of Massachusetts, taking the fact that the onus of
disproving the facts on which the decree is based were laid
upon the petitioner in this case, she has no right to come
here to impugn that divorce and to make the marriage with
Miss Hatch a bigamous marriage and the children of that
union illegitimate. It seems to me she ought to endeavor
to show that that decree was obtained either by fraud or
collusion, or that the facts were not correct. The decree
was put in by herself, as part of her own evidence, without
any attempt to invalidate it. Therefore, 1 take it we have
the right to assume that she admits the facts stated to be
correct. If the decree was invalid at the time, I admit
that the subsequent residence, or subsequent facts that
could not render it valid. But I have been looking at the
subsequent facts regarding the whole question relating to
the change of domicile by Manton. I want to se that ho
went thore honestly, in good faith, for the purpose of acquir-
ing a residence in Massachusatts. He abandoned his domicile
in Canada and remainod in Massachusetts, applied for the
divorce, came to Canada and married again, and thon re.
turned to Massachusetts, where ho remaini to this day.
Under these circumstances, it seems to me we ought to
pause before we make a statutory declaration of certain
facts. We all know that our decision will be held conclusive
in a court of law. It has been pointed out by the hon.
member for Queen's that if Manton came here and was
indicted for bigamy he could not bo convicted.
Suppose ho was possessed of real estate in this coun-
try, now, when time goes on, and ho happons to die,
and theso children claim the property, we have got to see
what the jadicial tribunals of our country would decide.
Taking a view of the facts, I believe Manton had acquired a
domicile in the State of Massachusetts, that, by virtue of that
domicile, the status of this marriage become cognisable by
the courts ofMassachusetts, and that, therefore, that divorce
was valid and his subsequent marriage was legitimate. If
that was the decision of the tribunal in this country, why
should we make a statutory declaration, that that is not the
state ofthe facts, that on the contrary this woman, Mary Forde
Hatcb, has no legal position as the wife of William Manton,
and that the children she has borne to him are illegitimate ?
I must say that I would hesitate bof ore doing that. If it was
necessary for the purpose of giving this woman relief, and I
should have to vote on that preamble, I should be constrained
to vote against this Bill. But I think that under the power of
Parliamont we can afford relief to this woman without
affecting the status of people who are not before us, affect.
ing the status of William Manton, still more affecting the
status of the woman he has lived with in marriage for the
last thirteen years, and without branding the children of his
last marriage with illegitimacy by Act of Parliament. But
if the question is ever to be tried, let it be tried by the
judicial tribunals of this country. I have spoken in this
matter with diffidence, knowing the difference of opinion
among legal gentlemen. But I believe we ought to recognise
the divorce which dissolveci this marriage and left Manton
free to marry, to recognise that the marriage was legiti-
mate, and that the children borne of that marriage are
legitimate.

Mr. WEL DON (Albert). There are two or three points of
fact that I would like to refer to briefly. There has been such
a striking unanimity of opinion as to the leading rules
of law that are involved in this controversy, that almost
nothing in that respect is left one to discuss. The hon.
member for Queen's, P. E. I., (Mr. Davies) stated that he
differed from the Minister of Justice, both as to the law and
the facts. I followed his argument as carefully as I could,
and I was not able to discover any material position
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advanced by the Minister of Justice from which the hon.
member for Queen's dissented. There were one or two
minor propositions of law in respect to which there was
difference of opinion. The hon. member for Queen's,
Prince Edward Island, bas said that the recitals of the
decree in Massachusetts must be held to be taken as evidence
of jarisdiction. From that proposition I entirely dissent.
Even if such jurisdiction, according to the constitutional law
of the State of Massachusetts were established, we
have not sufficient to satisfy the requiremerts of the Cana-
dian law. A Scotch decree of divorce bas been granted
when the parties could only prove a residonce of
forty days; the requirements of the Scotch law have
thus been satisfied. But the requirements of the English
law when English courts have been called upon to pronounce
on the validity of Scotch decrees have not been satisfied.
Hon. gentlemen opposite must even go further, and face the
fresh difficulty and show that the requirements of the law of
Canada have been complied with. There is a great differ-
once between hon. gentlemen opposite and the Minister of
Justice in the interpretation of the facts. Hon. gentlemen
opposite hold that a case of bond ide domicile has been made
out. I will not marshal the evidence at length, but so faras
I understand it a bond fide domicile has not been made out.
The hon. member for Queen's, PE.I. (Mr. Davies), said
the best evidence on that point was that Manton had
been in Boston for fourteen years after 1874, when the
divorce was granted. It must be remembered that this is
the case of a man who remained out of the country, and who
if lie came back to Canada would find himself liable to be
indicted for bigamy. He might, if returning to Canada,
meet the terrible fate which overtook Lolley, who was
married in England, divorced in Scotland, and on returning
to England, after a second marriage, was sentenced to two
yearm' imprison ment. That would be a very good reason why
Manton did not come back, without assuming that he had an
animus manendi in Boston. The cases cited at considerable
length by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) and by
the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) go to show this
very clearly, that in some cases the English court will grant
divorces where the parties are not domiciled within their
jurisdiction ; but the practice of the English courts in treat-
ing a foreign decree is illiberal, and they will not always
respect foreign decrees under precisely the same circum-
stances where jurisdiction would be extended by their own
courts. But I will not pursue this discussion, for I promised
to speak but a moment. I say in conclusion that I will vote
for this Bill following this simple rule: that whether the
divorce of the Massachusetts court was good or not
I think we are acting safely, fairly and wisely in voting for
this Bill. If the divorce in Massachusetts is a valid divorce,
if the parties were, as I think they were not, domiciled in
Massachusetts at the time, we but affirm a possibly good
decree. If the divorce granted by the Massachusetts courts
is a bad divorce, then the facts before us as disclosed in the
evidence taken before a committee of the other Chamber show
that this is a case where relief is needed. As to the other tact,
whether there was or was not jurisdiction, we are but doing a
simple act of fairness and justice in granting this relief, and,
therefore, I shall have pleasure in voting for this Bill.

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to offer a few word of explan-
ation. The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) agreed with
most of my propositions; but we differ as to the tacts and
the view we take of the evidence. The n'ain difference
is this: The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) contends
that the decree pronounced by the court of Massachusetts
is evidence of a domicile there, because it recites that the
party making the application had lived there for five years.
I admit that if he lived there for five years, he woula pro-
bably have acquired a domicile; but the recital of that tact
in the decree of the court is no evidence of the fact itself,

because the decree is not of the slightest value until we
have ascertained that the court had jurisdiction over the
subject matter and the person. The hon. gentleman has
stated that the document shows that the court had juris-
diction. The assertion made in the decree is held by
the hon. gentleman as primd facie evidence that the
applicant had resided in the State for five years, and that
the court had jurisdiction, and, therefore, the decrea must
be held to be good unless it could be shown that it had
been obtained by fraud. My proposition is, that a judge
sitting in Massachusetts has no judicial authority whatevor
until it is proved that he has jurisdiction over the subject
matter and person in the case. Until that bas been done,
he bas no power- whatever. The hon. member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies) has contended that there is no evidence to show
that the woman was justified in leaving ber husband. The
evidence shows, however, that he was addicted to drink,
and that he was so much addicted to that habit that it would
be a species of cruelty to compel her to live with him. But
supposing she had no right to leave him, does that justify
the husband in going to a foreign country, getting the mar-
riage dissolved-she did not give him justification for
obtaining a divorce in this country-and remarrying? As
regards the horrible consequences of declaring the second
marriage bigamous, I say this is simply declaring the mar-
riage void, which ho went to Massachusetts to bave so
declared. It is simply saying that the woman shall be
relieved of the marriage of which he himself got relieved
by the court of Massachusetts.

Mr. MILLS. It seems to me that the doctrine of the
Minister of Justice is a very extraordinary doctrine to lay
down under the existing circumstances. This man is not
before this court at all. He has bad no opportunity, so far
as we know, of appearing before Parliament. The hon.
gentleman knows that so far as a foreign decree is con-
cerned it is taken in a court of this country upon proof as a
matter of fact. The statement here is that this man had
gone to roside in Massachusetts and had resided there for
five years, and had obtained a decree of divorce in a court
having jurisdiction. The Minister of Justice says we have
no evidence of that tact before us. But we are asked to
assume by this Bill that it cannot be a fact. The House
ought to careful in pronouncing on a case in the absence of
one of the parties. The evidence goes to show that this
woman left ber husband without adequate cause, or at all
events the evidence does not disclose a sufficient cause to
jnstify desertion. Subsequently to that the husband left
the country and went to reside in Massachusetts. That is
admitted by the applicant for divorce in this case. The
hon. Minister asks this House to say that the court
which granted that deoree of divorce had not jurisdiction.
Now, I say that before this House is asked te make a
statutory declaration of that sort, there ought to have been
some evidence going to establish that as a fact. But, in the
absence of its being established, the hon.· gentleman asked
the House to assume it to be a fact. The hon. gentleman
asks this House to do what the court in England, in the
case of Shaw vs. the Attorney General, said that a judicial
tribunal ought not to do. Now, we are prooeeding in this
matter, to some extent at all events, as a judicial tribunal.
We are discharging what, in mot countries, is the duty of
a court, and we are asked to do so upon evidence which is
altogether inadequate. Why should we ho called upon to
say that William Manton is living in adultery with this
woman Hatch, in the State of Massachusetts? Why should
we say that the children born to them are illegitimate child.
ren ? There is no n3cessity to make that declaration. If
it be true that Mr. Manton* bas resided in the State of
Massachusetts for five years, that he made application to
the proper tribunal to obtain a divorce, that he did obtain a
divorce, that ho has been a resident of the State of Massa-
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chusetts ever since, which would go to show that at the
time ho applied for the divorce ho was a bond fide resident
of that State, why should we be called upon to make a declar-
atiorn in an Act of Parliament at variance with the facts, if
they be as they are represented to us ? Why should we
assume that the court in Massachusetts had no jurisdiction,
that his residence there was not bond fide, and that the
marriage with Mary Ford Hatch is not a legal marriage ?
I say that the hon. gentleman, when ho asks us to make all
these declarations in a statute, is asking us to go altogether
beyond the evidence ; ho is asking us to assume that which
no court or judicial tribunal would assume under like cir-
cumstances. It would be quite as proper for this woman
to have set out the fact that this man had gone to another
country, had married, or professed to marry, another
woman and apply for a divorce on that ground. Certainly
the divorce of the one party bas always been held in this
country te remove the impediment to the marriage, of the
other party, and that being the case there was no diffculty
whatever in a doclaratory statute which would have
recognised the facts %s they are represented by the evidence
which is before us.

House divided on motion of Mr. Small.

Messieurs
Bowell, Lang,
Bowman, Livingston,
Brien, Lovitt,
Bryson, MacDowal,
Burdett, McDonald (Victori
Cargill, McDougald (Picton),
Carpenter, McLeIan,
Clayes, Mara,
Edgar, Masson,
Ferguson(Leeds&Gren).MiIls (Annapolis),
Foster, Mitchell,
Freeman, Moncreif,
Gordon, Montague,
Hale, Perley (Ottawa),
Hall, Porter,
Bickey, Putnam,
JamieLon, Reid,

NATS:

Messieurs

Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,
Bergin,
Bourassa,
Cameron,
Charlton,
Colby,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Dawson,
Desjardins,
Doyon,
Duchesnay,

Dupont,
Eisenhauer,
Ellis,
Ferguson (Welland),
Fiset,
Gauthier,
Gillmor,
Girouard,
Grandbois,
Ives,
Joncas,
Jones,
Kenny,
Landry,

Robertson (Kign's, PE[),
Rois,
Scarth,
Scriver,
Shakespeare,
Smith (Ontario),
Sproule,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Trow,
Tupper (Sir Charles),
T rwhitt
Weldon (Albert),
White (Cardwell),
Wilson (Elgin),
Wood (Brockville).-50.

Langevin (Sir Hector),
Laurier,
McDougall (O. Breton),
MeMillan (Vaudreuil),
Mallory,
Mille (Bothwell),
Platt,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Ste. Marie,
Thompson,
Vanasse,
Weldon (St. John),
Wright.-42.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

Mr. RINFRET. Mr. Speaker, the hon. member for
Lévis (Mr. Guay) has not voted.

Mr. GUAY I have not voted because I have paired
with the hon. member for Liggar (Mr. Ross).

DIVORCE-RELIEF OF WILLIAM ARTHU R LAVELL

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville) moved the first
reading of Bill (No. 255) for the relief of William Arthur
Lavell (from the Sonate).

Motion agreed te, and Bill read the first time, on a division.
Mr. FhRGUSON (Leeds and Grenville) moved the

second reading of the Bill.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time, on a

division.
Mr. MILLs (Bothwell).

FREEHOLD LOAN AND SAVINGS COMPANY.

Mr. HALL. I wish to call the attention of the House to
an error which has occurred in the Bill with reference to
the Freebold Loan and Savings Company, by the omission
from the second clause of the restriction as to the term for
retaining real estate. The clause which the House has
always insisted upon, and which the Banking and Commerce
Committee has always inserted, provides that the retention
of such real estate sball be limited to seven years. Such a
clause was inserted by the committee in this Bill, but, by a
mistake, it was not reported to the House. As the Bill
has also passed the Sonate, the only way of remedying the
error is to introduce an amending Bill inserting the clause.
The amendment which I propose to insert is an addition te
the second clause: That the company shall sell any real
estate acquired for the satisfaction of any debt within seven
years after it is se acquired, otherwise it shall revort to the
previous owner or his heirs or assigns. I may say that I
have consulted the leader of the House and that I have his
approval of the course I am adopting. I, therefore, move:

That all the rules and orders of the House be suspended in relation
to a Bill to amend an Act of the present Session intituled: "An Act to
enable the Freehold Loan and Savings Company to extend their busi-
ness and for other purposes."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If I correctly under-
stood the clause which the hon. gentleman submitted, it is
not exactly in the form which has been customary. The
clause I think provides that the property shall revert to the
heirs or representatives of the party. My recollection is
that the usual clause simply limits the holding of the pro-
perty for so many years without the insertion of those last
words. Undoubtedly whatever may be inserted should be
in the usual form.

Mr. HALL. These are the exact words which the com-
mittee bas put in every Bill which bas come before them
this Session, and every Bill which has been adopted by the
House. The object is to make the provision uniform in all
loan and building society charters.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think you
will find that in the majority of loan bills passed in previous
Sessions. Of course, however, if this provision has been
inserted in other Bills which have passed this Session, and if
it is the policy of the Government te insert those words, I
will not press my objection.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman (Sir
Richard Cartwright) is quite right. I think it is only during
the present Session that the addition bas been made, and
for a good propose-that the estate shall leave the banker.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then I have no objec-
tions.

Motion agreed time, and Bill (No. 156) was read the
first, second and third time and passed.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 153) te amend the immigration Act (from the
Senate).-(Mr. Bowell).

Bill (No. 154) to amend the Revised Statutes, chapter 51,
respecting real property in the Territories (from the Senate).
-(Mr. Thompson.)

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 115) to amend the Dominion Elections Act.-
(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

IN COMMITrEE.-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 77) respecting the Oxford Junction and New
Glasgow Branch of the Intercolonial Railway.-(àIr. Pope.)
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- CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE.

The fouse resolved itseolf into committee on Bill (No. 41)
respecting the Department of Customs and the Department
of Inland Revenue.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This measure was dis-
oussed under the Bill establishing the Minister of Trade and
Commerce. I shall ask the Committee to adopt the sugges-
tion of the hon. member for South Oxford with respect to
putting the Department of Castoms and the Department of
Inland Revenue either under the control of the Minister of
Trade and Commerce or the Minister of Finance, as the
Government may from time to time direct.

Mr. MILLS. I believe it would be in the publie interest
if the hon. gentleman had united these two Departments
into one, placing them under the control of one Minister,
and allow the Minister of Trade and Commerce te control
trade and commerce independent of the subject of the col-
lection of revenue.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will not fight that
out again. Whether you catl him Minister of Trade and
Commerce or Minister of Inland Revenue, the two sub-De.
partments will be under the one Minister.

Mr. MILLS. That would be true if the Minister of Cus-
toms were simply an administrative officer whose duty it
was to collect revenue. 'But I understand that his duties
are rather suggestive than administrative, and are quite
distinct from the duties of an officer collecting revenue.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I was se much struck
with the suggestion of the hon. member for South Oxford
on that point that I put his suggestion in the Bill. There
will be two Departments, the Departinent of Revenue and
the Department of Trade and Commerce, and two sub-
Departments.

Mr. MILLS. There will be four Ministers under the hon.
gentleman's arrangement, and under the one I suggest
there would be only three, the Minister of Finance, Trade
and Commerce and Revenue. The hon. gentleman pro.
poses there should be a Minister of Finance and a Minister
of Trade and Commerce who are te be members of the
Cabinet, and two other Ministers who are not te be mem-
bers of the Cabinet.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. These men will be poli-
tical heads; under the hon. gentleman's system, they would
be permanent.

Mr. MILLS. I would suggest the complete merging of
the two Departments of revenue, and making them a
Department separate and distinct from that of commerce.

The committee rose and reported progress.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND SUBSIDY.

Sir CHARRES TUPPER moved the second reading of Bill
(No. 139) te provide for an additional subsidy for the Prov-
ince of Prince Edward Island.

Motion agreed te, Bill read the second time, considered in
committee, reported, read the third time and passed.

FREDERICTON AND ST. MARY'S RAILWAY BRIDGE
COMPANY.

House resolved itself into committee on resolution
(p. 862), respecting a loan to the Fredericton and St. Mary's
iailway Bridge Company.-(Sir Charles Tupper.)

(In the Committee).

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman
had better explain the reasons for this.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is a similar case, and
the Bill is based on precisely the same principles as one
previonsly passed by the House in regard te the St. John
Railway bridge, and the object is the saie. It is te enable
the company te construct tbii bridge, te give such assist-
ance as te enable the bridge te be constructed in this way,
and the security which was taken in this case, as in the
other case, is believed te be ample. It is for a. smaller
amount than will be required te construct the bridge, and
the Government will have a mortgage for the whole amount.
The parties will pay 4 per cont. interest on the money ob-
tained, in the same way as they pay on the bridge at St.
John.

Mr. JONES. Is it a railway bridge ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is a railway bridge.

Sir RICHARD CARrWRIGHT. What is the estimated
cost of the bridge ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. About $375,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What would we do with

it supposing we resume it ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Thora is no probability of its

being resumed, but if it were, of course, it would become
the property of the Government, an i parties would be
enabled te use it as a railway bridge. In fact, it would be
absolutely necessary for the railway to procure it, or te pay
tolls for crossing it. Wo would bo precisely in the saine
position that we are with the railway bridge that was con-
structed on the saie principle at St. John, N.B., and
which is now in operation.

Mr. WEL DON (St. John). Where is it placed?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I believe a little below the

present bridge.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What railway is it on ?
Sir CHARLES TIUPPER. It is the railway from Fred-

ericton te Chatham. This merely gives permissive power
te the Government, if the works fail te be carried te con-
pletion, or for any other reason, to take over the bridge.
It does net oblige them te do it, but it simply gives them
the power te take the bridge out of the hands of the com-
pany.

Mr. CASEY. By paying the difference and 10 per cent. I
think the resolution provides that in the event of a failure
to pay the interest, then the Goverment cau resume it on
paying the difference in the actual cost without interest.

Sir CLIARLES TUPPER. It is on the same principle as
the St. John bridge. The loan we authorise is a first charge
on the undertaking. The company may pay off the loan
at any time within 15 year3 after making the first advance.
Then in addition te this being an absolute mortgage for 15
years, in the usual way, it pives power te the Governor in
Council at any time, within five years, te assume possession
of the undertaking by paying the difference between the
two amounts then due to the Government for advances and
interest, and the total amount expended by the company.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It would be well if the hon.
gentleman could tell us what business is being done on the
roads that are being connected by this bridge, se that we
know what the profits are likely te be. It might be a fair
investment on the 875,000, but not on the $300,000. It is on
the amount of business that is likely te be transacted by the
railway companies using the bridge, that we must rely for
any chance of being repaid.
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Sir CHARLES TU PPER, We only advance 80 per cent
of the money expended during the progress of the work.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Still the Government ought to
be able to show, before they ask the House to make such
an advance, that it is going to be a fairly remunerative un-
dertaking.

Sir CHARLES TU PPER, The roads have only recently
been constructed.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The parties received within
five years $375,000 as a sort of a bonus. The Government
loan the money and run the risk of its being a paying
property, but if they take it off the hands of the company,
in five years, they roceive 50 per cent. of the amount they
put into the bridge. It seems to me a very large bonus.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is an option to take it, and
it is merely giving additional power to the Government.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). If the Government are
obliged to take it, they have te pay 50 per cent. upon their
advance of $35,000. It is a large bonus for the Govern-
ment to pay, where it assumes large responsibilities in ad.
vancing $300,000. The bridge has cost something like
$650,000, and the Government advanced 8500,000.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon, gentleman is aware
that the bridge has paid the company, and the company
have paid the Government the interest.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The cases are now that
the companies are obliged to pay the loan, principal and
interest, within 15 years. If, within five years, the Govern.
ment choose to exorcise the option of taking the bridge,
they can do so on paying 10 per cent.

Mr. WELDON. On the Government advance?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If they do not exercise

that option within five years, then the obligation to pay it
within 15 years remains, and if it is not paid within 15
years, then the Government may assume possession in the
event of the company failing to carry out the undertaking as
provided by their charter, on payment by the company of
the difference between the amount advanced and 10 per
cent. of the outlay on the work.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We understand that,
but it does seem a curious provision that on an advance of
$75,000 they should be allowed a premium of $37,500, and
the First Minister did not deny this.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The 10 per cent. is only on
the balance between what the Government have advancod.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The First Minister did
not say that. I do not so read it. The words are "10 per
cent. on what was expended by the company."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That does not mean the
total expenditure by the company.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The company spends
$375,000 ; you advance them $300,000 before they expend
the 8375,000.

Mr. MITCHELL. That should be amended by saying,
"exclusive of the amount granted by the Government."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you insert those
words there eau be no objection.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We will say the total amount
so expended "exclusive of the advances by the Govern-
ment."

Mr. EDGAR. The claim of the Goverunment is that this
amount is to be paid within fifteen years,' but it is not so
stated in the resolution. It gives the company the privilege
of paying it within fifteen years, but they are noi compelled
to pay it atall.-

Mr. MILLj(Bothwell).

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The mortgage will compel
that to be done.

Mr. JONES. If the bridge should not prove remunera-
tive, and the parties fail to pay interest, and the Govern-
ment are obliged to take it over, what will the Government
pay the owners of the bridge ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER; If they exercise within five
years the option of taking it over, the Government must
pay 10 per cent. on the balance between what bas been
expended and the amount the Government has advanced.
If they take it under the mortgage, they will take it on the
80 per cent. advanced.

Mr. WELDON (St. John), I presume the Minister
means that at the end of fifteen years the Government will
have a right to foreclose the mortgage ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Clearly, and it will be so de-
fined in the mortgage.

Mr. CASEY. I do not see why the Government should
not have the right to foreclose the mortgage before fifteen
years, the same as any mortgage.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. So they will.
Mr. CASE Y. The resolution does not say so.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The mortgage will provide
that if the parties fail to pay the interest, the mortgage will
be foreclosed.

Mr, CASE Y. Under an ordinary xnortgage if the com-
pany fail to meet their engagement, the Government could
assume possession without paying any deficiency. The
Government is going to commit themselves to loaning
money to companies at abnormally cheap rates for the
purpose of building railway bridges in one particular sec-
tion of the country, because they all seem to be in St. John
and Fredericton, whereas the Government should take a
mortgage on the ordinary terms.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. So they will do.

Mr. CASEY. But these points are not set forth in the
resolutions. If the Government are going to furnish rail-
ways with money at 2 per cent. less than the companies
could obtain it elsewhere, I think they should tako the
ordinary scurity.

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. They will.
Mr. CASEY. We are bound by the resolation and not

by the hon. gentleman's words. The resolution doos not
say that we will take an ordinary mortgage.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The resolutions provide that
the company shall have 80 per cent. of the amount to be
expended advanced ut 4 per cent. interest; and that being
the case they would execute a mortgage as seeurity. Under
that mortgage it would be provided, as every mortgage
provides, that on failure to pay interest the Government
could foreclose the mortgage and take the property into
their own hands. It also provides in addition that the
Government may ut any time exercise the irigh t, under any
circumstances, within five years to take the bridge into
their hands by paying the amount expended over and above
the advance of the Government at 10 per cent. on the bal-
ance they have expended over and above the amount.

Mr. CASEY. The terms are quite different to those of
an ordinary mortgage, and when we are advancing money
at an absurdly low rate we should have the same advantage
as an ordinary mortgage. Perhaps the Minister will fur-
nish us with some information as to the possible traffic?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am afraid my estimate
would not be of any great value. One hundred miles of
railway have not been constructed from this point to New-
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castle without expecting to have considerable traffic. It
connecte the whole of that country with the railway
systems of thetUnited States, by the railway now in operation
from Fredericton, to the main lino of railway between New
Brunswick and the United States, and the Intercolonial Rail.
way, on the one aide; and running across one hundred
miles from Fredericton, the lino crosses this bridge and
connecta with a lino of railway, which is a very good lino,
and it again connects with the United States. This would
be a great advantage to that section of the country; it would
be a very valuable bridge and very profitable. And the tact
that Mr. Gibson and the gentlemen associated with him,
have furnished the capital to build that road, and that they
are prepared to assume this liability, is the best evidence
as to the safety of the Government in giving this assistance
for the construction of the bridge.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman was right in stating
that ha could not form any correct estimate with respect to
the traffic over the bridge. This establishes a precedent
which may prove useful to other undertakings and expen-
sive to the Government. It is not only in St. John and
Fredericton that railway bridges are required. There is one
spoken of, in tact, I think it is arranged, across the St.
Clair connecting more important lines than those just mon.
tioned. It may bring demands on the Government for large
loans on easy terms, and the hon. gentleman will find it is
a precedent that will prove very embarrassing.

Resolutions reported.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT.
Mr. POPE moved that the House concur in the amend-

ments made by the Sonate to Bill (No. 47) to amend the
Railway Act.

Mr. EDGAR. Has the Minister of Railways read or
considered the amendments which the Sonate have taken
the liberty to put in his Bill ? I have the impression that
he will hardly recognise his Bill. Besides other amend -
ments, they have added a new and very important clauso
indeed, one which involves a change of the General Rail-
ways Act in an important paiticular. This clause repeals
sub-section 2 of section 100 of the Railway Act, which was
passed only three years ago. This clause provides that no
person shall at any time be compelled to sell or convey to
a company only a part of any house or other building, if
such person is willing and able to sell or convey the whole of
it. This clause of the Act is a very important change in the
law with regard to the expropriation of private property, in
the interests of the'individuals whose property is to be expro-
priated, and no doubt against the interests of the railway.
It was passed three years ago, and it has been consolidated
in the IRevised Statutes, but in this Bill the Sonate have
made an extraordinary amendment by repealing the
clause of the railway act I have referred to, and I think the
House is entitled to know the views of the Government
upon such a change in their railway policy.

Mr. POPE. The Bill which passed the House three years
ago was carried at the last moments of the Session, and it
was not understood to have the meaning which has since
been put upon it by the decisions of the courts in England,
and tbat is the reason why this amendment has been made
in the other House. As the matter now stands, the person
whose property is expropriated would get all the damages
which pertain to the property, or that ho bas any right to
get by arbitration, or in some other way.

Mr.-EDGAR. The Government assumes responsibility of
making the change ?

Mr. I'OPE. Yes.
Mr. EDGAR. I think the Sonate bas improvcd the Bill

in another respect in taking away from the Railway Com.

mittee of the Privy Council the arbitrary power of impos.
ing these new switches upon companies unless upon their
application to the Government.

Motion agreed to, and amendments concurred in.

HARBOR COMMISSIONERS OF MONTREA.L.

Mr. FOSTER moved the second reading of Bill (No. 92) to
amend the Acts relating to the Harbor Commissioners of
Montreal.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, considered in
Committee, and read the third time and passed.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 116) to amend the Act respecting the Department
of Agriculture.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, considered
in Committee, and read the third time and passed.

YARMOUTH AND ANNAPOLIS RAILWAY.

House resolved itself into committee to consider resolu-
tion (p. 591) respecting the Yarmouth and Annapolis Rail.
way.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. JONES. Do the Government propose extending the
time provided in this agreement for the commencement of
the work ?

Mr. POPE. Yes, the Bill provides for that.

Mr. JONES. I suppose if the company do not commence
within the time provided, the Government will proceed
with the work themselves.

Mr. POPE. That is the intention, as provided by the Bill.

Resolution reported and concurred in.

Mr. POPE moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 157) to
confirçm a certain agreement betwcen Her Majesty and the
Western Counties Railway Company and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

HARBOR COMMISSIONERS OF QUEBEC.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House resolve
itself into committee to consider resolution (p. 592) respect-
ing the Harbor Commissionors of Quebec.

Mr. LAURIER. The documents promised on this sub-
ject have not been laid before the House.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have thom here.

Mr. L AURIER. We should have had them before.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The documents are the same
as those that were laid before the House last year. I
thought the hon, gentleman wanted specially to see the
plans.

Mr. LAURIER. What I asked for was the requisition of
the commissioners for the present loan, and the report of
the manner in which they have employed the former money
advanced to them.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They simply aik that the
money be advanced to them in the same way as it was
advanced in previous years to complete their work. There
is the report of the chief engineer showing the amount of
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money that is required and for what purpose. There was
a statement made last year which showed that there would
be required nearly $1,000,000 at that time to complete the
docks, and the plan laid before the House showed three
schemes. There were three lines to be followed from the
gas works at the upper end of the docks down to the
River St. Lawrence. One of those plans was to build a
wharf from the gas works inside the dock, leaving south
of it the wharves that are there alongside of St. Paul's
street, and the other streets in the lower town. It was
found that that scheme would entail a large expenditure
for damages and for purchasing piers and wharves, and it
was abandoned. It was afterwards thought that another
line further north would meet the difficulty, by clearing the
wharves and leaving a free entrance for them, but it was
found that propriotors of those wharves would complain or
claim damages for being deprived of a portion of their fran-
chises by this wharf. Finally,it was decided that the third
scheme, for a wharf coming from the gas works down to
and through St. Andrew's street would be the best, and
would not require a large purchase of property to come
down to what is called the cross wharf between the tidal
basin and wet basin. That plan was adopted last year.
That work was put under contract, and the other works
were also under contract, that is to say, the cross-wall and
the dredging. The amount of monoy which the Government
asked last year to borrow will cover ail the expense that
will be incurred this year and next year, and will be the
last amount to be contributed by us to theso docks. The
same condition is to be imposed on this as on the other
with referonce to the sinking fund.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are the receipts
of those works ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The receipts by the bar-
bor commissioners are from works outside these docks,
because these docks at present give very little revenue, not
being completed. The total revenue is this : They have a
debt of about $900,000 on which they pay 4 per cent. to the
Government and 1 per cent. sinking fund ; and, bosides
that, ail their expenses, after keeping up the wharves and
piers, are paid out of revenue. Once these docks are com:
pleted they will be, I hope, in a position to pay 4 per cent.
and 1 per cent. sinking fund to the Government. It is ex.
pected these ducks, the completion of which is waited for
with great anxiety by the trade of Quebec, will give such a
revenue as will compensate for the outlay. The amount of
actual revenue is about 860,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If I am correctly
advised, the harb->r trust owes us about $3,000,000. That
would be an annual charge already existing of $150,000
with the sinking fund.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The total cost of this is only
$3,191,000, when this amount is added.

Sir RLCH&ARD CARTWRIGHT. In the Public Accounts
the hon. gentleman will sec that the harbor at Quebec and
the graving dock figure together $3,000,000.

Sir IECTOR LAGEVIN. The total amount is $2,875,000.
In the bande of the Government $8190,000, amount advanced
to date 82,685,000, Deduct amount applied in reduction of
old debentures, $723,000, and the amoant expended on these
works is 81,962,000. The different amounts required to
complote the works bring up the expenditure to $3,191,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. gentleman
will look at our balance sheet, he will see that the Quebec
harbor debentures are put down, the lst July, 1886, at
$2,389,493, and the graving dock at $724,000, which is
under the same trust, making 83,113,000, on the lst July,

Sir HEOTOB LANGEVIN.

1886. That means at 4 per cent. interest and 1 per cent.
sinking fund $155,000 a year. Then you propose to lend
them $1,250,000 by these resolutions, which would make
$4,363,000. That is very hard on the trade of any one city
of the Dominion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman is righ t
in his calculation, but the graving dock is separate entirel y
from these works. It is on the other side of the river.
The charge on the harbor commissioners cannot exceed
810,000 by the Act. In case the revenues of the graving
dock are not sufficient to pay the interest, the harbor co m-
missioners may contribute to the extent of 810,000 and no
more. The figures I gave the hon. gentleman were the
figures in connection with the dry dock and the wet dock on
the River St. Charles, on the Quebec side.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The present revenue
is scarcely adequate to meot the interest.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It meets the interest of the
old debt of 8724,000, but not the other expenses. rhey can-
not have revenue from these works because they are only
on the way, butin eighteen months they will be comploted.

Mr. JONES. What is the cost of the tidal dock ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The tidal dock and the wot
dock are going to cost, when completed, $3,180,000.

Motion agreed to, and Blouse resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. LAURIER. I understand by what was said by the
Minister of Public Works, that this grant of money is not
made upon 'any application from the commissioners this
year, but upon the report of the Government engineer,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, but the commissioners,
without making application, came here, and at Quebec they
called my attention to the fact that there was only the sum
of 8150,000, or $180,000 in the hands of the Government,
and that to meet the expenses of the year and next year
they would require an additional amount.

Mr. LAURIER. They made no demand except the ver-
bal demand, and the amount was given on the report of the
engineer.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Mr. LAURIER. I suppose the report of the engineer will
be laid on the Table, and I suppose the report as to the em-
ployment of the moneys given last year will be placed on the
Table also.

Sir HEQTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Resolution reported and concurred in.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 158) to authorise the advance of certain sums of
money to the Harbor Commissioners of Quebec, to compite
the graving dock, an'd other improvements in said barbor.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the first time.

SPEEDY TRIALS ACT AMENDIENT.

Mr. TEHOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.
146) to amend the Speedy Trials Act, Chapter 175 of the
Revised Statutes.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, considered
in Committee, reported, and read the third time and passed.
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EXPROPRIATION ACT.

louse resolved itself into Committee on resolution (p. 952)
respecting moneys payable by the Crown under the Expro-
priation Act.

Resolution concurred in.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. What procise alter-

ation does this make in the former practice?

Mr. THOMPSON. It is to be part of the Bill on the
Order Paper which is to re-enact Chapter 39 of the Revised
Statutes respecting the expropriation of lands, simply insert-
ing, wherever it is necessary, the Exchequer Court instead
of the Dominion arbitrators. As it is only a formal moasure
I would ask the flouse to read it the second time though
it is only printed in French.

Bill (No. 141) to amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter 39,
respecting the expropriation of lands, was read the second
time, and corsidered in Committee.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 12:40 a. m.

(Thursday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 16th June, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock,

PRAYERS.

DISTRIBUTION OF REVISED STATUTES.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
159) to amend chapter 2 of the Revised Statutes of Canada,
intitaled: " An Act respecting the publication of the
Statutes." Ie said: The only object of the Bill is to further
regulate the distribution of the statutes. Under the law a
copy of the statutes is distributed to every justice of the
peace in the Dominion. The number of justices is now from
20,000 1. 21,000. A very complete and intelligent compila-
tion of all Acts relating to the administration of justice by
justices of the peace has been prepared. Copies are now
boing bound and will be ready for distribution in the course
of three or four weeks. We are now corresponding with
the different Provincial Governments, with a view to induce
them to appoint from the commission of the peace in each of
the different parishes-in Quebec there is a commission of the
peace for each municipaity-a president and secretary or
custos to whom we would send the statutes, instead of sending
statutes to over 20,000 justices of the peace. The present
Bill is merely to get rid of the clause which compels the
distribution to every justice of the peace in the Dominion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Of course I am not going to oppose
4, ti fti,. i4non of41k.. the 1 B rib I cer that

was not the other abuse--the appointment of a large number
of people as justices that are not required by the ne-
cessities of the Provinces. I spoke of the matter last year,
and my views appeared to meet the approval of the flouse.
Yesterday,in the Joint Committeeof both louses on Printing,
I suggested that if we were to spare the 20,000 copies which
are di#tributed, we might, perhaps, somewhat increase the
number of copies which are given te members of the House,
who can distribute them to greater advantage than it can
otherwise be done.

Sir RIHjARID CARTWRIGHT. I am not going to op-
pose this matter, any more than my hon. friend, but I may
say, that in the Province of Ontario, at any rate, I think
the deprivation of this distribution will be seriously felt, and
will excite some considerable and legitimate discontent.
The hon, gentleman will find, I think, that the effect of this
will b that a large number of persons, who have been in
the habit of discharging the duties of justices of the peace,
will be more or less seriously incommoled. [ quite agree
that the commission of the peace, in soma cases, has beon
distributed far too profusely, but still there are a number of
persons who render considerablo service to the community,
and, unless there is some provisions made to supply those
who act as justices of the peace, inconvenience will result.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman is mistaken in
thinking that I am not distributing to these justices of the
peace all the laws which concern them. We have been
doing so for some time, and we are now doing it on a more
extensive scale. But the hon. gentleman will see that
justices of the peace will b provided, to the fullest extent,
with what is necessary for the performance of their duty,
and they will be the first to thank the Government for the
action we have taken. I do not know how it is in other
Provinces, but in our Province there are hundreds of copies
of the statutes which are never used at all, whereas, if they
had good compendiums for magistrates, they would be very
useful.

Mr. TROW. Do I understand that the statutes will be
distributed indiscriminately to all magistrates on the com-
mission in the Provinces? In many counties there are
numerous magistrates who are duly qualified, but who have
no desire or use for the statutes, for the simple reason that
a large proportion of the work is done by police magistrates
in the towns and cities. Would it not b3 advisable to dis-
tribute an extra copy or two of the Revised Statutes to mem-
bers of the flouse and members of the Sonate, who now
have twenty applicafions tbr the one or two copies with
which they are supplied ?

Mr. C HIAPLEAU. I may say that I received that sug-
gestion yesterday, from the Printing Committee. I replied
that the matter was in the hands of the flouse, but that if
the suggestion was made by the Printing Committee, or by a
resolution, we would be only too ready to comply with it.
I may say, that the distribution has been done rather spar-
ingly, though it is still very large, but if it is the desire of
the flouse that a copy or two more be distributed to mem-
bers of the House, it is for the louse to say so, and I think
they can be provided without much diffieulty.

eu mo on" or ,s o Moinare oanBilrnthfrstmthe advantage of distributing the statutes among justices of
the peace to he more than equivalent to any drawback on
accounit of the expense. I bolieve very great benefit results
from the distribution of the statutes. A large number of Bull (Ne. 160) te ameud the Indian Act (frem the Senate).
people become familiar with the law; it is one of the educa- -(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
tional forces of the country; and if the hon. gentleman carnes
the Bill through the flouse, I am inclined to think the ma- MILITÂRY DRILL AT OTTAWA COLLEGE.
gistrates will not be so well informed as they are under the
existing policy. rWALC se,1Ar n rsadmuitnexisting piy.frnished, by the Goverument te the studenta ef the Ooilege

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is an abuse of which wo hear com-f Ottawa? 2. Wat i the description and number et
plaints everywhre-an abuse which would not exist if there stands of arma, aud amount of ammunition, se furniehed

13',
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and have they any other than those furnished by the Govern-
ment? 3. Are they uniformed ? What is the description
of uniform, and is the uniform in accordance with the re-
gulations, and approved of by the Government ? 4. Are
they inspected by the Deputy Adjutant-General of the Dis-
trict ? If so, why is his report not furnished ? 5. Is there
a drill instructor appointed to the students ? Are they
instructed according to the field exorcise ? Who is the in-
structor, and how is he paid ? 6. Do they drill according
to the tactics in use by the military forces of the United
States ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I will read the following
answers which has been communicated to me by the
Daputy Adjutant-General of the district, Lieutenant-Colonel
Lamontagne: 1. Arms were furnished to the students of the
College of Ottawa, but no ammunition was issued. 2.
Thirty short Bnfield rifles and 41 Peabody rifles, and none
other, were furnished to the college by its authorities or
by the Department. 3. Yes. A cadet and Zouave uniform,
not of Government pattern, or approved by the Department.
4. No inspection has been made since fouryears ago, but they
were formerly inspected. 5. No instructor was asked for
by the college since four years ago. Lest April Captain
Blies volunteered as instructor, without pay, and acted for
six drills only: the students not having time to attend
regularly, drill was dispensed with. The instruction was
according to our field exorcise. 6. I cannot say if they
also drlil according to the United States military tactics,
not having yet had an opportunity of seeing them.

SUPPLY-VALUATION OF CANA DIAN PACIFIC
RAILWAY ROLLING STOCK.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House again
resolve itself into Committee of Supply.

Mr. MULOCK. Bef ore this motion is adopted, I wish to
call the attention of the flouse to a matter tliat has already
received some attention from the Committee on Public Ac-
counts: I refer to an item which appeared in the Estimates
for the year 1886, of $200,000 for the purchase of certain
rolling stock upon that portion of the Canadian Pacific
Railway known as the Yale and Savona's Ferry section.
The first intimation that this House had in regard to this
matter appears in the Official Debates for the yeac 1886, on
page 1744. When the flouse was in Committee of Supply
the thon Minister of Finance asked for a vote of $200,000
to pay for the purchase of certain rolling stock that had
been used on that section of the railway. The hon. Minis-
ter, on that occasion, was asked to furnish the House with
some explanations, showing why that hum should be voted.
His explanations were extremely meagre, as any hon.
gentleman will see on referring to the report. But ho in-
formed the House that the Government of Canada was
under obligation to purchase from Mr. Onderdonk, who
had been the contractor for the construction of that por-
tion of the railway, a certain quantity of iolling stock,
consisting of 29 locomotives and 397 flat cars. On those
representations the flouse voted the $200,000. Well, Sir,
the explanations then furnished were wholly inadequate ;
they were not such as should have been furnished; and it
became necessary for the Public Accounts Committee, this
Session, to investigate that transaction. The first meeting
of the Public Accounts Committee was held on the 28th
day of April lest. That was merely a meeting for the pur.
pose of organisation, for the election of a chairman, and the
committee decided to meet again the next day. The next
day, the 29th cf April, it did meet, and on that day 1
moved:

" For production before this committee of aIl books, letters, accounts,
and other papers in connection with item $200,000 on page 45, part I,
of the Auditor General's report, ineluding instructions to valuators
Hanney, Reed and Clark, and their communicationswith any Department

Mr. WALLACE.

or member of the Government, and of ail communications sent by the
Government or any Department to tbem or any of them, and also all
reports and valuations made by such arbitrators, or a majority of them,
concerning the rolling stock used in construction of the British Columbia
(Yale and Savona's Ferry) section of the Oanadian Pacifie Railway, and
resumed by the Government, and the evidence submitted to said valuators
in connection with such valpation."

You will see that this resolation directed that all the valua-
tions made by the arbitrators,or by a majority of them,should
be submitted to the committee. That resolution was carried
on the day on which I moved it. The committee met again
on the 17th of May, and the order of the committee had not
been up to that time fully complied with; in fact, what
was done was a substantial, and, I believe, an intentional,
evasion of the order of the committee. The only papers
submitted to the committee, consist of a letter from the
Department of Railways ,to the Auditor General, directing
him as to the payment of the amount of a certain award,
to which latter was annexed a copy of what purported to
be a certain award. This paper, called an award, which
was submitted to the committee that day, purported to be
a valuation of certain rolling stock, namely, nine locomo-
tives and 189 flat cars, and the amount at which the arbi-
trators valued that stock was $202,860. There is a memor-
andum at the foot-" Approved: C. S."-which I suppose
means Collingwood Schreiber, the Government Engineer,
deducting an item of $3,825, and striking a balance of
8 199,535 as the amount represented by this report as found
by the arbitrators to be due in payment of this rolling
stock.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What was the item deducted ?
Mr. MULOCK. One locomotive, said by the engineer to

be unfit for service. You will observe, therefore, that on
the day I mention, the 17th of May, the only document
which was produced before the committee was the award,
which I may refer to as the award of March, 1886, thus
leaving the committee under the impression that this was
the only and final award in connection with this matter.
Well, Sir, it seemed incomprehensible that an award of this
magnitude oould have been arrived at, without there having
been a report, or any papers, showing how the arbitration
had been entered upon, or any correspondence in connection
with the matter. Accordingly, I called the attention of the
committee to what appeared to be a neglect to obey the
order of the committee, and the committee, at my request,
ordered that the Deputy Minister of Railways, hi r. Trudeau,
should attend the next meeting of the committee, to be ex-
amined as to whether or not there were other papers in the
custody of the Government. The next meeting of the Pub-
lic Accounts Committee was held on the 31lst day of May,
and Mr. Trudeau attended on that occasior., in obedience to
the order of the committee. At the same time there were
presented to the committee the papers which I now hold in
my hand, and accompanying those papers was the following
communication

"OTTAWA, 8th May, 1887.
"S8m,-Referring to your letter of the 10th ult., I have the honor, by

direetion, to transmit to you herewith, copies of ail documents of
record in this Department on the subject of the valuation of the rolling
stock used in the construction of the British Culumbia (Yale and
Savona's Ferry) section of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and resumed
by the Government.

"tI am, your obedient servant,
"A. P. BRADLEY,

'' Secretary."'
This letter was directed to the Auditor General, Mr. J. L.
McDougall, and in the margin of this letter is a memo. set-
ting forth the numbers of the documents in question, in all
14. You will observe that on the 8th May, the Department
of Railways, through their secretary, certified that the docu-
ments which I now am about to quote from, were al] the
documents of record in the Dôpartment touching the valua-
tion in question, and yon will further observe that that
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letter is an answer to the order of the committee that tier
should ho laid before the committee, not only all letters and
correspondonce, but every valuation, whether made by all
the arbitrator, or by a majority of them. What was the
case presonted, according to the papers so produced ? It
appears that in the month of October, 1885, Mr. Onderdonk,
the contractor, was in the city of Ottawa, and I should
judge, from the language of the correspondence, had had
frequent interviews with the Railway Department during
that time. He pressed the Government to take over certain
rolling stock, which ho had used in the construction of that
section of the railway, and ho comes to Ottawa, apparently
quite prepared to deal with that matter, because, in his
letter of the 22nd October, 1885, ho begs leave to name Mr.
M. J. Haney as one of the arbitrators for the valuation of
the rolling stock, and a number of letters passed between
Mr. Onderdonk and the Department of Railways. There
was great activity shown on this occasion by the Department
in answering the letters, and the correspondence amourt
to this: that the Government, represented by the Department
of Railways, had decided to go into an arbitration to value
this rolling stock, and Mr. Schreiber, acting for the Gov-
ernmont, in a letter dated the 22nd of October, says as
follows :-

"I see no reasons why steps should not at once be taken to have the
rolling stock valued."

As the result of this movement on the part of Mr. Onder-
donk, an arbitration was agreed upon. Mr. Onderdonk
nominated Mr. Hanney, who bad been, I am informed, his
manager in connection with that work, as hie valuator.
The Government appointed Mr. Reed, the mechanical
superintendent of the Cainadian Pacific Railway at Winni-
peg, as their valuator, and these two parties chose a third
valuator, Mr. Peter Clark, mechanical superintendent of
the Northern Railway, Toronto. Mr. Schreiber, in hie letter
of the 24th October, to the Department of Railways, says:
F "I desire to say that it is impossible for me,. just now, to visit
British Columbia for the purpose of making this valuation. I, therefore,
suggest that the value be arrived at by three men, experte, one to be
appointed by the Goverument, another by the contractor, and the
parties thereof to agree upon a third man before the work of valuation
la commenced."

Thus, you will soe that the Government and Mr. Onderdonk
had either verbally or otherwise, come to an understanding
that there was to be an arbitration, that each was to choose
an arbitrator, and that the two arbitrators were to choose
a third. Well, that arbitration was entered upon on the
4th November, 1885. The Department of Railways, through
thoir seoretary, notified Mr. Clark that ho had been nomin-
ated as third valuator, to proceed to British Columbia to
value the Onderdonk rolling stock. On the 9th November,
1885, Mr. Schreiber writes to Mr. Reed, the Government
arbitrator, giving him instructions as to the basis upon
which ho is to proceed, and after quoting from the contract,
ho says:

F " You will perceive that the value is to be taken at the close of ther
contract, meanin the date of the completion of the contract, which date
will be given you the Hon. Joseph Trutch, Dominion A gent at Victoria,
B. C., or by Mr. D. McLeod, and L. B. Hamlin, engineers in charge
of the contract, if the three arbitrators are unaimous.'

You will observe the Government consider they have en-
tered into an arbitration-

" The amoant of the valuation you will report to me conjointly with
them, or if any of the two arbitrators agree upon the value the two will
report to me conjointly, and f shall be pleased to receive a separate re-
port from the other valuator, or, if none of you can agree, I will be
glad to receive a report from each separately. '

Thon ho goes on to speak of Mr. Clark making arrange.
ments to meet them. What was the next communication,
in order of time, produced before the committee, in obedi-
once to the order of the committee that all awards, all
valuations, all correspondence, all instructions, were to be

produced before the oommittee ? It is a document dated
13th March, 1886, and it reads as follows -

" Sm,-In reply to your instructions requesting us to furnish the report
showing our estimate as to the value of the rolling stock belonging te
the contractor which was uaed in the construction of the British Oolum-
bia section of the Canadian Pacifie Railway between Yale and Savona's
Ferry, the date of the completion of the contract July, 1885. Taking
into ~ sideration the isolated position of the stock at that date and
the 'e nse involved in placing it there, In other words, what would
be the cost of duplicating, because, at that date, we beg to submit the
annexed statement amounting to $202,860.

" We are, Sir, &c.,
"W. H. RERD,
"M. J. HANEY,
"P. CLARK."

Annexed to this communication are the details of their
report, showing that they value the locomotives at $67,350,
189 flat cars at what is necessary with that S67,000, to
make up S202,860. Annexed to that is the memorandum
from the Goverument railway engineer, being hie report
on that valuation, and ho reports as follows:-

" I consider this a fair valuation for the rolling stock in its present
isolated position in July, 1885. Engine No. 2, however, should not
appear on the list, as it is represented by experts not to be serviceable.
This will reduce the amount from $202,860 to $199,535."

Thon, there are subsequent departmental papers for the
purpose of having that report passed through the varions
Departments, and finally acted upon. Therefore, you will
se that, as a result of the efforts of the committee to obtain
light upon this transaction, we began by moving for the
production of everything, and the firet thing we got was
a statement that the arbitrators had valued the property at
the sum I have named, and at last we know by the corre-
spondonce that there was only one award, and that all the
papers were not produced. Any person, after perusing
these papers, would have discovered from thoir imperfect
character that documents were not submitted which were,
or which had been in existence. Accordingly, on the 31st
May, when Mr. Trudeau appeared and was examined by
the committee, it came to the knowledge of the commit-
tee that the return was not complote. I pointed out to the
committee on that occasion wherein it muet be to some
extent incomplete, and Mr. Trudeau said that ho himself
knew nothing about the production, whether the order of the
committee had been obeyed or not, and the committee, at
my request, directed Mr. Trudeau to see whether
the return was complote or not. On the 8th June,
the committee again met, and on that occasion Mr.
Trudeau again appeared, and as a result, the bundle
of papers which I now hold in my hande were produoed
to the committee in addition to those which had been al-
ready produced-some forty in ail. Forty documents were
produced on the 8th June, which, according to the certifi-
cate of the Department on the 8th May, had no existence
at all. Now, what case do those papers disclose? Why
were they withheld? Was it a pure accident, or was there
a motive in it ? I leave it to the House to say whether this
was an accident or not ? In my own heart I cannot believe
it was. These papers show that on the 8th January, 1886, a
communication was sent to the Department of Railways to
the following effect-this letter is dated January 8th, 1836,
is signed by Peter Clark, and is directed to A. P. Bradley,
Secrotary, Department of Railways and Canals:-

"SR,-On th& 9th November last, I received a letter from Mr. Schreiber,
chief engineer Government railways, advising me that 1 had been ap-
pointed as third valuator to appraise the engines and fiat cars, the
property of the contractora, used in construction on the British Columbia
section of the Canadian Pacific Railway, between Yale and Savona's
Ferry, the valuation to be taken at the date of completion of contract.
The other valuators were Messrs. Haney and Reed. I left Toronto on
the 17th November, and met Mr. Reed at Victoria, B.0. Mr. Haney
had been suddenly called away to Ontario, so he instructed Mr. Arm-
strong, bis assistant, to act in his stead. He, Mr. Reed, and self, exam-
ined the stock, which was massed at Port Moody and Yale. Mr. Reed
made out statement of bis valuation of the stock, which [ brought on to
Ottawa, where I met Mr. Haney. It was thon arranged for Mr. Reed,
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who had remained over at Winnipeg, to come to Toronto to meet Mr
Haney. They had an interview, but found that they could not agree
upon a joint valuation, the chief point at issue between them being, that
Mr. Haney maintained that the stock, being in an isolated position, was
enhanced in value, and, as it had cost the contractors heavy expenditure
to get it there, therefore this valuation sbould cover a large proportion
of this extra expense, over and above the actual value of the stock. Mr
Reed objected to this view of the case, and contended that any extra
cost of getting the stock there must have been foreseen when the con-
tract was undertaken; also the letter of instructions he received does
not give him authority to entertain such views. The isolated position
of the stock does not in any way enhance its value. I concur with Mr.
Reed in his views on this matter, and bis valuation."

Mr. Reed, the Government's valuator, and Mr. Clark, the
umpire, both concur that the isolated position of the pro-
perty does noL onhance its value.

" Our examination of the stock was completed December 3rd, 1885,
but I learned from parties to whom I was directed by letter of instruction
trom Mr. Schreiber that the contract was ompleted in July previous.
1 iriformed Mr. Reed of this, and he bas made allowance for the time
betwten înspeclion and corupletion of contract in the valuation. 1
suppose Mr. Haney will send a separate report to you.i

You will thus o0bsrve that the arbitrators had before them
on this first occasion this whole point as to whether the
location of tho rolling Etock in any way affected its value,
and they adjudicated upon that point. On that occasion,
the two independent arbitrators agreed and signed the
award, and annoxed to that award is a schedule setting
forth the rolling stock in question, and a recapitulation
setting forth this finding ; and what do you think that valua-
tion shows ? It shows that they valued the locomotives at
$38,9à0, and the flat cars at such another sum as together
would make $72,665, On this occasion they made a report
that the property which they valued, being exactly the
same property as they valued later on, was worth $72,665.
Why was that paper not produced in obedience to the order
of the committee that all valuations were to be produced ?
That report was sent to the Government on the 8th January,
1886. When did they receive it ? I suppose we may assume
that they received it on the 9th January. On the 9th
January Mr. Schreiber, I presume, along with the head of
the Department, learned that the arbitrators had valued
this property at 72,665. What course do you think the
Department of iRailways adopted in regard to that matter.
We find them snddenly awaking to the idea that the valua.
tion is too low, and we find them moving and making every
effort to show that the valuation is too low, The first inti.
mation is a letter from Mr. Reed himsolf, which was pro-
duced on the examination of Mr. Peter Clai k on the 8th
June. Mr. Reed writes to Mr. Clark from Ottawa as
follows:-

"January 11, 1886.
"DAÂn CLAnK,-Baw Mr. Bchreiber this morning, also, Mr. Pope.

They appeared to be afraid to open the letter, and Mr. Pope sent for
Mr. dehreiber. What was said I cannot say, but I have to be here on
Thurud*y, when, I presume, a meeting will be held. This matter is a
fizzle,,and it appears to me that we are to be used as tools. Haney is
not here. I told Mr. 8chreiber I wanted to get away. You had better
be.here on Thursday sure, and we will wind the whole business up. I
go to Montreal this p.m. Any messages you send in care of Brown &
Co., willfind me."

It appears from the evidence which I hold in my band that
Mr. &hreiber being examined on this point, admits that he
objected to the award. It was too small, it did not amount
to enough to please him ; and he further stated that all he
did in the matter was done with concurrence of bis chief.
We know that. I do not propose to attach responsibility to
subordinates. They had to obey the orders of their chief,
and their chief was cognisant of everything that took place
in this matter. Therefore, when Mr. Schreiber asserts that
Le objected to the smallness of the award, coupled with the
fact that he acted with the knowledge of his chief, he asserts
that the Minister of Railways took the initiative in causing
to be set aside an award which fired the value of this
proporty at $72,000 odd, which w&s substituted by an-
other award which cost this country about $200,000. Well,
they did not go into that second award all at once. In this
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second bundle of papers, which I hold, the papers which
were not produced at first, are the following communica-
tions: Telegram from the Department of Railways, dated
January 12, 1886, te Peter Clark :

'' The Minister would like you to be here on T hursday morning, with-
out fail, to meet Mr. Reed and Mr. Haney."
On the 12th January the Minister manifested his desire to
see Mr. Clark; I suppose in regard te this award; and on
the same day Mr. Bradley writes a letter to Mr. Clark, as
follows :-

"Referring to the report jointly submitted by you on the 8th inst.,
giving the value of certain rolling stock used on the 0anadian Pacific
Railway works in British Columbia under contract to D. O. Mille at the
time the work was completed in July, 1885 "-

They did in their report show its value in 1885, and Mr.
Clark expressly states in his letter accompanying their first
report, that they had made a discount from the value, hav-
ing regard to the fact that they were told the value of July,
1885. The letter goes on to say :

" Taking into consideration the fact that it had already been brought
into the Province, and the cost which would have been entailed had its
transport to be provided at tbat date.'

Mr. Clark telegraphed in reply:
I Will leave for Ottawa to-night."

That is the 12th. I also find a letter of 1lth January, from
Mr. Onderdonk te Mr. Bradley, as follows:-

" Agreeable to the request of Mr. Schreiber, Engineer in Chief of
Government Railways, I teiegraphed for Mr. Haney ·to meet Mr.
Reed in Ottawa on Thursday, but, unfortunately, Mr. Haney is very ill
with scarlet fever, and cannot come."

You will observe by the letter of Mr. Onderdonk to Mr.
Bradley, that on the Ilth January Mr. Schreiber had been
urging Mr. Onderdonk to get Mr. Ilaney hure. The Gov-
ernment had been anxious to speed this matter so as to do
away with this old award and get a new one in its place.
The next paper I propose to read is a letter from Mr. Read,
dated Winnipeg, 18th February, 188, to Mr. Bradley :

"I Mr. M. J. Haney notified me of his being in Winnipeg. I have had
an interview with him, and have come to the conclusion to make no
further report than what bas already been submitted to you by Mr.
Clark and myseîf on the 8tb January last."

You will observe that the Government have been endeavor-
ing te dragoon these men into making a new award.-

"My reasons for not complying with your instructions of l2th January,
is owing to the fact that I cannot conscientiously submit a further
report, not knowing the expenditure incurred forltransportation. Mr.
Baney, no doubt, can supply the information more correctly, having
paid freight charges to the several companies for which he must bold
vouchers.'
Then we have a telegram from Mr. Reed dated at Calgary,
22nd February, 188ti, to Mr. Schreiber, as follows:

"I certainly don't know what charges were made for transportation
to British Columbia, therefore fail to see how I can report per request
received when Clark and myself were at Ottawa. Wrote Mr. Bradley
on 17th instant.

Then Mr. Bradley telegraphs on the 23rd to Mr. Reed, as
follows:

" Your telegram to Mr. Schreiber and also your letters of the 17th
received. I am instructed by Minister to say that itl is not necessary
that you should ascertain the cost to Onderdonk to take the rolling
stock to British Columbia; the question being what was the value of
the said rolling stock in British Columbia at the date of the completion
of the coatract."

Yeu will observe that here, on the 23rd February, 1886,
the Department of Railways again asserted that the true
question is: What was the value of the said rolling stock
in British Columbia at the date of the completion of the
contract, and the two arbitrators, Reed and Clark, by their
award of January, 1886, declared that the true value of that
rolling stock in British Columbia on the date of the com-
pletion of the contract was $72,665. Well, you see that
the way of putting it by Mr. Reed did not quite meet the
case. They were bound te get a new valuation. They had
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to find a reason to induce, in some way or another, these
valuators to make a new report. Mr. Bradley, on 22nd
February, 1886, with most landable energy, again tolo-
graphed Mr. Reed as follows:-

" No reply to my telegram has been received. Seeing that you have
undertaken to act on this arbitration, the Kinister urges that a report
be sent in at once, under the terms of the instructions sent to you."

" On the terms of the instructions sent you." They have
certified that they had made a report on the terms of the
instructions sent, which terms were confirmed by the letter
of Mr. Bradley, which I have just read. Mr. Reed telegraphs
in reply on the 1st March :

" Message received on my return from mountains. Have wrote you
this afternoon."

Here is the letter from Mr. Reed to Mr. Bradley dated
1st March, 1886 :

" DiÂR SiR,-On my return from the mountains I received your mes-
sages of the 23rd and 27th ultimo. I wish to state that I have acted up to
my instructions, received from Mr. Schrieber, Chief Engineer of Govern-
ment Railways, to the best of iny ability, which was jointly submitted
to you on the 8th January, giving the value of certain rolling stock used
on the Canadian Pacific Railway works in British Uolumbia."

On the 1st March, 1886, you will observe that Mr. Reel de-
clared that ho had then made his return, and ho again
confirmed the action which ho and the umpire had adopted
in January, 1886. Well, we thon find a letter from Mr.
Onderdonk to Mr. Bradley, dated 3rd March, 1886, wherein
he says:

"I sabmit, herewith, a letter of even date just received fron Mr.
Haney, together with copy of letter and telegram received by Mr. Hlaney
from Mlr. Reed, all pertaining to the British <Jolumbia rolling stock. I
sincereiy trust that the Government will deem it but just and fair to
accord me prompt action in the matter, by appointing some one elsc
without delay ta fill the position to which Mr. LReed was appointed and
which he has declined to ffil."

Then we have a telegran from Mr. Reed dated 21st
February, 1886, to Mr. Haney :

"' r cannot see my way clear to report on that which I know nothing
about. Stili adhere to the contents of letter. Not necessary to wait."

Then on 18th February, we have a letter from Mr. Reed to
Mr. Haney, which was submitted to the Department:

" Dica Mia. HANcy,-I called to see yon at the hotel this afternoon,
and waited over an hour, am sorry to say you did not return. I re-
ceived your memoraidum re rates, for which accept my thanks. At the
same time I have concluded to make no further report or comply with
Mr. A. P. Bradley's letter of 12th January. I have written to Mr.
Bradley this p.m. regarding same.

Thus the House will see that Mr. Reod stands firm not to
compromise himseolf by recalling, on his own judgment at
least, the valuation at which he had arrived. Throughout
the correspondence so far as I have gone hon. members will
observe that Mr. Reed, the umpire, takes the ground that the
whole subject of reference had been considered and adjudic-
ated upon, and that ho had nothing more to say. On 3rd
March, Mr. Haney wrote to Mr. Onderdonk, urging him to
take steps to have Mr. Reed displaced and a new arbitrator ap.
pointed. Mr, Onderdonk, yon will observe, is an all powerful
man, or he is supposed to have had great power with this
Goverurnent. Mr. Onderdonk at last is appealed to to use his
influence and get rid of the umpire who had up to that time
acted and who had made an award. Then we have what
seems to me incomprehensible-I believe there are other
papers that have not been produced-we come to some
telegrams and letters showing that those gentlemen are all
to meet at Ottawa and enter into an award, at all events to
meet in Ottawa. The next paper-I presume it is a
telegram although it is not so marked-is from Mr. Bradley
to Peter Clark, dated 11th March, 1886:

" Messrs. Reed and Haney meet here to-morrow (Friday) on Onderdonk
rolling stock business. You should be present."

Up to 1lth March, Mr. Reed refused to agree to be mixed
up in this matter. He states to Mr. Haney, he states to the
Government, by letter and telegram, throughout the whole

month of February, that ho had fully dealt with this whole
matter, and ho declined to withdraw his judgment and issue
a new valuation; but, without any explanation showing
how tho change came about, we find, suddenly, the threo
arbitrators collected in the city of Ottawa, and thon, as a
result, we find them making the award to whih I first re-
ferred, valuing this property at $200,000 odd. If any hon.
member will look at the evidence taken before the Public
Accounts Committee, ho will find that Mr. Clark was exam-
ined, and when ho was asked how he came to make valua-
tions so widely apart, what was his explanation ? He said
that that second valuation of his was not made on his own
judgment or responsibility at all, that ho came to Ottawa,
and the Government, through the Engineer in Chief, told
him to make certain additions to it for cost of transport.
ation, and he simply acted mathematically and obeyed in-
structions, and ho declined to take any responsibility in
connection with tho second award. But the award was got,
an award at least was signed by those three mon. lion.
members may ask why Mr. Reed was not thore. An applic-
ation was made to the committee to have Mr. Reed sum.
moned as a witness, and a telegram was read to the con-
mittee from him saying ho was, I think, in St. Paul, that
ho could not come and if we desired any information to
send the questions and ho would answer them. Thus I
have traced, so far as the facts before the committee
enabied me to do so, how it came about that we have now a
liability-if it has not been paid, I suppose it has been
paid ?-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It has been paid.
Mr. MULOCK,-of $200,000 odd, made really at the

instigation of the Deparment of Railways for the payment
of an account which could have been settled for $72,665.
It is duo to the country that that transaction should be
explained. What do hon. members think the Government
did with this rolling stock after they got it ? The Govern.
ment were apparently anxious to get it because they were
hard up fQr rolling stock. Hon. mombers will observe that
the first arbitration was made in January; but if we assume
that they did not utilise the rolling stock till the second
arbitration was arrived at and payment made, they were
entitled to it at the time of tho payment, which I under-
stand was shortly after the Houso voted $200,000 last year.
So in June, 1886, the rolling stock bocame the property of
the country, the amount awarded having paid for it. What
did the Government do ? Look at the evidence of the
Engineer in Chief and sec how the property was
taken care of. He tells us that when the pro-
perty was bought it was lying along the line, cars
and engines being on the sidings, and that for months,
even until this enquiry commenced, the Goverument took
little or no care of it; they allowed the engines to
romain exposed for m:nths without taking any steps to
have them housed, for they did not appear to want them,
they weore in fact a jburthen to the country, and with the
exception of one locomotive which the Canadian Pacific
Railway took without permission and used, and with the
exception oif sone flat cars which for a short time the Gov-
ernment allowed the Canadian Pacific Railway to use. Even
that little attempt to make use of the flat cars was not made
until many months after the property was paid for. It was
not even until the fall of .1886 that Mr. Schreiber or the
Government, for I do not blame Mr. Schreiber, for I hold
the Government responsi ble and ho was only oboying orders,
that the least steps were taken to mako anything out of the
property for which we have paid so dearly. Even then the
Government made no definite bargain. They cannot pro.
duce any paper showing what bargain they made with tie
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company for the use of the pro.
perty, and it looks as if tfhat company had been allowed to
help themselves to that property. But it came out in evi-
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dence that some of the rolling stock had now left the west
and was going to the east. When did it go? Not until
this enquiry was commenced, not until the matter was
brought before the committee and before the publie did the
Government take stops to exercise their ownership of the
property or protect i c from decay, but they allowed the
locomotives to remain exposed to the weather of the North-
West or British Columbia, and I suppose if the committee
had not moved in the matter they would still have been
rusting and going to pieces on the prairies and in the val-
leys of British Columbia, I think it was due to the country
that this matter should be presented to the House.
I will call your attention to the fact that at the very first
meeting of the Public Accounts Committee efforts were
made to have the matter thoroughly sifted and that, with
that skilfulness for delay which characterises committees
under the control of a majority in this House, enquiry was
postponed day after day until at last, at the very last meet-
ing of the committee, this mere portion of the evidence to
which I have referred was obtained. I fully believe that
were this matter properly investigated by a proper tribunal
it would be disclosed in a more serious light than has been
given it by the evidence which was not taken under oath
-the committee has no power to examine under oath-
and, therefore, what we have is simply voluntary evidence
from, in some cases, unwilling witnesses. Under these
circumstances, I think it is due to the country that the
Government should explain their connection with this trans-
action, and what is more important, take steps to have a
proper enquiry made under oath. I may say, too, that 1
have received information since the committee closed the
enquiry, to the effect that the Government endeavored to
soll portions of this rolling stock to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and that, with regard to the fiat cars, the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway were only willing to give some $60
apiece for cars which we paid some $.00 apiece for, a few
months before; and that as to the locomotives, they de-
clined to take them at any price. I have been so informed
by a source, which I consider sufficient to justify me in
making this statement to the flouse.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. As I had the honor of hold-
ing the position of Minister of Railways and Canals when
this contract was entered into, the House will perhaps permit
me to say a few words on the subject. I regret very much
that the demands upon my time made it impossible for me
to attend any meetings of the Committee on Public Ac-
counts except the last, and I then made a great effort to
attend in consequence of my hon. friend and colleague the
Minister of Railways informing me that he was obliged to
be in attendance at the Railway Committee at the same
hour. I, therefore, have not that full information upon the
subject that the hon, gentleman bas who bas just addressed
the House, for ho bas, of course, watched these proceedings
and been present from the first. But I think I know
enough of the transaction, and I think enough was dis-
closed at the last meeting of the Committee on Public
Accounts when I was there, to put any person who
approaches this matter with an unbiassed mind in pos-
session of the facts as they stand, and to Iead him to a
much more charitable conclusion than that at which the
hon. gentleman has arrived. I may say, Sir, that when
the question of constructing this portion of the rail-
way in British Columbia was taken up, neither I or
any other member of this House, nor any person in this
country, supposed that for many long years to come-
aye, Sir, at a mach later date than that at which I am now
speaking, there would ba any communication by rail
between British Columbia and this portion of Canada.
I want the House to bear that fact in mind, because it is a
most important fact in connectiob with this contract. I
knew, as every person familiar with railway construction
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knows, that the cost of eonstructing railway works in one
of the most difficult portions of any country in the world
in which railway works were ever constructed, would be
largely affected by the remotenesa of the position and the
difficulty of getting the railway stock, and the engine power,
and railway cars, necessary for the construction of that rail-
way to that portion of the country. And net only, Sir, was
there no communication by rail between the other portions
of Canada and British Columbia, but there was no communi-
cation by the Northern Pacifie Railway to the Pacifie coast,
nor was there any expectation at that time that at any early
day there would be railway communication, even by the
Northern Pacifie, iRailway. The mode by which I reached
British Columbia when I first went to examine these works,
a year atter they were under construction, was by Chicago
and the Union and Central Pacifie IRailway te San Fran-
cisco, and by steamer from that point to British Columbia.
That was the only means by which you could send rolling
stock or any other appliances from this portion of Canada,
or from any portion of the United States to British Colum-
bia-to send them by the Union and Central Pacifie Rail-
way to San Francisco, and thence by steamer to British
Columbia. Now, Sir, I took this question up very seriously
with Mr. Fleming, thon Chief Engineer of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, when these advertisements asking for
tenders were first offered to the public, and upon his advice
and with my hearty concurrence we came to the conclusion
that it would be in the interest of Canada, in the interest of
the economy of public money, if we were to state in the ad-
vertisemente calling for these tenders that, at the conclusion
of the work, the Government would be prepared to take off
the hands of the contractors the rolling stock used in the
construction of the road-and why ? First, because we be-
lieved we would save a great sum of money which would
otherwise be added to the amount at which they would
tender, if they felt that this rolling stock, placed there at
such an enormous cost as it must be placed there, would, at
the conclusion of the work, be thrown on their hands.
But that was not all. We expected that, for many long
years to come, after the completion of the road, it would
be oporated as a Government work, and that, therefore,
we would require for the operation of the road such roll-
ing stock as would be left, or such of it as was in a con-
dition to be of value, at the conclusion of the contracts. I
do not believe there ais a gentleman on either side of the
House who will not say that the Government, that I,
that the Chief Engineer of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
exercised a wise forethought in placing it prominently
before the public when we invited tenders, making it
as we did a part of the contract with the contractera,
that at the conclusion the rolling stock would be taken off
their hands. And in what way ? At the valuation of
the Chief Engineer. The hon. gentleman knows that the
public always assume, and rightly assume, that a high
public officer, a qualified man, a man who can hold such a
position as Chief Engineer of a great work like the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway-will be accepted by the publie
generally as a man who will do that which is honest
and straightforward between the Government he serves
and the contractors who are employed by the Gavern-
ment ; and consequently the contractors were willing that
a condition of the contract should be that we shouild take
over the rolling stock upon the valuation of the Chief
Engineer. Now, Sir, there is the whole case. When this
contract was made, as I have stated, no person believed
that at this hour there would be any communication be.
tween British Columbia and this portion of Canada by rail.
No person believed that the Rocky Mountains would be
penotrated, and that the road would be completed. When
we made a contract two years afterwards, for the
coripletion of that road by 1891, and I brought that contract
down to this louse, we were met by hon, gentlemen oppo-
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site with the statement that we would not be able to secure
the construction of the through line of the Pacifie Railway
by 1891. It is necessary to bear that in mind, because it
has the most vital bearing upon the very question under
consideration, that is, the value of this rolling stock. Now,
Sir, when the road was completed, the contractor naturally
asked my hon. friend who was Mirister of Railways to carry
out the contract by sending his chief engineer to value that
rolling stock, paying him for it according to the terms of
the contract. The House knows, that, et the time of the
completion of the contract, there was no communication by
rail between British Columbia and the other portions of
Canada; and, even assuming that there bad been, I say that
an element that would enter into the calculation when valu.
ing the rolling stock, would be the belief on the part of the
contractor and on the part of the Government, when the
contract was made, as to what the means of communication
would be at the date of the completion of the contract.
The Government assumed, and had a right to assume, that
when the contract was completed the engineer would value
that rolling stock according to its value in British Columbia
unconnected by rail with any other portion of Canada. I
think the louse will agree with me in that position. Now,
what took place ? The chief engineer said: "I am not coin.
petent to put an accurate value on half worn rolling stock,
or on rolling stock that has been in use; I am a railway
engineer, but not a mechanical engineer "; and, therefore,
ho called upon the Government to furnish experts for the
purpose of determining what the value of that rolling stock
was. My hon. friend who has just resumed his seat said
they wero arbitrators, and he is warranted in saying so,
because the instructions they received constituted them
arbitrators. I am quite willing to concede that ; but I will
say that notwithstanding the fact that they were termed
arbitrators, and that it was expected that their valuation
would be accepted, that did not relieve the Government
from the obligation to make such a valuation on such infor-
mation as they could obtain as would commend itself to the
judgment of the Government through their engineer at a
fair and just valuation.

Mr. MULOCK. 'I say in this special case and in all
cases, and my reason for it is this : When you have wit-
nesses under oath, and all the other concomitants that at.
tend an examination under oath, you have a botter plan of
examiniug exhaustively into the whole work. It is felt
when not examining under oath, that it is not of much use
to call adverse witnesses.

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. I do not believe those gon-
tlemen were adverse witnesses.

Mr. MULOCK. I am not referring to them.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They were called there as
public servants.

Mr. MULOCK. I am reforring to those who were not
there.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Thon, those I have nothing
to say about. I am speaking of the gentlemen who were
there, and I say that I believe they gave their testimony in
a straightforward munner, and whut was that testimony ?
It was this : Mr. Clark stated that the value they put on
that rolling stock by their firet report to the Government,
was the value that, in its thon condition, it would possess if
it were here. Mr. Clark said, what would at once commend
itself to the judgment of any gentleman, that ho was
speaking of the value of 8 engines, four -of which had not
been in use for a year, and 169 fiat cars, 149 of which had
not been in use for a year. It was easy to sec that the
valuation placed in the first instance on that property,
872,000 was an extremely low value for that property had
it been in Ottawa instead of being on the shores of the
Pacific in British Columbia, as it was. The hon. gentleman
says that Mr. Clark stated that ho took his instructions
from the Government, and that ho did it mathematically;
but, Sir, ho did not say that ho had ben induced or
requested by the Government to put a higher value on that
rolling stock than would be effected by adding the cost of
placing that rolling stock in British Columbia.

Mr. MULOCK. You say he did not know what the Mr. MULOCK. Why could not Mr. Schreiber have done
value of such property was. that ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I say what the Chief Engineer
stated in evidence before the committee, and I was sorry to
hear my hon. friend express bis regret that the testimony
was not sworn testimony, because Mr. Collingwood Schrei-
ber, who gave bis testimony before that committee, is a
gentleman of very high standing, and holding a very res-
ponsible position in this country. He is a gentleman who
enjoyed, and deservedly enjoyed, the full confidence of bon.
gentlemen opposite and of the leader of the Government
when those hon. gentlemen were in power, as a man en-
titled not only by bis great attainments and his great
ability to the position he occupied, but by the confidence
that the Government placed in him as a man of integrity
and personal character. 1 do not know the other gentle.
man; I do not know Mr. Clark; but I heard bis testimony,
and from the straightforward manner in which he gave it,
I come to the conclusion that there is no reason to suppose
that any testimony that that gentleman would give would
be affected in the elightest degree if he had been under
oath instead of speaking as he was in his position as an
engineer.

Mr. MULOCK. As far as those gentlemen went, I did
not say anything as to whether i doubted their evidence or
not. What I said, and what I repeat here, is that I think
it is unfortunate that examinations before the Public
Accounts Committee are not taken under oath.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). You said in this epecial case..

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. It it not for me-it is for
Mr. Schreiber to say wby ha did not do it, but as those gen-
tlemen were called on to report to the Government, and
they had mado 1 hz.t report, I think it was proper for the
Government to say to them: "Does your report mean the
value of that property, adding the cost of transportation
and placing it in British Columbia, which was in the mind
of the Govern ment and the contractors, when the contract
was made, or have you placed a value on it according to
what it would be worth bore ? Those gentlemen said:
" We put a value on it such as we think it would be worth
if it were here." They were asked by the Government or
by Mr. Schreiber to add the cost of transportation of that
stock to British Columbia, after ascertaining what the cost of
transportation would be. The hon. gentleman beard Mr.
Clark in the committee say-and I believe ho told what was
his own candid and honest opinion-that the increased
amount fairly represented the cost of transport added to his
original award.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no such evi-
dence.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I was there, and I understood
him to say so. 1 asked the question, what the difference
represented, and hoestated that that represented their esti-
mate of the cost of the transport. I do not hesitate to
say that I regard, from what little knowledge I have of
these matters, their first estimate as a very lowý one for
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such an amount of property as that if it ind been here, and this property, that is, by bringing it down and putting it
I am equally free to say that I regard their second estimate into use on the Intercolonial iRailway. I do not know that
as a very large one, even taking into consideration the cost it is necessary for me to say another word. I have simply
of transport. I do not hesitate to say that I think one was stated the circumstances under which the contract was made
a very low estimate, and the other a very high estimate. in the way it was, and, I think, it will commend itself to the

Mr. MULOCK. If Mr. Schreiber objected to aocept t ho judgment of the House, as, under the circumstances the best

firet because it was too low, why did he not object to the that could be made as things then stood ; and I have ex-

second because it was too high ? plained to the House the testimony, so far as I have had the
opportunity of bearing it at the last meeting of the com.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman has mittee, when Mr. Schreiber and Mr. Clark were examined.
himself given the reason, that is, that in appointing these Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Surely the Minister of
parties to assist in carrying ont the contract and to furnish Railways will respond to the appeal of his colleague to give
the information Mr. Schreiber did not possess, and which a little f rrther information.
ho said h did not possess, the Government made arbitrators
of these gentlemen, they gave them the character of arbi- Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Irefrained from rising to speak after
trators; their instructions placed them in that position, the Minister of Finance had made his explanation in defence
and Mr. Schreiber, when he got that first report as to the of the Government, because, as the hon. gentleman himself
value of the rolling stock, said there must be some mistake. stated, his defence was quite incomplete, and ho relied upon
He knew enough of the value of rolling stock to know that deficiencies being supplemented by the hon. Minister of
could not represent the value, under the condition of the Railways, who had the necessary information to give the
contract, and as the contract was understood on both sides, House. The charges made by the hon. member for North
and the attention of the arbitrators was called to that fact. York (Mr. Mulock) were several in number. He closed bis
They were asked the question whether they had added the speech with the charge that there had been gross neglect on
cost of transport. They said no. They were then called on the part of the Government with respect to this rolling
to do that, as they had been put in the position of arbitra- stock, for which the Government paid such an enormous
tors, and the Government were in the position of being amount of money, and stated ho had received certain infor.
called on to act on the award. That is the whole story, mation, which went to show they were now trying to take
according to the evidence I do not believe any fair minded that rolling stock down to the Maritime Provinces, and it
man will see anything further in it, whatever may be his was worth nothing at all.
views with regard to the report of these gentlemen, Messrs. Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope my hon. friend did no
Reed, Haney and Clark, or with regard to their ultimate understand me to say it was worth nothing at all.
estimate of $199,000, because, under the terms of the con- Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) No, I stated the hon. member fortract, the useless locomotive upon which they had placed a North York stated h had information to that effect, and thatcertain value had to be set aside.' I will leave it to my hon. th sok ad ho ad tormaion to th e nat
friend, the Minister of Railways, to explain to the House why this stock lad been allowed to romain on e siding of the Canad
the Government did not take more prompt measures to deal dian Pacifie Reilwey as fotsam and jotsem, unhoused and
with the protection of this rolling stuck, in the first instance, uncared for, although this country had paid some 8200,000
and with bringing it down to the Intercolonial Railway, for it to Mr. Onderdonk. As the Minister of Railways
to make it useful, in the second instance. To my mind, the has not made any response to the appeal of his colleague,
reasons were the great difficulty, the cost of housing who, evidently, thought this was the fitting time to make

things of this kind, the natural expectation that the Cana. an explanation, and who evidently was of opinion that a

dian Pacifie Railway would be short of stock and would be defence was required and that the Minister of I ailways
obliged to buy this stock; but it appears that the Canadian was the man to make that defence, I will refrain fi n
Pacifie Railway said : We cannot afford to duplicate our indulging at present in any remarks on that branch of the

stock; we must have it all cf one pattern, because if any. case, in the hope that the Minister of Railways will yet
thing in a locomotive goes wrong we have not the means of reconsider his determination and deem it bis duty to res-

replacing it, unlesS our engines and cars are all built on a pond to the appeal of bis colleague.
particular pattern. It is, as the hon. gentleman knows, a Mr, POPE. I did not say I would not respond.
great economy in a large railway enterprise to have, as far
as possible, vour locomotives, engines and cars, and every- Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) No, but the question was put by
thing of that kind built on a particular pattern, so that the Chair, and the hon. gentleman showed no desire to take
whon any repairing is required you can do it at a much advantage of the opportunity which ho would have o4 had
smaller cost. I dare say the Canadian Pacific Railway the question been allowed to be put. But in order that ho
thought this valuation was a very high one, and that may have may still have that opportunity, I will engage the attention
deterred them, but it is for my hon. colleague to explain that. I of the flouse for a few moments on the other aspects of the

assume the rolling stock was kept there with the erpectation case, so as to give the hon. gentleman time to collect
that the Canadian Pacific Rail way would be compelled to take his thoughts on the subject and examine the papers.
itand would make a bargain for its value-not the price which The hon. the Minister of Finance has said that when this
was paid for it, having relation to a different condition of contract was made with Mr. Onderdonk, it was considered
things, but the value it would be to the Canadian Pacifie Rail. by the Government necessaryand right that a clause thould
way in the existing condition of things, now that they can be put into the contract binding the Government to take
cheaply and safely transport railway stock from here. No over that rolling stock when the contract was c3mploted.
doubt, the stock was held for months in the expectation Well, I have referred to the contract, and I find there is a
that the Canadian Pacific Railway would take them, and clause in it which permits the contractor to offer the rolling
that will explain wby the stock was not moved when it stock to the Government at the completion of tho contract,
could have been more profitably moved. The hon. gentle- if he choses; and, on referring to the correspondence which
man heard the chief engineer say that the Government the Minister of Railways bas brought down, I find that hon.
had rented a large portion of these cars to the Canadian gentleman himself doubted what was the proper construc-
Pacifie Railway. Whatever stock they had, the Canadian tion to be put on that clause. I find he thought it neocessary
Pacifie Railway were charged for it; and as soon as my hon, to refer that clause to the Minister of Justice, to ascertain
friend found ho was not going to effect the sale, ho would, whether the Governmont was or was not bound to accept
naturally turn his attention to the next best means of using that rolling stock fro:n the contractor, and I find a learned
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opinion from the Department of Justice, in response to
that application, that the Government was not bound, in
any sense whatever, to accept that rolling stock from the
contractor. It is now gonerally admited by hon. gentlemen
who have heard- the evidence before the Public Accounts
Committee, and I am sure it will be admitted by all
the members of this House before the debate is through,
that the rolling stock for which we have paid such a
large sum of money is practically useleSs. That is
acknowledged on ail sides. The hon. gentleman was advised
by the Minister of Justice that he was not bound to take
it at all, that, if he did take it, it would be a purely
voluntary act on bis part, therefore the reply on the
part of the Minister of Finance, that this country was in
some way or another bound to take this useless rolling
stock, is refuted by the opinion given by the Minister of
Justice before the rolling stock was taken over. But I will
pass over that branch of the case at present and pass on to
the other portions of the case. The hon. gentleman seemed
to think he had answered every part of the case when he
stated that it was desirable, in the public interest, to insert
a permissive clause to authorise the contractor to give us
this rolling stock. If I understood the charge which has
been made by the hon. member for North York (Mr.
Mulock), it was not a charge challenging the desirability of
putting that clause in the contract, but that, assuming the
construction which the Minister of Justice put upon i to
be correct, even if we bad a moral obligation to take
it off the hands of the contractors, there was suffloient
evidence before us to show that it was over-valued
at lcatit threo times, and not only that, but that
it was so over-valued in consequence of the influ-
ence and pressure of the Minister of Railways and
tho Chief Engineer. Can that b barno out by the
cvidence before us ? I cill attention for a moment to the
two awards. We have the first one made by these gentle-
men awarding $72,665 in full payment for this property.
There was no intimation given to the Minister of Railways
that these arbitrators had not included the cost of trans-
portation in that sum. We find, after the award is made,
the Government pegging away at the arbitrators, endeavor-
ing to induce them to increase the award, on the assump.
tion that they had not included in it the cost of transporta-
tion ; but any hon, gentleman who refers to the letters
which are in evidence, will sec that Mr. Reed informed the
Department time and again that he had put the full value
upon it which ho thought in conscience he was justified in
doing. On the lt March, ho wrote to the Minister:

"«I wish to state that I have acted up to my instructions "-

Which instructions were to take this question into considera-
tion-

"received fron fr. Schreiber, Chief Engineer of Government Rail-
ways, to the best of my ability, which was jointly submitted to you
on the Sili January, giving t.he value of certain rolling stock uaed on
the Canadian Pacifia work in British Columbiad

So I say the Government had no just reason to assume, there
was nothing on the face of the documents before them to
justify them in assuming, that the arbitrators had not acted
up to their instructions. Per contra, they had the letter
of the arbitrator stating that he had acted up to his in-
structions and could not conscientiously go further. Now
I want to recall the attention of the House to the fact that,
after that award was made, the Minister of Railways appears
to have taken those arbitrators by the throat. From the
date of the first award down te the time he succeeded in
extracting another award from them, there is a perfect
torrent of telegrams and letters pouring upon this poor,
man, Mr. Reed, insisting and demanding that ho shall come
to Ottawa in order to increase the award to Mr. Onderdonk.
Mir. Reed, up to that time, as far as I eau gather, did
what was right and reportod : "I have done the bot I can; I

131 .

have come to the conclusion not to make any further re-
port as I have conscientiously awarded every dollar I can ;"
But the hon. gentleman some way gets him te Ottawa,
and what is the impression loft upon the mind of
Mr. Reed, after his first interview with the Minister
of Railways and Mr. Schreiber? He writes to his
colleague the letter which my bon. friend read, stating that
Mr. Pope and Mr. Schreiber appeared to be afraid to
open the letter, that the whole thing is a fizzle, and that it
appears to him that they are to be used as tools. That is
the impression left upon the mind of the Government arbi-
trator after he had, time and again, persisted in refusing to
alter his award ; after being brought bere, and after having
his interview with the Minister of Railways and the Chief
Engineer-" we are to be used as tools to do something
whieh I have hitherto shrunk from doing," and he warns
the other arbitrator not to yield. I submit to this House
that there was evidence in the hands of the Chief Engineer,
at the time ho induced the arbitratora to sigu a second
appraisement, which showed him that that appraisement
was out of all proportion and away beyond the vaine of the
goods. Let us see exactly what they wanted the arbitrators
to do. The Minister of Railways writes, by his secretary,
to Mr. Reed and Mr. Clark, telling them that ho wishes
them to add the cost of transportation to the 872,000 they
have already awarded. There is nothing else to be added.
He is quite satisfied if the cost of transportation cau ba added
to the $72,000. I say that the Minister of Railways and the
Chief Engineer had written evidence over Mr. Ondordonk's
own signature, at the time they forced these men to aign
the new award, that the cost of. transportation did not
exceed one-third of the amount which these men wore
made to add to the award. How do I prove that ? Wheu
Mr. Onderdonk submitted his statement to the Government
as to his claim, ho submitted a schedule showing
what the property consisted of, showing the size of the
locomotives, the names of the locomotives, the numbers of
the flat cars, the places where they wero built, the parties
from whom they were purchased, the dates of the invoioes,
the invoice cost, the duty which he paid, and the transpor.
tation in a separate columu; and the total coste, the total
claim made by Mr. Onderdonk at that date, the whole sum
ho demandod of the Minister of Railways for original cost,
for original invoice cost, with duty added, transportation,
and every other conceivable thing, was $254,000. When we
go to the column showing the amaount paid by hinm for trans.
portation, we find that that foots up to $27,075. And, as if to
put the matter beyond doubt, Mr Onderdonk adds anote: that
these values are derived from cost invoices, freight and duty
bills, all of which are on file in their original form (sigaed, A.
Onderdonk). Sothat if the MinisterofRailways wishedonly to
do what ho thought was simplejustice,if he only wished te add
to the award made by the arbitrators the cost of transporta-
tion, all ho had to do was to take Mr. Onderdonk's state-
ment, signed by his own hand, and add the $27,000 which
Mr. Onderdonk claimed for that purpose. But what did ho
do? Why, before these gentlemen came to Ottawa te make
up this cost of transportation,-they did make a statement;
it i true they did not forward it to the Government, but
they made it in detail; they signed it, and when they were
examined before the Committee on Public Accounts the
other day they produced it, and that statompnt shows that,
in their opinion, signel by Mr. Reed and Mr. Clark, the total
cost-and mind yon they were only making estimatea-the
total coet would be $36,800, on the date of 14th January.
Well, Sir, this sum which they estimated might be $36,030,
Mr. Onderdonk, in his own statement, which the Minister
did not submit to the arbitrators, showed was only 837,000.
When these gentlemen came te Ottawa, what was the
result ? They had awarded 872,665, and thoy were asked
to add the coit of transportation. The Minister knew,
over Mfr. Ondordonk's own signature, that the cost
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did not exceed $27,000 in Ottawa, but ho induced them to
sign an award for $100,000 more than the statement sub-
mitted by Mr. Onderdonk. Now, I submit, in the face of all
the evidence-not the evidence which we produced, not the
evidence which was extracted from the months of witnesses
examined before the Public Accounts Committee, but the
evidence which the hon. gentleman had under Onderdonk's
own hand at the very time ho accepted this valuation, the
evidence which the hon. gentleman appears to bave with.
held .from the arbitrators-notwithstanding the fact that he
had that evidence, ho accepted the award, and in a day or
two afterwards ho recommended to Council, of which ho
was a momber, that these gentlemen should be paid the full
sum, bar $3,000, which Mr. Schreiber deducted for an
engine which ho said was only fit for scrap.iron-and paid
them $100,000 more than the evidence before him showed
that they were entitled to. Asuming every position which
the Minister of Finance to-day takes to be right, assuming
they had a right to be paid, assuming that the property is
not what my hon. friend says ho is advised it is-utterly
worthlesa-assuming that they should be paid the value of
the property as it was before there was any railway com
munication there at all, the hon. gentleman, under every
one of those facts, assuming thom to be correct, has ab-
stracted from the Public Treasury of this country, or allowed
to be abstracted, a sum of $100,000 more than ho ought to
have done. It would be very interesting to know where
that money has gone.

An hon. MEMBER. Elections.

Another bon. MEMBER. Bcodle.

Mr. DAVIES. Now, the Minister of Finance stated his
recollection of what Mr. Clark had given in ovidence before
tIh Committeo on Public Accounts. My lon. friend from
North York (Mr. Mulock) seemod rather to limit his re.
marks, desiring that witnesses should be sworn on oath
before being examined. I have no hesitation in saying that
in an examination of this kind it is essential, in the public
interest, that the witnesses should be sworn, and it would
have been much preferable if the witnesses in this case had
been sworn. I have yot to learn that because a man's pri.
vate character is good, or because ho stands high in public
estimation, that when ho goes into a court of justice he is
roleved from taking an oath, or there is any opprobrium
thrown upon him because heià compelled to take an oath. I
think many of our examinations are farces, because they are
not conduoted under the solemnity of a judicial oath. But
to come to Mr. Clark's evidence. I understood. Mr. Clark
to·state most distinctly that neither ho nor his colleagues
hold themselves in any way responsible for the increase of
that award. I understood them to say that it was a mere
arithmetical calculation which they made at the instance,
and under the direct command, of the Chief Engineer of
Railwaya and the Minister. Whether I am right or wrong,
will b. seen when I read the ovidence. Mr. Clark was
examined toward tho close of the meeting. He produced
the letter which my hon. friend bas read. He is asked:

"Q. You are one of the arbitrators ? A. Yes.
"Q. You joined in this first arbitration ? A. I did.
"q. And in the second arbitration ? A. Yes.
"Q. And you mad a new arbitration a8 directed by Mr. Schreiber ?

"Q. In your new valuation, yeu included the one final value, and you
added the cout of transportation ? A. Yes.

"Q. It was ao departre from your original judgment? A. No."

It. Mulook thon refers to a letter which was produced.
The examination gaos on:

1 Q. Do you take any responsibility on your own judgment as a pro.
fosesialexpert, in sayng that the property yeu valued was worth$2 000 at that time, or simply that it represented its value, plus what
go theag in Obief told yo4 a added to it ? A. Yes, tIhat is it.

. Dv (P.E.L)

"Q. So that you stood by your original gures, and you modified
them by the instructions of the Engineer in Chief ? A. Yes.

"' Q. You do not admit that the first valuation was wrong ? A. No;
it is the cost of transportation added to the other."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that shows conclusively that the
addition of the sum between $72,665 and $202,000, the
respective amounts of the first and second awards, was the
sum for transportation which was added to the award-not
by the judgment of the valuators, not by reason of any in-
formation they obtained on evidence, not, so far as it appears
from the evidence, that they had any information on the
subject whatever, but at the private instance of the Minis-
ter and his assistant, Mr. Sehreiber. And as I have already
pointed ont to the House, the Minister was aware at that
time that the amount he was forcing these men to add to
the award was over five times the amount Mr. Onderdonk
had himself submitted was tha cost of transportation. I
would like him to justify that. If I am wrong in the deduc-
tions I draw from these papers, I will withdraw my charge.
But the papers are thore-Mr. Onderdonk's statement, signod
by himself, showing the total amount of transportation there.
I have added the items up, I have gone over thom two or
three times, and there is no doubt in my mind that Mr.
Onderdonk succeeded in getting this second award in
abstracting from the people of this country $110,000
or $120,000 more than he was entitled to. By othor
negotiations which took place during the progress of this
enquiry, it will be seen that the object of the Minister of
Railways was not so much to protect the public interests,
was not to get this property as cheaply as possible, but to
see that Mr. Onderdonk was paid a larger sum than ho
ought to have been paid. Why, whon Mr. Reed piteously,
I might almost say, for the fourth or fifth time, begged to
be excusod from making a further award on the grounâ that
he had gone to the limit of his conscience-what did the
hon. gentleman do ? He recoived a letter from Mr. Onder.
donk asking him to dismiss Mr. Reed from the offlbe and
appoint some one else. The Minister was too shrewd to
do that. He knew that if Mr. Reed was dismissed and a
new man appointed, the matter could not be defonded so
easily; but whon he reported to his colleagues ho took care
to report only the second award, and not the fact that a
first award had been made. Those facts were withheld in
the memorandum submitted to Council; first the fact
that the firet award was made; and, second, the order pro-
viding for the revis'on of the award. And it was only
when Mr. Reed had refused to revise his judgmont, or
to take any rosponsibility, that ho agroed simply to add
a sum which the Minister and his assistant told him
to add, which made the award 8100,000 more than it should
have been. If there is anything that will arouse
the public conscience to the fact that in that Dapartment
there is a degrec of carelessnesa and neglect in the public
interest, unparalleled in the history of the United States and
Canada, I think it is this very matter brought bafore u. I
can see no justification or excuse. We have had the justi-
fication of the Minister of Finance, perhaps the ablest man
in the Government ranks, and hon. gentlemen will remem.
ber that he devoted hie attention to smoothing over the
subject, avoiding the roal charges made by my hon. friend,
leaving the louse under the impression that, although the
second award was really too high in hie own judgment, ho
did not seem to think anybody was to blame. The fact is,
the Minister of Finance placed the whole responsibility on
the shoulders of the Department of Railways, as conducted
by the Minister and hie assistants, and ho asked the Minister
to give an explanation, but the Minister hae so far declined
to give it. No doubt, he will yet furnish it to the House,
and we hope ho will be able to make such an explanation
as will make it appear that his conduet wa more satisfaotory
than, at all events, I think it was.
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Mr. POPI. I have heard these charges for the firat

time, because I did not know that this matter was before a
committee until the very lat day, or almost tho last day
the committee sat, but I am not sorry it was brought
before the committee, or that it has been brought before
this House. I am asked how it was that the rolling stock
was allowed to romain in that part of the country for some
time until we brought it here. The reason it was allowed
to remain there was simply this: that I intended, if
possible, to dispose of it to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company. I had a partial offer, not a positive offer; but
I was encouraged by a private letter from Sir George
Stephen, to hope that they might take one-half of the
stock at the valuation placed upon it. But, afterwards, I
learned that it was decided by Mr. Van Horne, that ho
was afraid to bring on the road railway stock manufactured'
in different factories and of different patterns; and, conse-
quently, the company declined to take the stock. Those
nogotiations were going on for some little time. Hon. gentle-
men must remember that at that time it was impossible to
bring the stock into this part of the country, we could not
have it got here if we had tried ; we had to leave it in
British Columbia, and put it on the sidings, and it was for
the purpose of taking care of it that we put it there. A
considerable portion was rented ont, and another portion
remained there, and some was brought over here to the
oast as soon as wo couId conveniently do s>. That is the
position with regard to the rolling stock. The hon. gentle.
man bas broqght up a paper, which ho says was a paper
put in my office by Mr. Onderdonk, as the valuation of the
cost of the transportation of the stock.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman brought the paper;
I only read it. This is a return from the Department.

Mr. POPE. I did not say it was not a return ; I say the
hon. gentleman brought out the paper, and from what ho
said ycu would suppose that it stated the cost of the trans-
portation of the whole stock. I can say to the hn. gentle
man that it is not the cost of the transportation of one-fifth
part of tho stock; but whether it 13 or not, that is not my
case at all. My case is simply this: Toat when this con-
tiact, as bas been well said by the Minister of Finance, was
inken, it was taken with tbe distinct understanding that
the stock would be valued by the Chief Engineer, and upon
his valuation it would be taken over by the Government.

Mr. MULOCK. Is that in writing ?
Mr. McMULLEN. Read the contract; give as the

wording of it.
Mr. POPE. Can the hon. gentleman contain himself for

a few moments ?
Mr. MoMULLEN. I defy the hon. gentleman to pro-

duce the contract.
Mr. POPE. That was distirctly the understanding; and

in the letting of the contraut it was distinctly understood
that the rolling stock would be taken over at a price to be
fixed by the Chief Engineer. The Chief Engineer has, from
the beginning, conducted this matter. I hold myself
responsible, as I always hold myself responsible, for any-'
thing the Chief Engineer has done in this matter. I know
he is a man who would do what ha thought was right. The
Chief Engineer found himself not in a position to go to
British Columbia at the time the stock was about to be
handed over, he was not in a position to go and value the
stock--because ho it was who conducted the whole thing-
and ho said it would be better that some men who were
good judges of rolling stock should be appointed to go and
examine and report to him as to its value; and so those
gentlemen were appointed and went there My hon. friend
tells thef louse that Mr. Onderdonk's valuation was 8250,000
or 8260,000, my own impression wa that it was 8300,000 ;
but, be that as it may, that was the price ho put upon that

stock. Those gentlemen appointed to ausist Mr. Bohroiber
wentout and gave as a valuation of the stook the figures which
hon. gentlemen opposite have given, about 875,000. The
stockit was olearly understood, as haî been understood in
every contract where the rolling stock bas had to be taken
over, was to be valued at what it wasworth on the spot. Those
gentlemen went and valued it. When they came back ther.
was a protest, there was a row, not only with Mr. Onderdonk
but with Mr. Mills, with gentlemen in New York and with
gentlemen everywhere; i agreed with them. I confeus, that
according to my limited judgment and knowledge of these
matters, that it was a very low price indeed. I said to
them: "Gentlemen, you shall have fair play. I willamoer-
tain how this is; but I suppose they muet have valued the
stock at what it would bc worth here, I will find ont." I
asked Mr. Schreiber. He communicated with these gèntle-
men who had made the valuation, and they said-.as I
understood from Mr. Schreiber-they had valued the rolling
stock at what it would be worth here. I said te Mr.
Schreiber: " That was not the understanding. Io that the
understanding yon had1 ?" He said: "No, it was not; it
was understood that the rolling stock should be valued at
what it was worth there." Thon I said: "Yon had botter
explain it to those gentlemen." It is very well for ion.
gentlemen opposite to say that Mr. Schreiber fixed the
prices and we gave them. It is very well for hon. gentle,
mon opposite to make such an allusion, but it is a lie,

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Clark said so.
Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman said so.

Mr, DAVIES. I repeated Mr. Clark's statement.

Mr. POPE. It is said that the value of this property was
fixed by Mr. Scbreiber, or that the price which wuIad for
it was fixed by him. The hon. gentleman thought he as
catching us there, but I can tell him that the prie was Bot
fixed by Mr. Schrei ber, but ho simply said it was undorstood
that they should take into consideration the cost of putting
it there-the value on the spot. Does anybody believe that
Mr. Clark signed that paper not believing it to be trge ?
Does even the hon. gentleman, who spent threo or four
weeks mousiig round after this matter, believe that? No,
Sir, ihey know that Mr. Schreiber never fixed the price of
that property to the extent of a dollar, but h. said: We
believe you do not understand that the price was to be ifized
at the value on the spot. They said to him, as ho informs
me, that they did not understand it so. Then they were
asked-and why not ?-to investigate this, and to give the
value of the stock there. Doos anybody bere believe that
three honorable men connived at the sigfng of thoir
names to a paper which they did not believe was true ?
Does anybody bolieve that, excepting those who vaut to
drum up a charge ? I have no doubt these hon. gentle-
men are acting honestly, acting in the interests of thie
country; I would never accuse them of anything els;
but I say that those who want to mako a charge out
of this are the only ones who will believe that Mr. Clark
and these other gentlemen deliberately signed an award for
$200,000, when the property was worth only something
over $100,000. What possible interest could I have in in.
ducing those men to give an award which was not a right
one ? The hon. gentleman speaks about beating these mon
down, and treating them badly, but I say to him that I had
no intention of treating them badly or treating them other-
wise than as an honorable man would treat honorable men.
I say that in the whole work there never was a firm that
carried out their contract botter, or gave lIss trouble than
those men did, and though they did not make a dollar, yet I
believe that they acted in the most honorable way. I say
it ill-becomes the hon. gentleman to say that these arbitra-
tors signed an award which they did not believe, or that
Mr. Schreiber eld then the amount to fix, or that they
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took Mr. Sohreiber's ipse dixit in the matter. There was
nothing of the kind. What he told them was they were to
fix the value of the property out there ; in telling them
that he was doing his duty, as he always does his dutX, and
I sustained him. The hon. gentleman says we were not
obliged to take this property. Why, Sir, it was definitely
and distinctly understood that we were to take
back this property. No matter what construction
my colleague put on the contract, or whether it
said we might or should take it, it was the distinct under.
standing that we should take the rolling stock off their
bands, and they got the contract so much the cheaper on
that account, so that there was no loss to the country in
doing this. I say that I was bound to carry out what was
understood by every member of the Government, what bas
always been understood in other contracta, what bas always
been done in other contracts-that the Government shoula
take the rolling stock off thoir bands. The bon. gentleman
tries to make out that these men went so far from their
lino of duty as to get Mr. Schreiber to put on the price of
this property, but I say that is impossible to believe, and it
is something which I do not think any member of this
Bouse really believes. I could point to a man who bas had
more to do with these things, and knows more about thcm
than all the other hon, gentlemen on that aide put together,
and who, if ho happened to be in the House at the moment,
and spoke his mid onestly, would tell these bon. gentlemen
1hat they are making a gr cat mistake about this matter. In
conclusion, I would say that I fool that I havo dono my
duty in this matter, that my Chief Engineer bas done what
any other chief engineer would have done, and that the
arbitrators have acted as any arbitrators would have acted,
in taking all the circumstances into account and signing
their names to this award, and I am ready to defend their
conduct unywhere and everywhere.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We are not disposed
to impute any dishonesty of conduct to Messrs. Clark and
Reed. It is our opinion that those gentlemen, as far as we
could judge from the somewhat protracted examination in
the Public Accounta Committee, did their duty honestly
and honorably by the public, and that it was only after the
most extraordinary, repeated and severe pressure which
was put upon them by their principals in the Department
of Railwaye, after many protesta, after many struggles,
after piteously begging, as my hon. friend said, that they
should not be forced to go against their consciences, that
they made the award under the circumstances disclosed in
Mr. Clark's evidence which I shall presently read to this
House. I think, when I have done so, the Minister himself
will say that my hon. friend's contention was fully borne
out, and that Mr. Clark did literally act as a machine, as
the machine of the Engineer in Chief, in adding the sum of
$128,000 for transportation to the previous award of
872,000. lore, Sir, is Mr. Clark's evidence as given to the
committee.

" Q. I understand you stood by your original valuation?"
That is the valuation for $72,000, and Mr. Clark replies:

" We only added the cost of transportation."1
Now, Sir, that shows that the cost of transportation was
put at the difference between 872,000 and 199,000. That
is t say, about 8128,000 or 6127,000. Thon the questioner
proceeds:

" Q. That was at the time the rolling stock went in at the commen-
cement of the contract ? A. Yes Sir. I enquired from our freight agent,
and I got all information I could from different parties of that clasi to
see what the rates were. We might be a little over or under, but we
got as near as we could."

This, I believe, referred to the estimate put in by these two
valuators, putting the coet of transportation ut $36,000.
Thon the question goes on:

Mr. OmPE.

" Q. When yon threegot together, althongh Mfr. Reed took the. ground
that he would not value the property as worth more than $72,000, you
feit you were simply obeying instructions when you were adding to it
the cost of transportation ? A. Yes, Sir.

"Q . Then that was a matter on which you had no discretion? A.
We had nothing to do with that.

" Q. You were simply obeying the instructions of the Government
through their Chief Engineer or Mr. Bradley? A. Ye3.

" (By Sir Charles Tapper ) Q I understand that it was a letter from
Mr. Bradley to them that they were acting upon ? A. Weil, from the
Department-yes.

1 (By Mr. Mulock.) Q. It was simply obeying instructions that yeu in-
creased your award to your final figures-you added the cost of transpor-
tation to your original award ? A. Yes.

" You simply made that addition mechanically-"

Mr. MULOOK. " Mathematically."
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, they are pre-

cisely the same. Whon the principals to an award instruct
an arbitrator named by them that they consider his award
too low, when they go out of their way to tell him that they
think his award is one.third of what it ought to be, and the
arbitrator, after repeated protesta, complies with the prin.
cipal's instructions, thon I say he is acting mechanically.

" Q. You simply made that addition mathematically, not exercising
judgment on the subject? A. No.

"Q . And acting on directions to do so from the Department of Rail-
ways and Canals? A. Yes, certainly.

o aQ. That was the position you arbitrators found you were in when
you made your final valuation? A. Yes."1

Now, Sir, it is quite clear, I think, even to the Minister of
Railways himseolf, that Mr. Clark utterly disclaimed ail
respinsibility for this addition of $128,000, that ho stuck
to his original valuation, and that ho only put on the
8128,000 as the alleged cost ot transport, acting under the
instructions of the Engineer in Chiet.

Mr. POPE. What I said was this: that ho did not act
under the direction of the Chief Engineer, so far as to add
the cost of transport, not as to the price.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Which cost of trans-
port the hon. gentleman and the hon. gentleman's Chief

ngineer had evidence before thom was $27,000, according
to Mr. Onderdonk's own statement, that apparently having
been the cost four or five years before, when transportation
was a great deal more costly; and, according to the Minis.
ter of Finance, all they w3re entitled to add was the sum it
would cost on the tst of July, 1885, to put it there, which
would have been, as I think the Minister of Finance will
admit, very much less than it was four or five years before;
for, in 188), at any rate, the Northern Pacifie Railway had
been completed, and communication with'British Columbia
by the seabaard had likewise been comploted. Now,
Sir, I have heard varions excuses set up at different times
for various actions of the Government; but I must say it
remained for the Minister of Railways to come hre and tell
the House that, having before him a formal contract, signed
sealed and dolivered, ho prefers, in t.he publie interest, ont
of a tender and delicate regard for the honor of the peo-
ple of Canada, from motives of charity, as the Minister of
Finance said, to disregard the written contract, and go back
to a private understanding of which we have no evidence of
any kind laid before the House or the Committee on Public
Accounts; and ho does that after having formally consulted
the Minister of Justice, who sits boside him, and who, hav-
inz examined this contract, bas put it on record that Mr.
Onderdonk had no right whatever, under the contract, to
obtain any sum at all from the Government of Canada, but
that it was purely optional with the Government te pay
him anything. Sir, the case looked very bad in the com-
mittee, I must say, very bad, indeed ; but I think it comes
out far worse atter the explanations which have been
vouchsafed to us :

"With every feature of a job complete,
If it be honest, 'tis a deviliah cheat."

Now, there are one or two points to which I wish to call
the attention of the Government, and which bear on the
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very work we are now engaged in. It is perfcctly clcar
that that vote of $200,000 was put through with precipit.
ation ; and the then Min ister of Finance, now Postmaster Gen-
eral, did not condescend, when advising the House on that
subject, to acquaint himself at all with the nature of the
transaction he was recommending to the House. There is
a vote of $200,000 for the Canadian Pacific Railway in
British Columbia which is stated to be on the Onderdonk
contract. Then Mr. McLelan-he will excuse me for using
his name-was asked what the quantity of the proporty
was, and be dcolared that thece were 29 locomotives-thero
being actually 8-and 397 cars, of which he gives the details,
whereas there were really 189. Now, Sir, I call attention
to that, not because I accuse the late Minister of Finance of
deliberately misleading the House, but simply to show with
what carelesscems, what little attention this vote, involving
$200,000, was put through. I acquit the then Minister of
Finance of any design to doceive the House, because I
Foe he bas statel with sufficient accuracy the prices
which wet oto be paid for the several kinds of cars; but it
is quite clear that that vote was put through on information
which was highly caloalated to mislead the House, because
the ifouse listening to him would suppose that he had
bought 29 locomotives and 397 fiat cars, of the value of
8200,000, whereas of the former we only bought 8, and
of the latter less than half the number we supposed we
wore purchasing. Then, Sir, what is to be said-the Min.
ister of Finance of course had nothing to say on that point,
and the Minister of Railways did not allude to it at all-what
is to be said of the conduct of the Department of Iilways
which having been orderod by a prominont committee of
this House to bring down all the facts, to bring down all
the details, to give us information as to the several valua-
tions that have been made, first complotely neglected to
bring down any valuation ; and thon, after waiting several
weeks, brings down one award, omitting some forty docu.
ments containel in some forty pages of very important docu.
mentary evidence, which only reached this committee within
two or ihrce days of the rising of the House. I say that the
examination of items in the Public Accounts by the Public
Accounti Committeo is a more farce, if important D) art-
monts are to be allowed to disregard tho positive ordors of
that committee in the fashion which my hon. friend has
pointed out. There is no use in our attending the com-
mittee, if, when we move for papers, as we did in this case,
on the 29.h April-papers of the utmost importance,
papers bearing on one of the most extraordinary trans-
actions, to use the mildest words that can be possibly
used, one of the most unaccountable transactions that
have ever eongaged the attention of this House-we
can only get them within a day or two of the time
the Government expect the louse to prorogue. Lot
us recall the facts and the prior circumstances ; and hore
lot me remark that Mr. Onderdonk, if my memory Perves
me rightly, is, of all men in Canada, the very last man who
ought to complain if the strict law is applied to him, as it
was recommended to be applied by the Minister of Justice.
HIas this House forgotten, how, on a most strained con-
struction of the law, a Mr. Onderdonk-and, I believe,
ibis Mr. Onderdonk, or a partner or relative of his-was
allowed to obtain a contract for $209,000 more than the
lowest tender ? That was done by a strained and forced
construction of a pont of law; it was done in deflance of
the protest of this side of the House. And are we
to be told that, when ho obtained advantages like
those, by a strict construction of the law, now, when
the law is clearly, according to the highest legal
authority, against Mr. Onderdonk, the opinion of the Mi-
nister of Justice is to be set aside in order that Mr. Onder-
donk may obtain 8128,000 more than ho is fairly entitled
to. The Minister of Finance said, and it may be correct
enouagh, that the first deocision was, in his opinion, far too

low, but that the second one, the award of $200,000, was
far too high. Io this a game of "beade I win, tails you
lose," in Mr. Onderdonk's favor ? When the award is too
low, when the arbitrators awarded Mr. Onderdonk les
than the Minister of Finance thinks is justly due him, all
the power and influence of the Department is brought te
bear to compel these valuators, in spite of their protest and
remonstrances, te depart from the valuation tbey have
made. But when the award is far too high in the opinion
of the Minister of Finance, who is a good authority on these
subjects, the Department accept it without murmur. That
may be charity for Mr. Onderdonk, but it is net charity te
the ratepayers of this country. I am of opinion that,
in the present statoeof our finances, a more ill-judged time,
a more unfit occasion on which te exercise this extreme
generosity, could hardly be imagined. Over and above
that, we have here five separate and important facts. We
have, firat, the opinion of the Minister of Justice that there
was no legal obligation on us te take one atom of this roll.
ing stock. Wo have next the valuation made by Mesars.
Clark and Reed, our arbitrator and the umpire selocted, de-
claring that the real value was about $ 12,000. Then, we have,
net once but half a dozen times over, the remonstrance of
Mr. Reed, doclaring that he could net conscientiously reverse
his decision, that ho had considered the whole case and
taken into consideration all the circumstances referred to,
and we have the lotter produced by Mr. Clark, te which
attention has already been called, in which Mr. Reed, after
interviewing the Minister and the Engineer in Chief, bas
put on record his opinion that the thing ia a fizzle, aid that
ho fears ho and his comrades are to be used as tools -for
what ? To take out of the public purse $128,000, and te
award it te Mr. Onderdouk, who had already, by a most
strained construction of the law, got $209,000 more than
ho was entitled to-to that Mr. Onderdonk, who by this
ill-timed generosity on the part of the Minister of Railways,
is to recoive $128,000 mc re, or just thre. times as much as
the arbitrators consider fit. Here is the clause from the
contract, and it is interesting:

"It is distinctly declared that no implied contract of any kind
whatsoever, by or on behrif of lier Majesty, shall arise or b3 implied
trom anything in this contract contained, or from any position or situa-
tion of the parties at any time, it being clearly understood and agree.f
that the express contracts, covenants and agreements herein contained
and made by Ber Majesty, are and shall be the only contracts, covenants
and agreements upon which any rights against ber are to be founded."

Now, was it ever heard before, in any case of auy private
party, that when three arbitrators have been appointed,
when your own arbitrator, when the umpire solected by
the two, brings in an award showing you are only entitled
to pay a particular sun, and when you are the party te be
benefited thereby, if yen thonght the award too low, you
should tear up the award, fling it back in the arbitrator's
face, tell him ho must make a higher award, and, when he
refuses, when he protesta and declinas, you go on, week
after week, and month after month, from the 8th or 9th of
January to the 13th of March, in order to compel this un-
fortunate man and Mr. Clark, who also protested, te do, as
they say they were compelled to do, te disregard their
judgment, their own written opinion, and put their signa.
tures, under that pressure, to a document by which $128,-
000, more than they thought right were taken out of the
public purse.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

CANADIAN WORKINGMEN IN THE U. S.
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex) asked, le the Government

aware that attempta are being made on the part of the
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United States authorities to enforce thoir Act to prohibit
the importation and immigration of foreignors and aliene
under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United
States, as against Canadian citizens resident in our border
towns, but engaged throughout the day in the adjacent
cities of the United States? And if so, what course does
the Governmont propose to take for the protecion of our
citizens or for the prevention of tho competition of residents
of the United States with our workingmen in Canada?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The attention of the
Government was first called to this matter the other day
by my hon. friend from Welland (Mr. Ferguson). We
were informed by these gentlemen-we were uninformed
before-that the Act preventing the reception in the United
SLates of immigrants under contract to perform work in the
United States was being put in force along our inland waters
and on our frontier. It is well understood that that Act,
when it was passed by Congress, was intended to prevent
an influx of immigrants from Europe, but I suppose, though
I have nover seon the Act of Congress, that by the terns
it would apply to all immigrants as well from Canada as
from Europe. It seems to us to be a vory forced construe
tion and a vory unfriendly course, and the Canadian Gov.
ernment will make enquiry to soe whether the Act will
really be pressed by the United States Government. The
impression we have is that it is over zal on the part of the
officers of the United States Government on the frontier.
0f course, what Canada may do in the matter will depend
very much on the result of the communications with Wash.
ington.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You will require logislation.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

VALUATION OF C. P. B. ROLLING STOCK.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do rot purpose to
detain the House at any length. I wish to recall their at-
tention in the first place to the fact that the Minister of Jus-
tice, as is indeed admitted in the report of the Minister of
Railways, had declared that there was no legal claim on the
Government. That is repeated, I porceive, by the Minister
in his report to the Privy Council. I do not find in these
papers, though it was quoted by one of the gentlemen who
spoke, the report of the Minister of Justice. I do not know
whether the Minister has it or not.

Mr. THOMPSON. It is on the file.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did not find it. How.
ever, there appears to be no dispute as to the fact that there
was such a decision given. The other points to which I
would call the attention of the House are briefly these. In
the first place, we are informed, and I believe that point
will hardly be disputed, that, from various causes, this
stock was practically of small value. I believe, at
least I have been so informed, that the Canadian
Pacifie Railway refused to have anything to do with
the locomotive engines, considering them as practically
worthless to them, and that they were willing to give
only a small sum, stated at 86) a car, for the flat
cars; and, further, that when these cars had been hauled
across the continent to Montreal, the Grand Trunk Railway
thought the cars and locomotives of such very small value
that they were disposed to insist on the Government guar.
anteeing the freight before they would pay anything over
to the Canadian Pacific Railway on account. Now, the
practical result of the transaction appears to be this: The
cars which were valned to us at $72,000, had they been
here, would probably cost, along with the engines, from
$25,000 to $30,000 before they reached the Intercolonial
Railway, so that, to all intents and purposes, this stock, for
which we paid some $200,000, and which was reported by

Mr. PATTERSON (EseX).

our own arbitrators as worth $72,000, will entail the further
charge of $25,000 to 830,000 to bring it to the Intercolonial
Railway, and will thon, suppose it was originally worth
872,000, be worth only some $12,000 or $47,000. It may
impress on the mind of the louse stili more forcibly what,
sort of a transaction this is if I read very briefly to the House
the valuations which were put in the first report submitted
by Mr. Clark and Mr. Reed on these same flit cars. I find
that sixty-five of these first-class flat cars were valued by
these gentlemen, in the first instance, at 8205 apiece. I
find ihat we were obligod to pay for them, ultimately,
$755, very nearly four times the price that they were
originally valued at. I find that the cars which
were estimated in the first report at $13,120, cost the
country, 848,320. Coming down to second, third, fourth and
fifth classes, we find the same results. We find that what
was valued in the first report at $195 is paid for by the
second report at $745. What was valued at 8175-that is
the fourth class flat cars-were paid for at 8725 under the
second report, and se on all througb. I shall not detain the
House by reading the whole. but the practical resalt appears
to be that at least thre or four times as mach are paid for
these, (which I may further inform the House were largely
constructod in British Columbia, and were made of inforior
timber) than they were valaed to us by our own arbitrator
and the umpire who was appointed. In the case of the loco.
motives, the discrepancy is great, but not quite so great. In
one case, what was valued at 82,975 in the first report, is
paid for, according to the second report, at $6,325. What
was valued in the first report at $2,870, is paid for by the
second report at $6,15U. What is valued at $3,535 in the
first report, is paid for, under the second report, at $7,075.
What is valued in the first report ut $3,330, is paid for at
87,000. Now, so far as it is possible for me,who listened to the
evidence, to judge from the minutes I have bore, the utmost
amount that they could have cost for transport-it is all that
Mr. Clark in his evidence declared that ho understood was
to be allowed-was S36,800. According to the statement
made by these parties, whih is substantiatod by Mr. Onder-
donk's statement, about $)7,000 was paid for the freight of
such as were imported, and I, therefore, fail to see how-by
any possibility, adding the total cost of the transport, whichr
I contend must have been much less on the 1st July, 1885,
than it was in 1880 or in 1881-more than a sum of $100,000
could have beon arrived at under those valuations. The
other points I will not now stop to repeat. It is quite clear
that the several arbitrators-at least Mr. Roed and Mr.
Clark-were most reluctant to make this award, and we
have their evidence, to which I called attention befire we
rose, to show that they remonstrated again and again, and
that it was only under the extremest pressure of the Depart-
ment, and acting, as they say, under the responsibility of
the Department, and not thoir own responsibility, that they
consented to raise the amoaunt from 872,000 to 8199,000. I
cannot conceive how, with any regard te the public interest,
or with any regard to the ordinary rules which govern the
public service, in a case where the Minister of Justice ex-
pressly declares that there is no legal claim, this diaregard
of the first award and the payment of a sum almost exaotly
three times as much as the original sum can be for a mo.
ment justified.

Sir CHARL2S TU PPER. I would ask the hon. gentle
man if he has not got Mfr. Clark's statement that he valued
these cars and locomotives as if they were in the eastern
States, and that bis second valuation is arrived at by adding
the freight and duty to his first award. I have net been
able to give much attention to it, but I am told that among
the papers is Mr. Clark's own statement that his second re-
port was arrived at and the figures placed at that amount
by adding the freight and duty to the cost of the locomotives
and cars as first valued as if they were in the eastern States.
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Sir RI(HAIRD CARTWRIGHT. 1 read his answers to
the questions which were made, before the House separated,
but in these he expressly cleared himself of responsibility
in the matter. What ho states here in replyt Ithe questions,
appears explicit enough, and I will read it to the hon. gen-
tleman again if ho wishes:

"C Iunderstand you steood by your original valuation ? A. We
only added the cost ot transportation."

Then ho goes on to reply, being asked:
"Q. That waerat the time the roins stock went in at the commence-

ment cf the contract ? A Yes I con ferred with our fright agent, sud
I got all the information I could from different parties of that clais to
see what the rates were. We might be a little over or under, but we got
as near as we could."

le then submitted bis estimate of $36,800, signed Reed and
Clark, in which he shows all that he appears te bave be-
lieved the cost would be of transportation, and in that he
expressly gives so many flat cars, 87,200 ; iron works for
balance of flat cars built at Yale, so much; frcight, $16,100;
nice encgines, $13,500, in all $36,800. He says nothing about
duties in these cases. Then ho is asked:

" Q. When you tbrei got together, altbough Mr. Reed took the ground
that ho would value the property as worth more thtn $72,000, you felt
you were simply obeying instructions when adding the cost of trans-
portation?7 A. Yes.

p"rQ T wai a matter in which you had no discretion? A. We had
nothing to do with that.

" Q. That is to say you were simply obeying the instructions of the
Government through the chief engineer or Mr. Bradley ? A. Yes."

Then Mr. Mulock says:
" Q. You simply made that addition "-

Referring to this $120,000.
"mathematically, not exercising your own judgment on the subject?
A. No, we did nut exercise any judgment."

That is all I perceive affecting that point.
Mr. McCARTRY. Did you sue Mr. Olark's latter on the

10th February, 1886? It is on tissue paper.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I perceive no tissue

paper except one bore. It appears to bo an unsigned lutter.
Mr. McCARTHY. That is the one I refer to.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In which he says:
" We beg to submit the annexed statement "-

But it is not signed at ail, nor does the other appear to bu
signed. I observe a number of pencil memorandums-
4in.reply te your letter cf the 12th ultime, requesting us to furnish a
further report showing a further estimate as te the value of the rolling
stock belonging to the contractors, which was used iu the construction
cf the British Columbia section, taking into consieration the isolated
position of the stock at that date, and the expense involved in placiag it
there. In other words, what would be the adjudicated cost.''

B.it tihat is not sighed at all.

Mr. MoCARTHY. The statements which were made from
the opposite side of the House this alternoon, wer cof so
startling a character, that I think they require the consider.
ation of members on both sidos of the fouse. Of course we
who do not belong to the Committee on Public Accounts, or
who have not had au opportunity of attending that com-
mittee can hardly be expected in a moment to grasp, by a
glance at those voluminous documents, the fullhistory of the
case which has been brought before the House by the hon.
member for North York (Mr. Mulock). But I understand
the position of the case to bu this: the contractor had a right,
as he supposed, at all events, to call upon the Government
at the end of bis contract to take the plant and rolling sto2k
that ho had in use in the construction of this work, off bis
hande. I understand,fnrtber, that the question as to whethor
upon the term sf this contract, the Government were
boundI to take that stock off his bands, was submitted to
the Minister of Justice, and hi& opinion was that under the
terms of the oontraot, it was not binding upon the Govern.

ment, but was merely optional. Now, Sir, I only had an
opportunity just now of seeing the clause of the contract
upon which this question turns, and it would be presump.
tuons to speak with regard to the contract as a whole, having
mercly had an opportunity of reading one paragraph of it.
But with all deference to the view the Minister of Justice
took of it, I should rather be inclined to say that that was not
the truc construction of the contract. It appears to me to
bo a well undorstood principle of law, and a well understood
principle of the construction of contracts, that effect must be
givten to all that appears in the document. It is absurd for
the Government to contract that they may buy from the
contractor his plant at tho end of his contract. It required
no contract for that purpose. It did not require that the
contractor should contract that the Governmont might buy,
nor did it require that the Government ehould agree that
they might buy. That was a matter which did not roquire
to be contracted for one way or the other. The true effect
of that contract, I take it, the reasonable construction,
might be to read this way: that the Government were bound
to boy-it was quito insensibio, otherwise, to put these
words in the con tract. However that may be, the Depart-
ment reported upon the contract in that son'se. They said,
as doalivg on behalf of the country and dealing in an honor-
able spirit between the country and the contractor, that that
was the true meaning of this contract, and the contractor,
no doubt, who entered into this agreement in 1879, had a
iigbt to assume that, at the termination of his contract,
he would be relieved of bis plant by the Gov.
ernment, in accordance with those terms. If that
was the true sonse of the bargain, who was to deter-
mine the amount according to the contract but the Chief
Engineer? We ail know that while we may be willing to enter
into a bargain and submit to the valuation of one individ.
ual, we may not be willing to enter into a bargain or contract
and submit to a valuation made by another; and a familiar
instance of that kind will occur to everyone. You make a
contract for the building of a house. It is agreed betwoen
you and the'builder that the value of extras is to be doter.
mined by the architect and that his valuation shall be con-
clusive, so long as there is no fraud; whether ho ove -values
or under-values, bis valuation is conclusive between the
parties so long as there is no fraud. In this case, as I under.
stand it, the Chief Engineer did not find it convenient to go
to value the rolling stock, and so ho deputed Mr. Haney,
Mr. Reid and Mr. Clark of Toronto.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, it was done by the
ordinary arbitration method; one arbitrator was appointed
by each party and an umpire was seleoted.

Mr. M oARTRY. I do not know how that was. Mr.
laney took one view, that the stock should not be valued
at its intrinsic value or worth when the contraot was
taken out of the hande of the contractor, which was in 1885,
but that it ought to be valued with respect to the cost to
the contractor if the contractor had brought it in ; in other
words the cost of the material, less the deterioration for
usage. Mr. Reed, on behalf of the Governmont, took the
opposite view. It appears from the letter I saw-and I have
only aeen a portion of the correspondence-Mr. Clark sided
with Mr. Reed. The result was that they agreed that the
true value of the stock on the ground was 872,000. Wûen
it was reported to the Government that that was the sum,
at which the arbitrators had arrived, Mr. Shreiber, the
person who was to place a value upon this material, being
appealed to, as I understand was the case from the state.
ment made by the Minister of R ilways, said: "I do not
understand that this is tlhe principle on which the value is
to be arrived at. I admit that the arbitrators have doter-
mined the true value on the ground; but I understand that
this value is to be arrived at, not aocordiog to the
intrinsio value on the giound but with regard to
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the cost to the contractor in bringing the material
in. That may be right or wrong; that was a
matter in my judgment-in the absence of all imputations
of unfair dealing-simply and seloly in the hands of the
Chief Enginer, te whom both parties by the contract had
agreed to leave the valuation. Tho arbitrators were called
togother again. They were told : " Yeu bave proceeded to
value those articles on a wrong principle. We do not
quarrel with the amount at which you bave arrived; but
you have proeeded on a wrong principlo." It was wrong
according to the view of Mr. Sobreiber, to whom the matter
was referred to determine, because it was for him to doter.
mine the principle on which the value should be arrived at.
And so they were instructed to do what ? To reconsider the
matter, and adopt a different principle. All I can say with
regard to this is: WhiLe a good deat may be said on both
sides as to Mr. Schreiber's opinion, while it may be said
that, perhaps, it would have been a proper thing for Mr.
Schreiber to have determined the value of that stock in
another way. The other view is equally open, and after
all it was for the Chief Engineer, and for him alone, to doter-
mine the principle on which the valuation was to take
place. He called the arbitrators together, and they were
instructed to revalue upon that principle. Here, I have a
right to find fault with the statement of the hon. member
for Queen's, P.E.I., (Mr. Davies) for his statement was
highly misleading. 1 do not think the statement of the
hon. gentleman was a fair statement, and, as I understand
ho was present throughout the investigation by the com.
mittee, I am surprised that ho only told us part of what took
place before the committee, and if ho had told us the whole,
the statement would have been very different. It is true
there was but $27 000 for froight paid ; but the hon. gentle-
man did not tell the 11ouse that a great proportion of the
rolling stock had been made at a vastly incroased cost in
British Columbia itself; and, upon the principle laid down,
either that cost should have been allowcd the contractors or
the course followed by the arbitrators should have beon
followed-to have assumed that the stock had been imported
oi• had come from eastern Canada and had been transported
there.

Mr. DAVIES. I could not assert anything of the kind
bocause Mr. Onderdonk exprossly said those flat cars
were built at Yale, B.C., and cost s3 and so.

Mr. McCARTHY. I must have boon very unfortunate
In my statement because that was exactly what I said. The
hon. gentleman was unfair in withholding that fact from the
louse: that those cars wore said by Mr. Onderdonk to
have cet $800 a piece. The arbitrators did not allow them
at that rate. They said: No; we cannot allow you the
coet of the cars in British Columbia when, by buying them
in eastern Canada and transporting them bore, you could
have laid them down in British Columbia at a less cost.

Mr. DAVIES. Where do you find that in the statement ?
Did the arbitrators say that ?

Mr. McCARTHY. No; but the result of their finding is
that. The statement of Mr. Clark is that the cars wore
valued at less than $800. 'lh hon. gentleman did not read
a lotter dated 10th February, 188 i, and addressed by the
arbitrators te the secretary of Railways and Canals:

" In repiy to your letter of the 12th ult., requesting us to furnish a
further report, showing our estimate as to the value of the rolling stock
belonging to the contractors, which was used on construction of British
Columbia section of Canadian Pacifie Railway between Yale and
Savona's Ferry (on which we previously reported) on date of completion
of contract, July, 1885: taking into consideration the isolated position
cf the stock at that date, and the expense involved in placing it there-
in other words, what would be the cost to duplicate the stock there at
that date, we beg to submit the annexed statement."

If the arbitrators had taken Mr. Onderdonk's statement,
and allowed the amount to the oontractor, the award would

Mr. M@oAT".

have been more. But I think they took the proper course,
and they said: We will allow the contractor not what the
cars actually cost, but what they would have cost if bought
in the cheapest market and laid down on the ground in the
cheapest way. No lawyer who under8tands what ho is
talking about will pretend to say that this question of value
bas to be determined by any other person thau .Mr.
Schreiber.

Mr. DAVIES. Does not the contract say "the value at
the completion of the contract ? "

Mr. McCARTIHY. By the Chief Engineer.

Mr. MILLS. But that was modified by mutual arrange-
ment.

Mr. McCARTHIY. Mr. Schreiber or the Chief Engineer
is to determine the value. The contractors agreed that
whatever the chief engincer might award, they were willing
to accept. It is well known that if an arbitration is left to a
particular man some one else is not to be substituted.
When those gentlemen visited British Columbia to report
on the stock, they did not value it on the principle which
Mr. Schreiber said was the right one. I am not saying
whether it was right or wrong, for a good deal is to be said
on both sides; but I say it is a question for Mr. Schreibor
and for him alone, and when ho said that, in his opinion,
regard should be had to the fact that when the contract was
entered into in 1879 it was never supposed that the Cana.
dian Pacifie Railway would be completed before 1891, and
regard should be had in the valuation as to the cost of
bringing the cars there, duty, freight and soon. So the
arbitrators were called together and requested te reconsider
their award on that ground. Would any court of law have
done differently ? I want to know if it appeared that the
arb:trator had proceeded on an erroneous principle of calcu-
lation and had arrived at a wrong result, and a court had
said that that was not what you should have done, it
would not have been reasonable for the arbitrators to
say what the true amiunt was on reconsidering the
question. But hon. gentlemen opposite say that in
returning that amount they acted mechanically. That is
not a fair reading of the evidence. Mr. Clark says they
acted mechanically to this extent, as Mr. Clark says : I
decline to accept ail responsibility for the second award, and
in arriving at this amount I have acted under the directions
of the Government engineer. Having taken up that lino I
adopted it for my guidance in determining the amount, and
thon I calculated (the hon. member for South Oxford, Sir
Richard Cartwright read a portion of the evidence to that
extent) the freight to the best of my ability, the duty paid
when they were brought in, and I arrived at the following
result. What is it ? Here we have got under Mr. Clark's
own hand, produced by Mr. Clark, but not signe], a state-
ment showing that the amount of the valuation thus made
was $193,940. In pencil opposite those figures is an in-
creased amount which, I understand, though I have not
added the items together, will make the same amount as the
second award, $ 199,000. I am not to be misunderstood. 1
am not here-because I have not read his evidence and I
have not read the contract with sufficient care -pronouncing
an opinion as to whether Mr. Schreiber is right or wrong.
Ail I mean to say is, that I understand the well-known rule
of law, it was Mr. Schieber, and ho alone, who had to pro-
nounce upon the principle of value. I say, therefore, that
when those three gentlemen were called together they were
bound to obey his directions in that regard, if fair play and
good faith were to be kept with those contractors. I will
also add this statement, that I do not think this country or
this House requires the Government te act in a dishonor-
able way by any man with whom it deals. I do not think
it is expected that the Government of this country should,
in thoir capacity of the exeoutive of Çanada, do what, as

1048



COMMONS DEBATES.

honorable mon, they would be ashamed to do in their pri-
vate espacity; and I mean to ay that any man who would
take advantage of the technical reading of this contract,
which was said to be the true meaning by the Minister of
Justice, but which eould not be the intention of the
parties-else, why insert these words ?-would have been
doing what no honorable man would like to do, or to have
donc, in his own case.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hear, hear.
Mr. McOARTHY. I think the hon. member for Bothwell

(Mr. Mills) will say that he would not have taken advantage
of a technicality of that kind, if the matter was his own,
and I do not think that he would ask the people of Canada
to be guilty of a dishonorable thing, which the hon. gen-
tleman would be ashamed to do in his own case.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that statement
which the hon. gentleman read was an unsigned statement.

Mr. McCARTIY. Yes, I said so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is another state-

ment signed by them, in which they declare the cost of
transport to be $36,000é

Mr. McCARTHY. There is no doubt that the figures
show that, because the bulk of the material was made in
British Columbia.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a special
allowance there of 816,000.

Mr. MoCARTHY.. Well, it is said that figures can be
made to prove anything, but I think it is a fair calculation
to say that if so many cars were imported Into Canada, and
the duty and freight cost so much, the rule of three will
enable us to say what the balance were worth at the same
rate. Now, was Mr. Onderdonk, who built so many cars at
Yale, British Columbia, at a greatly enhanced cost to what
he could have got them for in eastern Canada and trans.
ported them there, or in the United State and transported
them there, and paid the duty-was he to be allowed that
extra charge ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Certainly not.
Mr. McCARTHY. What, thon, was he to be allowed?
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The market value.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) And Mr. Schreiber said that he

was incompetent to value, and referred them to those gentle-
men.

Mr. MoCARTHY. He said ho was not able to go, as I
understand.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) le said ho did not foot himself
competent to value, and that he would refer it to those
gentlemen.

Mr. MoCARTEHY. But did Mr. Schreiber ever say that
ho was not competent to lay down a rule for valuing ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.EI.) He could not import a new rule
into the oontract.

Mr. McCARTHY. Ho was the man to lay down the rule
of value. Now, Sir, I have been furnished with some figures,
and I will give the House the result of this calculation, and
hon, gentlemen can, if they ploase, check the valuation. I
think it will be found that the freight upon the eight engines
as near as can be arrived at, would be something like
816,000 odd. I think it will be found that the freght upon
135 flat cars or box cars, those which were brought in,
would be about 118,000.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) From where ?
Mr. MoCA±THY. Either from the oastern part of the

country or from the United States. Of course this calcula-
tion is based upon bringing them fron the other aide, but
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the freight would be the same as bringing them from eat.
ern Canada.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. What is the amount
you calculate for each car ?

Mr. MOCARTHY. $423 would be the freight for each
car, and that comes to $78,000 aitogether. The duty upon
the engines would have been nearly 812,000; the duty on
the cars nearly $22,000; and adding these together we find
they came to 8128,124. Now, you have the actual value of
the cars, besides the value on the spot, the allowance made
for wear and tear or doterioration, 872,000, and there you
have the amount awarded. Therofore, it all comes down to
this::whether Mr. Schreiber was right or wrong in the
principle ho laid down for the valuation of those articles.
That those gentlemen were entitled to that view, I think is
perfectly plain. They claim, 1 find from the figures,
$235,000, after deducting from their bill the portion of their
rolling stock which was not assumed by the Government.
For that claim they were allowed something less than
$200,000, after arriving at it in the way I have said. I
merely rose to point out what I have been able to glean
from these papers, and it appears to me, therefore, to be
plain enough that the responsibility properly resta on Mr.
Schreiber for taking this view of the contract.

Mr. JONES. This question has so far been discussed by
legal gentlemen in this House, and, as there are many lay-
mon in the House like myself, I venture to submit the view
in which these transactions would appear to a layman,
stripped of legal technicality and phraseology. Now, ao-
cording to the way I understand the transaction, it je simply
this: The Government entered into a contract with Mr.
Onderdonk, and in that contract it was provided that they
might, at the close of the contract, take any engines and
platform cars which might be considered by the engineers
fit for further use. The Minister of Finance says that that
clause was put in the contract in the interest of the public
service, because the contractor, feeling that the stock might
be taken by the Government at the close of the contract,
would consider that point in making his tender for the work.
Now, I do not dispute that point. I think, perhaps, that it
is quite reasonable that the contracts undertaken at such a
distance might possibly be undertaken on more favorable
terms, if the contractor was under the impression, or had it
provided in the contract, that at the completion of the con-
tract the Government were obliged to take hie rolling stock
for what it was worth, if it was of any use. But, Sir, the con-
tract before us reads in this way: That at the close of the
contract the engines and platform cars, which might be
considered fit for use, might be taken by the Governmont.
Well, at the completion of the contract, Mr. Onderdonk
called upon the Government to take the rolling stock
which they considered fit for use. Now, the hon. the
Minister of Railways, in his eqplanation, said that there was
an understanding that it was to be taken. Io it possible
that an understanding of such magnitude could have pre.
vailed and could supersede the strict terme and condi-
tions of a formal agreement ? le it possible that in under-
taking a public work of this nature, with so large an
amount of public money involved, a public contractor and
the head of the Railway Department could arrive at a pri-
vate understanding which was to superseode the direct and
positive conditions of a contract? But supposing for one
moment that such was the case, and supposing that the hon.
gentleman considered that that understanding compelled
him to adopt Mr. Ondordonk's view, why, I ask, did he
then submnit that question to the Department of Justice on
its merits ? And, why when the Department of Justice had
given their opinion, did ho not act upon that opinion ? Now,
sir, it would appear that the Minister of Railways addressed
a letter to the Department of Justice, dated the 23rd of
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October, 1885, and the Department of Justice answered that his principal to account, and I should not refer to Mr.
letter in these words: Sereiber had not the hon. gentleman attempted to put him

" I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the forward as a buffer in this transaction-I gay the hon. Min-
23rd inst., enclosing contract No. 62, for the construction of part of the jeter of Railways was bound not only by the legal construc-
Canadian Pacifie Railway in British Columbia, and asking the opinion tien of the Act, but by the opinion he himeof had obtained
of this Department as to the legal construction of section 75 of the
specifications attached to the contract, aud relating to the transfer o! from the law officers of the Crown. The hon, gentleman
cars and engines to the Government upon the completion of the con- was careful enougl to say that li would not venture an
tract and the valuation of the same.

" Section 75 of the specifications, which with the memorandum theretoboniontlethe r ebeeasrighto rogwbtthe
annexed, by the provisions of the contract, forms part of the contract,
provides that 'at the close of the contract any engines and platform Mr. Schreiber, or rather the Minister of Ra.lways, wae right
cars which may be considered by the engineer fit for f urther use may be or wrong. That ie what we are endeavoring te arrive at.
transferred to the Government on the valuation of the engineer.' a We are not here dcussing an abstract question, but we are
of opinion that the expression 'engineer' in clause 75 means 'engineer '
as defined in the latter part of section 1 of the contract, namely, the discussing the question who was right and who was wrong
chief engineer for the time being having control over the work a in this matter; and it was the duty of the hongentleman
shall extend to and include any of his assistants acting under hs in- defending the Government to have taken the position boldly
structions, and all instructions or directions or certificates given or
decisions made by anyone acting for the chief engineer, shall be subject at once and say that Mr. Solreiber was right, and that hie
to his approval. superior, the hon. Minister of Railways was rigliudirect.

" I am further of opinion that the word 'may ' in the section in ques- ing him tO take that course. If he had done that we should
tion te merely permissive, and that there is no obligation on the com-
pany to transfer the cars and engines to the Government, nor on the have been able to meet him ou that greund, with the
Government to purchase the same, but that if such purchase be made it terme of the contract; but it ie a credit to the hon.
eau only be made on the valuation of the engineer." gentlemans ability, and he had that regard for hie
Here the legal officer of the Crown says in the most em. professional standing that ho would not risk hie repu-
phatic terms that he is of opinion that this clause is merely tation to express an opinion whether Mr. Schreiber
a permissive one, and that there is no obligation on the or the Minister of Railways was right or wrong.INow,
part of the Government or the company, unless they corne the hon. gentleman endeavorod to point ont that we wero
to an understanding, the firet to dispose of, and the other to arguing on wrong premises, because some of theso cars
take those cars on such terms as may be agreed on. This were bult in British Columbia. Even if we were to take
is not the opinion of an outsider, or even of an hon. member that view, the hon. gentleman's arguments would mot
of this Flouse who is either on one side or the other, but hold; but we do not require to enter inte that argument at
the deliberate legal opinion of the Department of Justice, ail. My contention is that that forme ne important cou-
that that clause did not compel the company to sell nor the sideration iithis discussion. The contràct dees net provide
Government to purchase these engines and cars unless they that they wore to be valued at their worth in their isolated
were disposed to do so. Therefore, I think the Government position lu British Columbia, and Mr. Schreiber, or the
cannot, in whatever way they may endeavor to twist this head of hie Department, the Minieter of Railways, had ne
argument, get rid of the position that this contract places right or authority te act contrary to the legal opinion of
them in, both from the common sense and the legal aspect. the law omcer of the Crown. They had, therefore, ne
They inserted the clause no doubt in the interest of the riglt te enforce upon these arbitrators the termesunder
country, as laid down by the hon. Minister of Finance, and which the valuation was te be arrjvod at. The hon. gentle-
the only complaint we have now to make is that when the man says that the public interest does net suifer. Wo have
contract was fulfilled, and the contractor asked them to take seen, by the evidence before the committee, what a
this stock, they did not act according to our view in the discrepancy there ie between the estimate made by
interest of the country. Now, Sir, the hon. member for the late Minister of Finance, when ho aeked this fouse
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) who las just addressed the House, te pass an appropriation fer the 8200,000, and the
says that Mr. Schreiber, the Chief Engineer, proceeded on a account which bas been brought down ou this occa-
wrong principle. Who was Mr. Schreiber that he should step sion. The hon. member who precedod me showed that
in between the Governinent and the contracter inthis matter? the Minister to Finance led th slouse te believe that we
What position dues Mr. Soireiber hold lu this country that were paying money for 29 engines whe m there wo p honly
this Flouse would accept hie opinion on a point et'Iaw iu 8,and that we wero paying for 97 fiat cars when there
preference te that of the Minister efjusticei? The hon. were ouly 180. This je a very grave mirepresentationof
member says that Mr. Sulireiber wae te docide ou what the facte, but itble enly lu accordanc with the whole trains.
principle the arbitration was te tako place. Mr. Schreiber action. Theso arbitrators, appointed by the Govertment
told us befere the Committee on Public Accoants, that net and Mr. Onderdonk, and the upire appoiunted by the two
being a meclianical ngineor ho could net himeolf fix any arbitrators, eade a valuation and sbmitted it to the Goveru.
value on this preperty, and that le necessarily, as a mnatter et'ment. Why sheuld Mr. Sah reiber or the Minister of'Rail.
course, hiad te select mon of practical experieucowhe could ways take exception t the award? Were those gentlemen
make a. just valuation of the proporty which, according te representing the peplo et thie country? Or were they
the decision arrived at, the Goverument wero geing te take acting in the interestn et a foreig ncompany? I have
over frein the centracters. But did that givo Mr. Schreibor always boen under the impression that the Miniaters hf
ay riglit te alter the termesef the contract ? Did that con- the Crown were appeintod as au executive et'thie flouse,
fer ou Mr. Suireiber auy autherhty by which ho could con- te carry eut the well understood wishet othe people, i
travene the termesof this agreement? Net at ail. There le the interests o f the people; but it would appear that n thi
nothing in the original centract, directly or indirectly, te case the Minister of Railwa e acting, net in the
imply that this stock was te be taken over at its value in interesta ot the peple ofaniad wbute the intereet
British Columbia. Thero is net a word lu that centract, or an American company, of a company which jeendea-
directly or iudirectly, te lead te the conclusion that the loca- vorin.g te abstract a larger amount out of the taxpayere we
tien et' the rolling stock lunlBritish Columbia wal te b a this ountry than, according te the arbitrators,ie entitled
facter lu decîding its value at îl. But if Mr. Suireiber, under te. One would naturally suppose that when thi award
the lead eof hi Departient, chose ýo put thtt interpretation came before the Government they would acquiesce in iL
on the contract, I ask le thiBlouse te be beuud by it? sBy But sucin wa dnt the case. Mr. Shreiber latoldoe nsthat
what rigltlias Mr. Sureiber adop ted la différent principle for hraised the objection, doubtes by order of hie Departmont,
the valuation ef that property?ý I conteud meetetrhngly because the Minister of tailways eaid ho assumed a l the
that Mr. Suirei ber and hi principal-becanso w. muet hold responsibility, ud urg d these men te mae a neow valua-
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tion. What does this correspondence disclose ? It disclose
the fact that orders went from the Governmont te the arbi
trators, from time to time, te reconsider their decision. Thi
answer came from the arbitrators that they could net maki
any alterations in the award. Mr. Clark gave his evidenc4
that the whole valuation was based on a fair estimate of thi
value of the property. When the Government called on th
arbitrators to reconsider the award, their own arbitrator
from week to week, and from month to month, net only
refused, but refused in the most positive -and direct terme
He said ho could not, without violating his conscientiou
objections, reconsider or revalue the property. Wher
Mr. Schreiber, or the Department, called his attention
to the fact that the Government desired him to take
into consideration the element of transport, thcse mon
with the responsibility of their position, mon, doubtless oi
high reputation, considered that point, and according to the
best information they could obtai-and doubtless they
could obtain as correct information as anyone lu the coun.
try-declared that it only required $36,000 te pay the trans.
port of that rolling stock te British Columbia. That, added
to the $72,000, would make the award $108,000, from which
must be deducted the value of the locomotive that the Gov-
ernment did not take. In corroboration of that we have, as
has ben shown by the hon, member for Queen's (Mr.
Davies), the estimate of Mr. Onderdonk himself. In the
case he submitted to the Government, he placed all the dif.
lerent amounts under different heads, and his own estimate
of the cost of placing the rolling stock in British Columbia
was only $27,000, or 69,000 less than Mr. Clark and Mr.
Reed, the arbitrators, were of opinion it could cost. That
was net satisfactory te the Government, and the Government
continued te urge their own arbitrator, Mr. Reed, who, to his
credit, refused, again and again, to consider the matter, and
Mr. Reed wrote the letter to Mr. Clark which was inadver-
tently handed in by Mr, Clark among the bundle of papers
he put before the committee. In this letter it would ap-
pear, Mr. Reed shows the position in which ho stood, by
saying that the Government were bringing pressure upon
him. Unfortunately, in the end, ho succumbed to their
pressure, and the Government were enabled to obtain from
the arbitrators the award they desired. Mr. Reed writes te
him te say that the whole thing was a fizzle; he says: " We
are being used as tools by the Government." Doubtless the
Government had confidence in the men they appointed, but
imagine-if one could imagine such a transaction were it
not in black and white before us-imagine that the man
they themselves had appointed, Mr. Reed, their own arbi.
trator, says that they were only being made tools of by the
Government; and, by implication, we may infer it was to
place more money in the hands of a foreign company.
They came te Ottawa, they were brought here, and nego-
tiations went on, and Mr. Onderonk was here, and in the
end this award was given of 8202,000. I was present when
Mr. Clark underwent his examination before the Committee
on Public Accounts, and I was pleased with the frank and
candid manner in which ho made his statement of the case.
He said: " We made our award according to our judg.
ment of the value, and, when the Government insisted
upon adding the expense of transportation, we put down
the amount they gave us and added that to the original
valuation," and that made the estimate $202,000 instead of
$72,000. This is, perhaps, one of the most glaring cases of
impropriety that has ever been brought to the notice of a
deliberative assembly or of the public in this or any other
country. I say that there seems te bave been an evident
intention on the part of the Department of the Minister of
Railways te put in the pockets of a foreign company an
amount of $202,000 instead of $72,000,.and to place that on
the shoulders of the taxpayers of this country. I think,
whdn this thing comes to be thoroughly understood in all
its bearings, when it comes to be realised throughout this

10511887.

s Dominion that the Government have been guilty of such an
- improper act, it will be visited by the just indignation of an
e outraged people. I am glad that we have this opportunity,
e though late in the Session, and after great difficulties in pro-
3 curing all the necessary papers, to establish the proofs in
e connection with this nefarious transaction, to bring suffi-

cient papers on the floor of Parliament to condemn the
Minister, and to condemn the Governinent who have acted
upon the recommendation of the Minister of Railways, for

. having been guilty of an act which is the worst in its char-.
acter, though they have been many and numerous, that has
ever disgraced the annals of any logislative assembly in
British America.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). I only want to occupy the
attention of the House for a moment or two, to point out
two or three inaccuracies in the statement of the hon,
member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), who just addressed the
House, and to call attention to the splendid example ho has
given to the House of the rule ho has laid down on one or
two occasions during this Session, that it is unwise for any
momber to speak on a subject he doos not thoroughly under-
stand. The hon. member seems to think that no man has
a right to talk on the subject of fish unless he sells fish; or
unless he owns schooners he must not discuss the trade in
which schooners are engaged; or unless ho has a claini against
the Government for overpaid duties on sugar, he must net go
into the question of the sugar duties. I think, if lie had
this evening observed the rule he laid down, it would
have been botter for the House and for the country, because
in my humble judgment he has taken up the time of the
House by misstating, I believe unintentionally, through his
not understanding the question, the arguments which have
been placed before the House much more forcibly by gen-
tlemen who are associated with him on that side. lie stated
correctly that this was a legal question, but that he was
going to treat it from a different standpoint, that he was
going to treat a question involving the construction of con.
tracts, correspondence and submissions to arbitration, from
the standpoint of one who did not understand law or the
construction of the agreement or papers now before the
House. I think he eminently succeeded in one respect,
and showed that ho was entirely unacquainted with any
rule of legal construction. The lon. gentleman has asked
the House what had Mr. Schreiber te do with this contract ?
I should have thought that even he, ignorant though he
was of rules of construction and unacquainted with legal
questions, having the contract before him, would have
understood that the clause te which ho drew the attention
of the louse required particularly the attention of Mr.
Schreiber and the exorcise of the discretion of Mr. Schrei-
ber, as the engineer who was particularly alluded to and to
whom direct reference was made in that contract.

Mr. JONES. I said in changing the contract.
Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). The hon. gentleman says Mr.

Schreiber intervened improperly in this matter. Mr.
Schreiber, in my humble judgment, from the construction
of the contract and under the merits of the case, had great
responsibility as regards net only the Goverument of this
country but as regards the contractors, who had vested
rights, and rights under that contract, and were entitled te
the benefit of those rights; and Mr. Schreiber, unable him-
self te exorcise the power and the authority given te him
under that contract by the sanction of the Government,
deputed te certain gentlemen called arbitrators, but who
were really commissioners in this case, the duty of arriving
at a proper estimate of the value of this plant te which
reference has been made. Certainly he did not in this
way wholly discharge, as regards these contractors, the
responsibility which rested upon his shoulders. No matter
what action Mr. Schreiber may have taken, or what the facts
may be in regard te the arbitrators, Mr. Schreiber was
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responsible under the terms of the contract, as the
engineer in question, for a proper valuation and appraise-
ment of that property ; and, when Mr. Schreiber found that
these gentlemen had acted, in his opinion, upon a principle
which was entirely erroneous and contrary to the spirit of
that agreement, no matter what hon. gentlemen may think,
or what legal gentlemen may think as to the construction of
that contract, he was conscientiously bound to see that what,
in bis opinion, was a true construction of that contract and
of lis duties under it was carried out. On his authority and
on bis views, no doubt, the Minister of Railways authorised
a certain letter to be written. I do not believe it was read
to the House, but I took the trouble of looking at it, and I
think it bears very pertinently upon the question which bas
engaged the attention of hon. gentlemen this evening. Mr.
Bradley, as secretary -of the .Department, wrote on the
12th January, 1886, this letter :

" Referring to the report jointly submitted by yon on the 8th instant,
giving the value of certain rolling stock used on the Canadian Pacifie
Railway works in British Columbia, under contract to D. O. Mills, at the
time the work was completed in July, 1885. I am directed to request
that you will be pleased to furnish a further report showing your estimate
of the value of this stock in July, 1885, taking into consideration the fact
that it had already been brought into the Province, and the cost which
would have been entailed had its transport to be provided at that date.

That letter was written, and the evidence of Mr. Clark, one
of the arbitrators to whom reference was made more than
once this evening, bas not shown that in any particular he
violated the duty imposed upon him in connection with that
letter, and the duty he assumed. Hie acted under the
authority of that letter, and le has not stated, directly or
îndirectly, that he took the figures from the Department of
Railways or from the engineer of the Department of Rail.
ways, or that the arbitrators acted in any respect in regard
to that valuation of the cost of transport other than upon
their own individual judgment. I challenge the statement
that was made, perhaps net directly, to the contrary of
what I am now stating; I challenge the argument directed
to that end most positively. I have read the evidence of
Mr. Clark from beginning to end, and in no respect does he
say more than this: that he did not exercise bis judgment as
towhether that valuation should enter into the consideration,
that he accepted the instructions from the Department of
Railways and Canals, but in no respect does he say that in
arriving at the amount they took figures from any source
except after proper enquiry made by them. There isnothing
to impugn the conduct of the arbitrators in this connection
in that matter; and if bon. gentlemen had directed the whole
of their argument towards the propriety of the Department
authorising this letter te be written, or towards the right
of the Government te have this matter taken up and recon-
sidered, I think their position would have been much more
resonable. But, going further than that, they are forced
to overlook much of the evidence given by Mr. Clark, and
to place before the country arguments which should pro-
perly bave been heard, and were no doubt used, at the time
of the investigation. It is idle, in the case of any report of
this kind, for the hon, gentlemen to undertake to examine
and cross-examine the arbitrators, to enquire into the
merits of the case de novo. It would strike at the utility of
arbitration in anything. It does not matter whether those
arbitrators, se far as they are concerned, were too generous
to the claimants or whether they gave them less, so long as
they acted in a bond fide manner; and so long as they acted
under thé instructions of that letter I say they did their duty.
I cannot appreciate the argument that bas been addressed to
this louse that the engineer and the Department havivg
undertaken to direct their attention te the fact that they had
overlooked a most important principle in getting the exact
amount of the valuation of this plant, should have
instructed the arbitrators te name a certain sum. Se far
as the argument of the hon. gentleman goes, one would
suppose the Government was guilty for net having instructed
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the arbitrators to name a small sum for that transport, to
put into those papers the claim, and te say that on no
account should the arbi trators give more. Now, I nudertake
to say if the Department of Railways had taken that course,
and had stated that in no case was the claim te exceed such
and such a figure, we would have been occupied far longer
this evening by an indictment against the Government for
daring to state to the arbitrators what the exact amount of
the award was to be. Se far as I listened this afternoon to
the reading of the evidence, Ifelt that bon, gentlemen were,
perhaps unwittingly, trying to make this House believe that
the Government had given the figures to Mr. Clark, or bis co.
arbitrators and that tbey had put that amount down. Now,
I have seen no evidence te that effect. There is net before
this House a single sentence to corroborate that position.
The Ion, gentleman from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), as I understood his quotation, misquoted-I do
net say intentionally-some of the evidence of Mr. Clark.
At least, as I understood him, he quoted that the arbitrators
in this case, in regard te the valuation of that stock and
that plant, had net execised their own judgment. Now, I
say there is no such statement as that.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). The Ion. gentleman is mistaken.
He said the arbitrators had exercised their judgment in va-
lning the plant, but in adding te the valuation the amount
of transport they had only acted mathematically under the
direction of the Chief Engineer.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). Then, if I understand my hon.
friend, he establishes the proposition that I have been en-
deavoring te make. We concede the proposition that the
Government, through its officers, did intervene, and stated te
those commissioners or arbitrators: " You proceeded upon
an entirely erroneous principle, you have neglected te con-
sider an element which we think, in justice te these contrac.
tors, should be considered." Farther than that they did not
go. Se far as I understand the interruption of my hon.
friend, he agrees with me that they did net go further than
that. Then as we are really at one upon that point, what is
all this talk about ? Are we going te have this arbitration
over again ? It was conceded by some hon. gentlemen te-
day that they did net mean te impugn the character of any
one of the arbitrators, that they did net mean te say that
Mr. Clark had net acted bonestly.

Mr. DAVIES. Did not the arbitrators at the direction
and instance of the Chief Engineer, add 8100,000 te the
award more than Mr. Onderdonk claimed for transporta:
tien ?

Mr. TUPPER. That has been denied absolutely by the
Minister of Railways.

Mr. DAVIES. No, it has net.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). I was sitting near the Minister
of Railways and heard him distinctly-he can correct me if
I am wrong-he stated distinctly that the amount mentioncd
did net represent anywhere near the real amount of the claim
by the Messrs. Onderdonk, that the papers my hon. friends
were in possession of were not the full papers, nor did they
show the full amount of the claim. I think th' Minister of
Railways stated that the amount mentioned by the bon.
member for Queen's did net represent more than one-fifth
of the amount claimed by D. O. Mille, or whoever the con-
tractor was. Therefore, I say that hon. gentlemen opposite
appear te be bringing their researches te bear upon a phase
of that case that does not concern this House. We cannot
rip up these awards. The only point involved in this case
that we can discuss is, as te whether the Government acted
properly or improperly in net accepting the first report of
those arbitrators who went out to do a duty that the
Chief Engineer was unable te discharge at the time.
I say that this is the question before the House, and it
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seems to me the reasons given from this side of the
House have not been met on that point. I say that
the action of the Government when that contract
was made, the circumstances under which that contract was
made, the circumstances which it was supposed by the con.
tractor and by the Government would exist when that con-
tract terminated, all go to show that, had the Government
taken any other course, they could have been charged, not
only with having acted unfairly, but with having acted in
a most shystering mean way in their dealing with these
contractors. It has not been denied that these contractors
had a right to be treated fairly and considerately by the
Government in connection with the c>ntract, and it has not
been shown that they made a profit to any amount. The
hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), who took up so much
time in the discussion and showed how little he understood
this question, and how much bis mind had been turned
towards questions of sugar, schooners and steamers and the
election contest in Halifax, said, before ho sat down, that
the arbitrators stated that they put down the amount for
transportation which the Government gave them. That
shows how little the hon. gentleman knew of this subject.
There is not an bon. gentleman who can point to a particle
of evidence to show that that statement is correct. It was
never made before the committee; but the Government did
tell those commissioners or arbitrators the principle on
which they were to proceed, and, so far as the evidence
goes, the arbitrators did their duty. Hon. gentlemen do
not deny that they acted honestly ; they made a calculation
-a mathematical calculation, as the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), has termed it-and
the result is what is before the House.

Mr. McMULLEN. I happen to be a member of the
Public Accounts Committee, and was present during the
investigation in connection with this matter. I gave partie-
ular attention to the evidence of the different parties who
were examined. But before proceeding to deal with the
matter under discussion, I will make a short reference to a
remark dropped by that hon. gentleman who has just taken
his seat (Mr. Tupper). In the course of the debates, I notice
that that hon. gentleman is in the habit of assailing
hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), and I have been
rather surprised to find the amount of cheek he assumes,
and to-night he said that hon. gentleman was ignorant and
knew nothing about the question. I contend that any
layman in this House bas just as good a right toaddress the
House on a question in which both he and his constituents
are interested as any legal mind in the House. I do not
think it is right, simply because a few lawyers undertake to
deal with important questions of this kind, that persons not
lawyers, and not, perhaps, so well versed on legal points,
should be prevented from offering any remarks from our
standpoint on such questions. It ill-becomes, particularly, a
young member, a man of youth, such as the hon. momber for
Pictou, to use such words as he did towards the bon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Jones), a man of experience and who bas
been in Parliament for many years. That hon. gentleman is
not likely to gain either popularity or credit by adopting that
course in addressing this House. There are some plain facts
in connection with this case that we should view not alto-
gether from a legal but a common sense standpoint. There
are very few persons who have not been interested in con-
tracte, and any man apart from legal qualifications would
come to the conclusion that there was, at least, very strong
evidence of impropriety, of collusion, for a purpose in con-
nection with this whole matter. A perusal of the contract
does not show anything to warrant the conclusion at which
bon, gentlemen opposite have arrived. It contains this
clause :

"At the close of the contraet any engineL or platform oars which may
be considered by the engineer fit for frther use may be transferred to
the Government on the valuation of the engineer.

Those are all the words in the contract upon which this
whole argument is based ; it is all the grounds on
which the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr, McCarthy)
based his argument to-night. I was quite amused to listen
to the way in which ho endeavored to turn the matter and
to put the best front upon this barefaced transaction. Ho
has a great legal mind and a world-wide fame for being able
to put a good face on a bad case. We have too much of that
kind of thing in this House. We have the fact that the
Chief Engineer was to value this stock. It appears he could
not go, for some reason best known to himself. Three arbi-
trators were chosen to do the work. They did not start out
without having received something in the way of informa-
tion as to what they were going to do and how to do it.
They went there and made a valuation, and they roported
to the Minister of Railways stating that $72,000 was the
arnount at which they valued the stock. After having done
this, fault was found with the valuation. The Minister of
Railways, in order to satisfy himself as to how far the
Government really were responsible for taking this stock
over, referred the question to the Minister of Justice. That
Minister, who is the legal adviser of the Crown, and by
whom the Minister of Railways should be guided,
declared, i understand, that the Government were
not bound to take the stock, that it was optional
whether they took it over or not. In the face of that,
and without referring the matter further to ascertain
whether the country could not be relieved from the
responsibility of taking over that rolling stock, the Minister
went on, not only with regard to paying 872,000, but ho
increased it very largely, and eventually a settlement was
made for $200,000. Any one will see the position of the
Minister to the contractor. Ho said to the contraetor:
"Your position is this-the Minister of Justice says I am
not responsible under the clause of the contract to take over
the stock; but we may possibly be able to patch the matter
up so as to do good to you and to me. An election is
coming on, and we are wanting funds. There are $72,000
as the award which the arbitrators have arrived, and you,
Mr. Onderdonk, claim $27,000 as the amount of transport,
which would make $100,000. The Minister of Justice says
we arc not bound to give you anything. However, we will
make it 0200,000; $100,000 for me and $100,000 for you."
The result is that they put their heads together. Mr.
Onderdonk got $[00,000 and the Minister of Railways
$100,000, for purposes best known to himself. At all
events, the sum has been paid and the country bas lost
the money. In order to strengthen their position, and, if
possible to mystify the transaction so that it would not
come ont as an open, barefaced scandal, they got the arbi-
trators to agree to increase the amount. Under the pres.
sure of Mr. Onderdonk ? No. Under the pressure of the
Minister of Railways backed by the Chief Engineer, by hie
own man. Those two mon joined together, and urged strong-
ly, pointedly, and forcibly on the arbitrators that they should
do a certain thing. One of those arbitrators, according to
the evidence before the committee, positively refused. He
refused to be made a tool of, and stated so in his letter, in
which ho said he was afraid they were being made tools of,
and now it turns out he was right in that suspicion, because
it is quite evident that the arbitrators wore used for a pur-
pose in that transaction. The whole thing bears that appear.
ance on its face to any honest-minded man apart from legal
points, because if yon take twelve honest-minded men I will
venture to stake my seat in Parliament that not one of them
will fail to declare that this matter bears on its face evi-
donce of .being a fishy transaction from beginning to end,
that it was evidently put through for a purpose, that the
whole thing was completed undoubtedly with the intention
that there should be a considerable sum made ont of it.
And we can honestly say, I think, after a full revision of the
whole transaction in relation to Mr. Onderdonk, that it was
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conceived in sin and closed out in political iniquity. It
bears that face from beginoing to end, and I hold that the
effort made by the Governmont to turn the point of the
thrust which has been made at them by the plain statement
of facts which has been naJe to the House, has utterly
failed, even when made by the best legal minds in the
House, save and except the Minister of Justice himself. We
have not heard from him but possibly we shall have some
efforts made by that gentleman to try and mystify the
whole transaction. The Minister of Finance commenced
this afternoon. and tried to mystify it as best he could. He
began to offer some remarks with regard to the transaction
to try and show that the Government were, in 'some way,
in honor bound to accept this rolling stock from these men.
He said we ought to view this question from a charitable
point of view. Well, he undoubtedly commenced very
charitably with the man we are dealing with, for lie gave him
8200,000 at the start of the contract bygiving that much more
than he could have let the contract for to another firm. And
his charity had not worn out when they came to close the con-
tract, because, whether through bis charitable disposition to
him or the charitable feelings produced in the mind of the
Minister of Railways, through the influence of the
Minister of Finance, lis charity enabled him to deal out
8100,000 at the end of the contract. But I have grave
doubts whether that money found its way into Onderdonk's
pockets, and if Onderdonk were put in the witness box,
under tho pressure of sworn evidence, I think lie would
be compelled to admit, if he was an honest man, that the
money charged to the country in this transaction never
went to the credit of Mr. Onderdonc but went in some
other direction. Now, I say the whole transaction bears
a suspicions character from beginning to end. I was
amused with one thing in connection with this transac-
tion. I was present when the engineer was being ex.
aminel. During bis evidence he admitted that, although
he is the servant of the people of this Dominion receiving
8 1,000 a year as Chief Engineer of Government Railways,
and $2,000 a year as Government Engineer of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, making 86,000 a year altogether-he
admitted that it was in the interest of the contractors that
he had made the suggestion of the additional valuation. He
admitted that it was not in the country's interest, although
he said ho considered the country was to a certain extent
in honor bound in connection with this transaction.
But from beginning to end he showed clearly that he
was laboring in the interest of Mr. Onderdonk, whether from
any kindly feeling towards that gentleman or whether it
was the Minister of Railways, from whom ho was receiving
lis extra allowance each year, that was urginghim to con-
sent to those things, we do not know and cannot tell. But
from the beginning to the end of the whole transaction, it
showed that the hired servant of the country, in place of
laboring in the interest of the country and saving its money,
was endeavoring, on the other hand, to press to an issue a
question which would put $100,000 in the pockets of some-
body else. I doubt if there is any Man in this House who,
if he had a servant who frankly admitted that in place of
working in his master's interests, he was working in the
interests of those who were contracting with bis master, or
were against lis master, would keep him any longer in bis
service. Now, if the hon. Minister of Railways was at all
anxious to settle this question with regard to the liability
of the Government, why dida't he refer it to the courts?
Why was the matter put through as quickly as it was ?
Why were these men instructed so hurriedly to
immediately go back and amend the report which
they had sent in? Why was such haste made to
close out the transaction ? We find that, in many other
thinga, the Government have delayed months and years in
windiag up such matters, but in this case there appears to
be an anxiety to hurry it through. They would not wait
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until the arbitrators could conveniently come hero, but
they were telegraphed for and urgent appeals were made to
close the matter up. Ail this shows there must be some
ground for the suspicion we have as to the manner in which
the money was used. Now, Sir, I do not wish to occupy
the time of the House any longer after what has already
been said, but I do say that any unbiassed man who will
take up the evidence and read it carefully over, can corne to
no other conclusion that there has been a huge transaction
of a secret character carried through in connection with
this matter, and evidently some person has pocketed the
money which the country has lost to the amount of 8100,000
and over. I say that if there was any municipality in the
country that elected a council and, at the end of the year,
it was shown they carried througlh a fishy transaction of
this kind by which the municipality lost one thousand
dollars or two thousand dollars, they would never elect
those men to office again and give thom their confidence.
There is not another case in which men would receive the
confidence of the country if they had to submit to an invos-
tigation and answer charges of the kind preferred here to-
night. I do say I hope the country will waken up to their
own interests. I do not know how long they will bear
with evidence of the kind shown to the country to-night
and allow themselves to be literally robbed and fleeced,
but I hope that before long they will waken up and say
that the men who engage in or back up transactions of this
kind, the Government who are caught in actions of such a
fishy character, should be hurled from their positions, and
see if they cannot, at all events, get more honest men
to put in their place!.

Mr. THOMPSON. Althongh I am aware that this matter
bas been so fully discussed that it is impossible for any per-
son to speak upon it now without repeating what has been
said before-and perhaps botter said-I feel especially called
upon to say a few words before the debatd closes, in conse-
quence of some observations made by the ho. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) before dinner,which
surprised me very much. I was relieved, however, from
the surprise I then felt, at the resumption of the debate,
when that -hon. gentleman said he had not seen the
opinion from the Department of Justice, and had merely
spoken of it from lis recollection of hearing it read on a
previous occasion. The hon. member for S)uth Oxford
declared that the course pursued by the hon. Minister of
Rail ways in this case was most extraordinary, inasmuch as
hé had proceeded to get an award made for about $20),000,
in spite of the fact that the Dapartment of Justice had ad-
vised him-and the hon. member referred to the Uinister of
Justice as sitting baside him-that there was no legal
liability on the part of the Government.- Now, it happens
that the Minister who advised the Minister.of Railways was
not the person sitting beside him at all, and that I had not
assumed the duties of the office of the Minister of Justice at
the time that opinion was given. That, however, is not
material to the present enquiry, and I merely state it to
remove an erroneous impression from the mind of the hon.
gentleman who took so prominent a part in the dobate. At
the same time,the impression on my mind is i n thé d irection
of approving of that opinion, although I was not concerned
in ary way in the giving of it, and I am inclined to the
opinion that the clause in the contract which has given rise
to so much discussion to-night gives merely an option to the
Crown to purchase the rolling stock wbich remained at the
termination of Mr. Onderdonk's contract. The Minister was
so advised, and now the advice so given to him is taken by
the hon. member for South Oxford to mean that in this claim
there was no legal liability on the part of the Goverarnment,
and that the $200,000 was paid sgainst the advice of the
Minister of Justice that there was no legal liability.
The question submitted to the Dapartment of Justice by thé
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Department of Railways was not whether there was any
legal liability to pay 8200,000 or not, but whether we were
bound to purchase the rolling stock mentioned in the con-
tract, and the Minister was simply told that there was not a
legal liability to make that purchase. Now, the Minister
of Railways laid before the Privy Council a statement of
what that answer bad been. He cited the report of the
Minister of Justice as well as the clause of the contract on
which it proceeded. But what I want to call the
attention of the House to is that his action was based
on the view he tcok, that although there might not have
been any legal obligation on the part of the Government to
purchase that rolling stock, there was a moral obligation to
do so. Now, Sir, this question bas been put before the
House this evening as if that was a most absurd delusion on
the part of the Minister of Railways-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hear, hear.
Mr. THOMPSON. And my hon. friend who says " hear,

hear " seems to be under the mistake some of his friends
made when they addressed the House on this subject, of
supposing that there was nothing on which· to base the
opinion of the Minister of Railways that there was
a moral obligation here, except the mere insertion
in the contract of those termas which I shall presently
read. Before this contract was made at aIl, and
when Mr. Onderdonk and everybody else were invited to send
in their tenders, a spécification was put before the public as
clause 75, in thèse words:

" At the elose of the contract any engines and platform cars which
may be considered by the engineer fit for further use may be transferred
to the Government on the valuation ot the engineer."
Now, it may be that as a question of contract, there was no
obligation on the part of the Government to purchase that
rolling stock. But the intimation was held out that
at the close of this contract there might be a transfer
of this rolling stock to the Government; and when we
received Mr. Onderdonk's tender based on that intention,
there was a moral obligation, if not a legal one, to give him
the benefit of that provision. That is all the Minister
of Railways decided to do, and that is precisely the
case put before thé Government. Now, Sir, I want to call
attention to this fact, although I admit that I am repeating
what bas been well said by my hon. friend from North
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) and my hon. friend from Pictou (Mr.
Tupper) as regarde the authority that was to determine its
valuation : By the express terms of the contract, the
valuation of this rolling stock was to be determined by the
engineer. A great deal has been said by the hon. member
for Halifax in the way of interrogation as to who is the
engineer ? and who is Mr. Schreiber ? and who is this one, and
who is that one, and what right has hé to change the contract ?
Let me tell the House, after glanciDg at this contract, who
the engineer was; hé was the supreme authority agreed upon
between Mr. Onderdonk and the Government of Canada
as the person to determine not only the valuation, but the
question of the interprétation of the contract from one end
of it to the other. By the contract, which both the Govern-
ment and Mr. Onderdonk executed, it was agreed that every
question from beginning to end was to be left to the deter-
mination of the engineer, and it was for the engineer to
determine not only what was the value of the rolling stock
as rolling stock, not only what was the value of the trans-
port to a given point, but what principle should be
acted on in making the valuation. Now, it was
said by the hon. gentlemen on the other side that
that condition of the contract was altered, inasmuch as
subsequently it was dispensed with, and that instead of the
engineer exercising his fonctions, he transferred them to
1r. Reed and Mr. Clark. I beg to say, after looking at

the paperg as well as I have been able to do during the short

time at my disposal-for I had not heard of this question
before it was brought up this afternoon-I come to a verv
différent conclusion as to what was the effect of the appoint-
ment of Mr. Reed and Mr. Clark. M. Schreiber, in his
letter to the Minister, declares that it is expedient to ap-
point Mr. Reed and Mr. Clark to make the valuation, not
because he is incompétent and they have to be substituted
for him as the authority for interpreting the contract,
but simply because it is inconvenient for him to visit
British Columbia at that season of the year.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No,

Mr. TIIOMPSON. Yes, expressly so. My hon. friend
from Prince Edward Island said that what Mr. Schreiber
said before the committee was that hé did not féel hims9lf
competent. What has that to do with the case? The con-
tract made him, whether competent or incompetent, the
judge, and nobody else; and the question that was before
the Minister,when Mr. Schreiber recommended the appoint-
ment of Mr. Reed and Mr. Clark, was not .the question of
Mr. Schreiber's competency, because that had been settled
by the contract, but the question whether it was convenient
for Mr. Schreiber to go to the spot and investigate the
détails, or to be informed by experts who would
go to the spot to examine the détails. Weil,
those gentlemen went out to British Columbia, and
they made a report to Mr. Schreiber. That was not
a report that bound the Government or Mr. Onderdonk,
unless it proceeded on the principles that onght to regnlate
the valuation, and the valuation they made showed on
its face that they had awarded simply the value of the
rolling stock as it stood thore at that time; and tho
ongineer, who alone was competent to judge this ques.
tion, said that in fairness to the contractor hé was
entitled to be paid on a différent principle from the mère
value of the rolling stock as it stood there, and hé said to
them : " You are entitled to take into consideration the iso-
lated position of that rolling stock in British Columbia as it
stood when it was placed there by Mr. Onderdonk, subject
only to depreciation in value." Now, my hon;
friends on the other side say that this is a more ques-
tion of transportation, and I was very much impressed with
the remarks of my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island
this afternoon when ho said: The full effect of the change
which Mr. Schreiber instructed the valuators to make was
to add to the $72,000, which was the value of the rolling
stock, the cost of transporting it there. The House will
find that the word " transportation " has nothing to
do with it whatever,but that the valuators were instructed by
Mr. Schreiber to consider what compensation Mr. Onder.
donk was entitted to, in view of the difficulties of
placing that rolling stock in that position. Now, the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) referred to the memo.
signed by those valuators, in which they showed that
$46,800 was the sum which they would add to their valua.
tion of the rolling stock, on account of the cost of transpor-
tation; but let me call the hon. member's attention to the
fact that the memo. includes simply transportation, and that
did not, by any means, cover ihe whole principle on which
the arbitrators were instructed by the engineer to report.
Let me show how their report is made up. They allowed
for transportation of 24 iat cars at $300 each, for the
reason that those cars were transported from the east. They
allowed for 161 flat cars, which were built at Yale, 8100
each for transprtation from Yale. But the transportation
from Yale would not cover the principle on which they
were instructed to report at all, thé fact being that those
cars had to be built at Yale under most disadvantageous
circumstances, entailing great exponse on the part of the
contractor, and yet these valuators allow $100 simply
for each car to be transported from Yale, on the same
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principle as if Yale were a place at which cars were
built ail the year round, and the order only required
Io be given for flat cars to have them constructed with-
out delay, and rolled on to the site of the Onderdonk
contract. The fact is that in Yale nothing was to be
found fit for the purpose of building the cars except
the labor and the wood. Everything else that entered into
their construction had to be transported from the eastern
Provinces and the eastern States, and the transportation
had been made so difficuit by reason of the desire of the
American railways to prevent and hamper the construction
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, that, in many instances, the
machinery and the locomotives, and the material for con-
struction, had to be carried by water. Machinery that was
actujlly constructed and put up in Philadelphia, had to be
transported by water around Cape Horn in order to reach
British Columbia. Yet the only addition these valuators
were willing to make, was the cost of bringing the cars
from Yale to the site of the contract. Under those circum-
stances, Mr. Scbreiber believed that, in adding the simple
transportation from the place at which the cars were con-
structed, to the site of the contract, they were not fully and
fairly estimating what Mr. Onderdonk was entitled to be
compensated for, namely, the difficulty of placing rolling
stock in that position at the time it was placed there; and,
they had to act on that principle, no matter with what
reluctance, for the engineer was the person who was to decide
whether the additional valuation was to be made or not.
Then the valuators made the statement appended to the
evidence showing their estimate as to what it would cost to
replace the rolling stock, previously reported on, at the
completion of the contract in July, 1885, taking into
account the duty and other charges to place them in that
isolated position-not based on the mere question of trans-
portation, but based on the position of that rolling stock in
that difficult place, and making the sum total the award sub-
sequently reached by them. I say with the hon. member
for North Simcoe (Mr. McOarthy) that it is not for me or
this House to decide whether the engineer was right or
wrong in adopting that valuation and insisting upon
that principle. The fact was that the two contracting
parties made him the judge, and, in acting on the
decision arrived at by him, under the instructions to the
subordinates h. sent out to report on the details of the
case, the Minister of Railways was simply acting on a de-
cision of the person who was to be the sole judge between
him and the contractor. My hon. colileague entered
into the matter, as I have said, in the first instance, from
a sense of moral obligation imposed upon him by the fact
that ho had invited the contractors and every person who
would tender to consider the fact, in making a tender, that,
in ail probability, this rolling stock would be taken off his
hande. I would not detain the House in making any state-
ment on the subjeot, if I did not think that, in some respects,
it had been misunderstool by hon, gentlemen opposite, and
that, in other respects, tbe case had not been fully stated.
When the public come to examine the case and to read, not
the biassed statements addressed to the House this after-
noon by hon. gentlemen opposite, but the evidence in the
papers, they will see very little foundation for the insinu-
ation thrown out this afternoon that the Government have
acted in a manner that was impure and corrupt in connec
tion with this transaction, and with a view to their own
personal advantage.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I shall follow the example ofi
the Minister of Justice, and occupy the attention of the
House but a very few moments. i have very little ',to sayj
that is new with regard to this matter, but the observations'
I purpose making are rather intended to call the attention of1
the hon, gentleman to the character of the charge made. The1
hon. the Minister of Justice admits that there was no legal1
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liability. He said his predecessor in office so advised the
Government, and in the opinion of his predecessor he con-
cnrs, and not in that of the hon. member for North Simooe
(Mr. McCarthy); but the Minister of Justice at the same
time informs the Hlouse that, although there was no legal
liability in the matter, there was moral liability. Now,
I confess my inability to discover how there could be
any moral liability in a case of this sort, where there was
no legal liability. The contract expressly provides that
there is to be no incidental contract for claims arising, by
inference, ont of the express terme of the agreement.
The terme of the contract are such as to exclude
the possibility of any moral liability, if there was
not in the provisions of the contract expressed legal
liability; so that the wording of the contract, it
seems to me-the moment the Minister of Justice admits
that there was no legal liability under the contract-pre-
cludes the possibility of any such pretension as that which
h. puts forward on behalf of the contractors in this matter.
The whole argument of the Governmont, the whole defence
of the Government in deating with the contractors for the
purchase of this plant, is based upon the assumption that,
in making the tender for the construction of this portion of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, the contractors acted upon
the assumption that the Government were to take off their
hands this plant after their work was completed. Now,
if there was no legal liability on the part of the Govern-
ment, if there was no provision in the contract that the
Government were under legal obligation to accept the
plant at its valuation, when the work was completed, by
what means can the Government, or hon. gentlemen
on that f-ide, come to the conclusion that the con-
tractors tendered for a much amaller amount, because
they assumed that this purchase was to be made?
Why, the very terms of the contract, the mere permission
to make the purchase, would not permit the contractors to
proceed on any such assumption. On the contrary, they
took into consideration, in making their tender for the
construction of this work, the cost of obtaining plant to
carry on their operations and doing the work they had
contracted to perform; and, having taken that into consi-
deration, their estimated cost of the construction of this
portion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway embraces also the
cost of the plant they required for this purpose. That being
the case and the terms of the contract and the construction·
put on the terme by the Minister of Justice precludes any
other conclusion-thon there was no moral obligation what-
ever on the part of the Government to make this purchase,
and there was no diminution in the contract price l conse-
quence of any understanding or expectation that the
Government would make auch a purchase. Then there is
a provision in the contract that, in case there is a sale made
by the company to the Government, the engineer shall be
the party to estimate the value of the plant, and not, as
the Minister of Justice said, at its cost when coming into
the country and its actual deterioration from that
cost, There is no such provision. It is the value
the plant has when the contract is completed, no matter
what that may be, and wholly irrespective of what
it may have cost the parties who own it. That was the
position of things. That is the provision of the contract
if the purchase is to be made. What did the Govern-
ment do? The engineer aid, the Minister of Finance
has said that the engineer was otherwise engaged, and
further that h. was a railway engineer and not a mechanical
engineer, and, therefore, it did not fall within his special
qualifications to estimate the value of this plant; and, there-
fore, he preferred that it should be done in another way.
What did the contractors, Onderdonk and 0o., do?
They agreed that the matter should be left to arbitrators,
and it seems to me preposterous to argue here as to the
terms of the contract and to refer to the engineeé as if h.
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were the party and there could be no other party to fix the
value of the plant. The fact is that the terme of the con-
tract were superseded by a subsequent arrangement be-
tween the Government on the one side and the contractors
on the other. That arrangement was that they should
appoint arbitrators, that the arbitrators should choose
an umpire, and that the two arbitrators and the umpire
should decide the value of this plant, wholly irrespective
of the contract. There is no provision in this sub.
sequent arrangement that the engineer shall override
and supersede the judgment of the arbitrators, and shall
fix the value independent of them. He started out with a
declaration that ho was not qualified, that it was not within
his special functions. It was because he was not specially
qualified that he recommended another mode of procedure
from that which is found in the contract, and that other
mode of procedure was agreed upon between the Govern-
ment on one side and the contractors on the other, and the
arbitrators were appointed. They proceeded to enquire
into the value of this plant, not into its original cost less the
deterioration which had taken place from wear and tear, but
its actual value when the work was completed. That was
their instruction according to the terms eof the agreement.
The only change made since the option to purchase was
exercised was that the engineer was superseded by this board
of arbitrators; and they said it was worth $72,00. Who
says that they did not take into consideration the cost
of transportation ? What evidence is there that they
did not take into consideration all the elements which
go to make up the value of the plant when they
fixed the value at $72,000 ? 1 say it is perfectly
clear from the declarations made by Mr. Reed again
and again, that they did take into consideration that
cost of transportation. They took into consideration the
necessity of importing materials and everything necessary
to determine the value those cars had in the place where
they were found. That is perfectly clear, and, after taking
into consideration all these matters-and they were ap-
pointed on account of special fitness-they said that
872,000 was the value of this plant. Then Mr. Onderdonk
objected on one side, and the engineer and the Minister of
Railways also objected. They both concurred in dissenting
from the. view of the board of arbitrators, and they worried
them, and they pressed them and bulldozed them into a
reconsideration of the contract. These mon refused again
and again, and then what did they do ? In the end, not
altering their judgment as to the value, they allowed the
Minister and lis engineer to intervene, and to say there
should be added a certain sum for the cost of transportation.
What appears ? That the cost of transporting these materials,
from abroad into British Columbia, was 827,000. That was
Mr. Onderdonk's own representation to the Minister, and
that representation was concealed from the arbitrators,
and another and a different value was arrived at, of which
we have no means of knowing until we had the declaration
from the member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) to-night
as to how it was made up. Thon we have the statement
made by these gentlemen that they themeelves had made
an estimate independent of this, and, making all due
allowance with the view of meeting the views of the
Minister of Railways and the engineer, they estimated
the value at $36,800. If we add that $36,800 to the
$72,000-and that would be estimating for the*cost of
transportation twice over-we will see that we are still
over $100,000 short of the amount which the Minister of
Railways has seen proper to allow to these parties for this
worthless railway plant. Theuon, gentleman admits that
it is valueles, or has but little value. He admits that more
than $700 was allowed for cars that the parties valued at
$60. He admits that more than twice the amount
that those parties were, in the estimation of con-
patent specialists, entitled to receive for those cars
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and those engines was paid. He admits that they have
paid $100,000 and upwards to them in this way. It is
impossible that such a transaction can be successfully
defended, and so we find the Minister of Finance taking one
view, we find the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
MeCarthy) saying that the hon. gentleman is all wrong, and
taking another view, and making a defence which is worse
and more serious than the charge which has been made by
the hon. gentlemen from this side of the House, and then we
find the Minister of Justice presenting a third view of this
transaction. The transaction has been defended from ail
points, and it has been unsuccessfully defended from every
possible ground chosen with the view of making ont a case,
not, perhaps, to exculpate but to extenuate the offence which
has been committed by the Minister of Railways. It is
impossible that this transaction can rest here, it is impossi-
ble that this House can allow, with respect to itself, such a
transaction to pass without further investigation. It will be
necessary that further enquiry shall be had, and that the
public should be thoroughly aware why the Government
had paid to a contractor more than 8100,000 beyond the
sum to which lie was entitled if they were disposed to act
upon that provision of the contract.

Mr. MoLELAN. The figures which the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) gave, were
evidently a misprint, because I remember the hon. gentle-
man stating that the prices reported are the correct prices,
as the price given very much exceeded the $200,000.

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved itseif into
Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Maintenance and repairs of Government steamers...$149,750
Mr. FOSTER. The increase, 819,750, is almost entirely

accounted for by the repairs and improvements made on the
steamer Napoleon. The old engines and boilers were in use
for about 30 years and were no longer safe.

Rewardu for saving life in the life-boat service.. ...... $8,000

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I wish to call the attention of
the Minister to the case of a young man at Port Stanley. I
am informed that the captain of that life-boat was absent for
a period. The Department was aware of his leaving, and
they deducted the amount of his, the captain's, salary for three
months. The second in command, or the other individual
who took charge of the crew and the drill, attended to the
service during this time, and he made application for an
increase of salary during the time the captain was away.
The Government did not seem disposed to allow him any
consideration other than the ordinary pay that he received
as a member of the crew. He complained, and, I think,
justly, that ho ought to be allowed something in considera-
tion of his taking charge of the crow during the absence of
the captain. These are the statements he as made to me.
I have been to the Department on several occasions and
could get no satisfaction, further than that the Department
had not appointed this young man to take charge of the
boat during the absence of the captain Although the Gov-
ernment deprived the captain of his salary for three months,
they did not give the young man any extra consideration
for his having taken the captain's place. I understand he
performed the duties with perfect satisfaction to the Depart-
ment, and, therefore, the Minister ought to pay some atten-
tion to the claims of this young man, who is very respect.
able and ias performed hie duties satisfactorily.

Mr. FOSTER. I will take note of that.

Babsidy to a line of steamers to run between France
and Quebee................ 50,0o

Sir CHARLES TtUPPE. LIt depends upon the circum-
stances how long the subsidy will run. If the service is not
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performed in a manner satisfactory to the Government, it
can be terminated at any time. It provides for steamers of
a sufficiently large size and good class to perform the ser-
vice for two years, and after that they are obliged to put on
a better class of steamers and to make more frequent trips.
The service also calls occasionally at St. Pierre et Miquelon,
on the way. In the event of an arrangement being made
to obtain a fast lino of steamers between France and Canada,
this arrangement can be terminated at the end of two years ;
but if the service is satisfactorily performed, it will go on
for five years.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) So that after we have tried the ex-
periment, whether we are satisfied with the results or not,
we are not in a position to terminate the contract until five
years have elapsed ? We are trying an experiment. We
may find at the end of two years that the experiment is
useless, and thon we have no power to terminate the con-
tract at that time, but we must go on paying $50,000 a year
for five years.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not in the event I have
mentioned, of getting a fast line of steamers.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Whether any trade is brought by
the subsidising of the steamers or not, we are not able to
withdraw until the end of five years.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes ; but the hon. gentleman
will see that it will be quite impossible for the service to be
efficiently performed unless there is considerable trade.
The subsidy would not maintain the lino and in that event
it would not be able to perform the service effectually, and
the Government would at once terminate it. If the service
is satisfactorily performed and we do not secure a line of
fast steamers within two years, the arrangement will run
thon five years. If an arrangement is made for a fast lino
between France, England and Canada, it is provided in that
event that we can terminate the contract. It is impossible
to obtain such a service for a single year. Arrangements
cannot thûs be made ; there must be a certain term of years
in order to warrant parties in preparing such vessels as are
required to efficiently perform the service, and for that
reason it was considered that five years was as short a
period as we could pro pose, with the contingency I have
alluded to of having a fast line established.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I was not criticising as regards the
period and the terms of the contract, but I was seeking infor.
mation. I understand that the company does not contract
to carry a certain amount of freight. That is a contingency
we have to risk ; they may have freight or not. This arran-
gement means a payment or 6250,000 for this service.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Winter service, P.E.I. ........ ............ ....... ........ $5,000

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Has it been reported to the Min-
ister that the number of boats requires to be increased ?

Mr. FOSTER. No. We now have all the boats neces.
sary, and extra boats as well.

Lighthouse keepers, including Cape Race ........ $180,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Des the increase re-
present additional lighthouses or increases of salary ?

Mr. FOSTER. Partly increases of salaries and partly
due to new lights.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In what proportion ?
Mr. FOSTER. In Quebec therc is an increase of $468.

Of this amount $150 is for new lights and the balance for
Sir CHARLEs TUPPER.

increase of salaries. As the offieers become older in the
service and work well, they are occasionally given small
increases. In Nova Scotia the total increase is $1,325, of
which for new lights there are $100, $400, $100, $120 and
$400-nearly the total amount.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe that the
figures given do not conform with the details given in the
estimates.

Mr. FOSTER. They do not exactly agree, but the differ-
ence is very slight.

Mr. EISENHAUER. I observe there are $40,000 appro-
priated for Nova Scotia. I should like to draw the Minister's
attention to the petition sent to him from the county I have
the honor to represent for an automatic buoy to be placed
at the entrance of the harbor. Last year two vessels were
lost on entering the harbor. One vessel was lost with its
entire cargo, and very nearly loss of live to those on board.
A very large number of vessels enter Lunenburg harbor,
and it is very important that a buoy should be placed there,
otherwise if any disaster occurs the Government will be
responsible. Although the county formerly sent a supporter
of the Government, who, the hon. Finance Minister stated-a
few evenings ago, represented the county so ably, a buoy
was not placed there.

Mr. FOSTER. The attention of the Department has been
called to that and a great many other points in Nova Scotia,
the coast of which extends over so large an extent. It is
impossible to cover all those applications in a single year,
but as rapidly and efficiently as the Department can do so
they are meeting the wants, from year to year, out of the
appropriation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why does Cape Race
light require an additional $1,000 ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is not an additional sum. That light
was taken over from the British Government somewhat
recently, and this is the first year we have had to pay the
salary for its maintenance. The salaries paid by the British
Government was $1,944; under our arrangement we have
the whole taken care of for $1,000.

Mr. JONES. I have received a letter from the county of
Cumberland respecting the appointment of two lighthouse
keepers in that county, which I will now read :

'' Some time last fall an old gentleman by the name -of Robert Ward
was appointed to take charge of Cape Sharp lighthouse. He is an old
gentleman of about.seventy-five years; he has been a cripple for years,
using both a crutch and a cane. After he received this appointment he
went to Cape Sharp lighthouse and remained there about two days, and
finding he was too old and infirm to attend to the duties of the lighthouse
he deputed a man by the name of Finney to attend tothe light for him.''

The other appointment to which I refer is that of Andrew
McCullough, of Apple River lighthouse. He is likewiee a
cripple over seventy years of age. I am informed that no
man over sixty years of age can be appointed a lighthouse
keeper, and further they must be smart and be able to man-
age a boat in case of accidents, which neither of those old
men is capable of doing. If this statement is correct, and I
am giving it according to my information, it appears to me
a very 1nproper appointment that two men over seventy
years, both of them cripples, should be appointed lighthouse
keepers, and have to delegate the duties of their position to
other people. They wore appointed last summer. Perhaps
the hon. gentleman can explain the matter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am extremely obliged to
the hon. member for Halifax (bfr. Jones), for the kindly
interest he has taken in the county of Cumberland. I con-
fess that the county has not had representation either at
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present or for the last thirty years that was sufficient to
soure cure of all the various interests of the country, and I
am extremely grateful to the hon. gentleman for lending
me his assistance. I can only tell him that the parties te
whom ho referred are parties who enjoy the confidence and
respect of all classes of the community. Captain McCullough
who has been appointed at Apple River, is an old sea cap.
tain. He has lived in a remote section of the county, he has
spent his life there, and I am quite certain that while that
light is under his management-a short time it may be-
there will be no failure on his part to have the service
efficiently performed. As far as Mr. Ward is concerned and
the duties confided to him, I may say that he has engaged
a vigorous and athletic young man to act under hie imme.
diate superintendence in discharging his duties, and there
has been no complaint whatevever with reference to either
of these lights. I again tender my most grateful thanks to
my hon. friend for his kind assistance in endeavoring to
secure for the county of Cumberland due consideration from
this House and from my colleagues.

Mr. JONES. I am glad the Finance Minister appreciates
my kind interest in the welfare of the people in the county
of Cumberland, but I think it will be observed that the
people of that county have not for years had the benefit of
representation by that gentleman in this House. He has
beon employed doubtless in a more congenial atmosphere,
where, perhaps, ho did not pay much attention to these
matters; having such large interests to represent ho pos-
sibly did not consider these matters worthy of hie royal atten-
tion. However he has not disputed the information con-
veyed to me in this letter. I said I knew nothing about it
myself, but I thought it my duty to inform the -Minister of
Marine of the representations made to me, and if the state.
monts here made, which the Minister of Finance has not
pretended to deny, that two mon, both cripples, seventy to
seventy-five years of age, have been appointed, I do not care
where it may be, to take charge of the lighthouses, consider-
ing the large intereste involved and which generally require
the services of younger and more active men, I muet join
with my friend who has written the letter, but who is
entirely unknown to me, in thinking that it was a highly
improper appointment.

Mr. FOSTER. I may say that there has been a great
deal of correspondonce, and my hon. friend may have re-
ceived his letter from a person who was interested in the
appointment. I doubt if the statements there made are
correct; no complaint has been received from shippers or
sailors with reference to those lights.

Mr. JONES. The Minister of Finance does not dispute
the facts.

Mr. POSTER. I am simply giving the hon. gentleman
what I know about the matter. I have received no com-
plaint. Our inspecter of lights has been lately at one of
those places and has made a report, stating that the light-
house is properly cared for. If we have any complainte
from shippers, or if our inspector reporte that any lighthouse
is not being cared for, of course the Department takes
immediate action. But the letter which the hon. gentleman
hua read is one of a great many of that kind of letters which
have been received with reference to many appointments,
and which are sometimes found not te state the facto exactly.

Mr. MULOOK. The hon. gentleman states that ho has
received a lot of letters with regard to those appointments.
I would ask him what objections were raised to the appoint.
ment?

Mr. FOSTER. Well, I cannot tell from memory. I only
know that there is a great deal of correspondence about it,
as often takes place when thore are many aspirante for an
office.

Mr. MULOCK. It is satisfactory to know that the
Minister of Marine, who has net himseolf attained the age of
an octogenarian, should have so great respeçt for mon of
that age. It is right to have respect for thom, but it would
be interesting to the country te know if it is his regular
practice te appoint to positions where great activity is
necessary, or, at all evente, should be within reach of the
occupant, persons of these mature years ?

* Mr. FOSTER. It romains to be found out whether the
information is correct. The hon. gentleman himself did not
say it was. He said ho merely gave it as ho got it, and it
may net ho correct.

Mr. MULOCK. Is there any information in the Depart-
ment touching the age and alleged infirmities of those two
officials ?

Mr. FOSTER, I have no doubt there is.

Mr. MULOCK. Does the hon. gentleman know whether
these statements are substantially correct ?

Mr. FOSTER. I have said before that I did not think the
statements would be found to be correct.

Sir RICFIARD CARTWRIGHT. I call the Minister's
attention to the fact that the Finance Minister, whose
memory of his constituency is good, and who apparently
knows of one of the men personally, did not dispute the
statements as to the matter of age. Now, I know nothing
about the age of those gentlemen, but I take it for granted
that the Minister could obtain from his Department, and
should du so now that his attention is called to the matter,
evidence of the age of these men. The age of lighthouse
koepers is an important element in their efficiency, and I
call attention to the matter for this reason: that it is within
my own knowledge, and I dare say within the knowledge
of other members of the House, that what I regard as a
vicions practice has sprung up, that there is a habit creeping
into this service of appointing men who procoed to farm out
the duties of a lighthouse keeper. I have known of cases
where the men that were appointed have regularly
farmed the thing out-appointed one man one year,
and, finding that the service could be got for 825 less, have
displaced this man and put in another, and so on until in
one or two cases, about one-third of the salary paid by the
Department goes to the man who really does the work.
Now, that is not the intention of this House; we do not
propose to create a number of employés, small or great,
who are to farm out their appointments to other men to do
the work, and pocket one-third or one-half of the salary, or
whatever proportion it may be. And I take it for granted,
if my hon. friend is correctly informed, if those two gentle.
men are of the age and infirmity ho describes them, we are
practically pensioning them, and they are paying only a
small proportion of their salaries to do the work. I sub.
mit that the practice is vicious and dangerous, more
particularly in the case of lighthouse keepers, where there
is the strongest possible reason for seeing that the mon
appointed are able personally to do the work. There is not
merely property but life, and sometimes an immense num-
ber of lives, involved in the proper attention te lighthouses,
espocially on the Atlantic cout. Of course, I know nothing
of the facts, but I think after the statements which have
been made enquiry should be had in the Department, and
the hon. gentleman should bring down a statement of roal
age and physical condition of those men.

Mr. FOSTER. I have made a note of the matter, and I
may say that I quite agree with my hon. friend in the
position ho takes. We have soma 600 lighthouse keepers,
and it may happen once in a while that the Department
may get imposed upon by a man who farme out the
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work. I am investigating two or three such cases now;
and it is the rale of the Department-which I intend vigor-
ously to apply that the salary shall go to the person who
takes care of the light, and that it is not proper to give
appointments to men simply to farm out the service.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not at all sympathise with the
statements made by some of my hon. friends on this side,
and I do not know that I altogether agree with the last
remark of the Minister. I do not think that men should be
appointed to farm out the lighthouses, but we know that in
our maritime country there are generally a lot of maritime
people where there are lighthouses, old ship captains, old
mates, old seamen who are unable to make a living in any
other manner, but who often make very good lighthouse
keepers. I made it a rule when I was Minister of Marine,
and I state this for the benefit of the hon. gentleman, that
the age of a man in the position of lighthouse keeper
was not so much a matter of consideration as his fitness
otherwise for the performance of the duty. I recollect
that on one occasion a gentleman who did not support the
side of the flouse I was on-and it was charged against me
that I had a sympathy for this side of the House even
when I was a Minister-urged me very strongly to get an
appointment for a person who he said was well capable of
performing the duty ont west. I spoke to one of my col-
leagues who had the patronage of that section of the country,
and as he did not seem to object very much, I gave the man
the appointment. When the time for the annual return of
the inspector came round, and the oil vessel that visited
the different lighthouses returned from lier trip, the
inspector came to me and said: "Did you see that man
yon appointed at Blue Bonnets?" I said :"No, what
is the matter with him ? " Ie said : " When we got to
Blue Bonnets we had to hoist him up and place him on the
rock on which the lighthouse stood." I said: " We will
have to look into that; " but he said : "I He has a daughter
with him who is quite able to take care of the light.
house." So I think it is only right to give those old
seamen, who are probably quite unfit for anything else,
these appointments. It is truc, in dangerous places, per-
sons should not be selected who are physically unable to
get out in time of distress ; but there are a very large
number of lighthouses throughout this country which are
more for the sake of guiding shipe in ordinary commercial
operations than where there is actual danger of shipwrecks;
and whenever an old pilot, or an old captain, or mate, or
seaman turns up, I made it a point to protect that class and
give them the appointments wherever I could do so, and
in cases like that I would impress on my hon. friend not to
lay down too strictly any limit as to age or physical ability.
The question is, is the work to be performed by him or a
member ef his family, his wife or his daughter, well done ?
And if it is, I think the rule should not be too strictly laid
dcwn. I acted on that principle, and it worked well, and I
think that during my administration of the Department
there were few complaints on that account.

Mr. POSTER. You would not call that farming out,
though?

Mr. MITCHELL. No, farming out is quite a different
thing. Where a man gets the lighthouse for party service,
and simply farms it out to somebody else, I would put my
hand on that sort of thing. But in regard to these old
pilote and seamen who are not able any longer to follow
the pursuits of the sea, and who are always looking for
these stations, I urge the hon. gentleman, if ho finds that
the work can be done by the man or by a member of his
family, not to draw the line too strictly.

Bay, in the county of Lunenburg, s very old man, is farming
the lighthouse out at about one-fourth of the salary. I just
draw the Minister's attention to the matter.

Mr. JONES. There is another case which I would like
to bring to the notice of the Minister of Marine. Ie may
remem ber a pilot in Halifax called Bernard Gallagher, who
was suspended by the Halifax commissioners for having
gone in a steamer to Boston, instead of leaving it at the
mouth of the harbor. He subsequently brought letters
from the captain to prove that, owing to the condition of
the weather, it was unsafe for him to attempt to land. The
pilot commissioners suspended Gallagher, and his case was
for some time in abeyance. They lad the right to suspend
or to fine him, but they had not the right to do both and
withhold his salary. Subsequently, when the matter was
brought to the attention of the Department, Gallagher was
restored, but the pay he would have earned during the time
he was suspended was withheld from him. He made a
claim, very properly, I think, that, having been found in the
right, he was entitled to be put in the position he would
have been in had the commissioners not exerted their
authority over him, and he lost six or nine months of his pay.
I tbink it is a case that the Government should have enter.
tained, and they should have put Gallagher in the position
which, according to the ultimate decision, he was improp-
erly deprived of. If the hon. Minister remembers the case,
perhaps he can tell me what he will decide to do.

Mr. FOSTER. The case bas been before me and the
Department bas decided it. Gallagher did go against the
rules, and was suspended in consequence, and there were
certain other actions of his. Taking all into consideration,
I thought thé commissioners were perfectly justified in sus-
pending him, and when lie was restored he had, of course, to
lose the salary that had accrued on account of that conduct.

Mr. JONES. The hon. Minister will remember that he
was suspended not for any other cause than having gene to
Boston in that steamer. I am aware that the commissioners
said he had done something irregular on a previous occasion,
but that charge was not made against him, and I think the
Minister will agree with me that if the board had condoned
any previous dereliction of duty they could not act as they
did,-and that Gallagher should have received his pay.

Mr. FOSTER It was not owing to previous, but to
subsequent transactions.

Mr. GILLMOR. I would like to enquire of the Minister
why the lighthouse keeper on the sand reef at St. Andrew's
was suspended ?

Mr. FOSTER. Who was the keeper ?

Mr. GILLMOR. John Connelly. There are twolighthouses
in my county, and three men have to be accommodated. There
is the lighthouse at Bisses Island, kept by Mr. Hugh
Maloney, who is about 65 years of age; there is the light.
bouse at Sand Reef, kept by John Oonnelly, a man about
45 years of age. There is an ardent supporter of the Gov-
ernment living near Blisses Island, by the name of Cornelius
McNicol, about 50 years of age. Mr. McNicol wanted Mr.
Maloney's position, as he lived near Blisses Island, and Mr.
Maloney resided in St. Andrew's, 30 miles away. In order
to provide a light for Mr.McNicol, a superannuation had to
be made; so the youngest man of the three was superan-
nuated, Mr. Maloney was transferred to the lighthouse at
St. Andrew's, and Mr. MeNicol was given the lighthouse at
Blisses Island. Mr. Connolly, who was superannuated, and
who was 10 or 15 years younger than the man who took
his place, now walks about at an expense of $10 to $15 per
month to the Government.

Mr. EISENHAUIER I would like to call the attention of Mr. DAVIES (P.E. I.) You do not charge any politics to
the Minister to the fact that the lighthouse keeper at Mahone the Government ?

Mr. POSTR.
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Mr. GILLMOR I do not. Perhaps the Minister may

be able to give some reason why John Connelley was super-
annuated. I agree with the hon. member for Northumber-
land that mariners of advanced years, who have been pilots,
should get these positions. The interests of the marine are
consulted by putting these men into lighthouses, even if
they are advanced in years, because they know the import-
ance attached to the duty of lighthouse keepers. There
are many places in which they are not called upon to man
boats, in which there are no life-boats, and these mon will
attend to the work botter than younger men.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend has gone to ancient history
in the case ofConnelley, for he was dismissed before I became
Minister, and I cannot answer the hon. gentleman on that
point. He was taken away from the island, I believe, because
a fog alarm was put there and it required an engineer to
run it, and he was put on another light, from which ho was
removed because he became a cripple.

Mr. PLATT. This system of superannuating old and de-
crepit lighthouse keepers, because they are old and decrepit,
and of putting others in their places for the same reasons,
reminds me of a cartoon I saw a few days ago, of two old
and decrepit gentlemen-the one about to leave an exalted
position in this country on account of his ill-health, and the
other about to assume that position for the same reason.
It may be very well, in the system of lighthouse keeping,
that old persons, having a knowledge of marine matters,
should be appointed, where they run little or no risk of
being called on to save lives or property. There is a case in
point more recent than that mentioned by the hon. member
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor). I refer to the change made
with regard to False Ducks Island lighthouse. Mr. Swet-
man, an old gentleman advanced in years, who had kept
that light for nearly a quarter of a century, without any
complaints having been made against him, who was tho.
roughly competent to perform his duties, and was exceed-
ingly anxious to continue performing them, was replaced by
a man nearly as old as himself, who was not able to work
his farm, and is totally incapable of managing a boat. Mr.
Swetman, finding himself not at all at home on the main.
land after ho had left the island, sought among his friends
to obtain some influence with the Minhter, to restore
him to his position. He even offered $500 to Mr. Lane,
the new occupant of the position, if he would resign
in his favor, and failing to succeed in getting back his old
place, ho and his family left the country, and are now in the
United States. The gentleman appointed is nearly 70 years
old, ill in health, and unable to do the work alone, But he
has been an active politician all his life; and I am told he
was in a position ta pay $500 or $600 to influential parties
to secure the coveted position. That, of course, is more
rumor, and perhaps the Minister will busy himself finding
out if it has any foundation in fact. I would ask the Min-
ister, speaking of the responsibilities of lighthouse keepers,
if he is in the habit of naming several keepers to one
light ? Who is responsible for keeping the Deseronto light,
which the Rathbun Company ha. charge of ? I do not
know who tlhe Government would superannuate in this
case, as the company is composed of some 10 to 15
perEons, or who would be the first superannuated.
Perhaps it is the best way to manage a light to give it in
charge of several keeprs, but that is contrary to the prin-
ciple laid down, that tiese positions should be given to
deserving mariner@, be the salary ever so small; and I am
confident that the Rathbun Company could very well
dispense with this emolument. In fact, it seeme to me
strange that that rich and influential company should receive
such an appointment.

Mr. FOSTER. As to the displacement of the keeper of
the light at False Ducke Island, that was done on the re-
commendation of our officers that ho was incompetent, as an
improved light was put there and ho was unable to take

charge of it. The report of our officer stated that he was
inoompetent, and on that ground ho was removed and an-
other put in his place. As to the Deseronto light, we pay
the company to take charge of it, and we find that to be a
cheaper way than otherwise. As to which one of the mem-
bers of the company should b. superannuated, that, of
course, is another matter, and it will be time ênough to
decide that when the occasion arises.

Mr. PLATT. Will the honà gentleman say that, in
the case of Mr. Swetman, demande have not been made of
the same kind ever since ho has been in office, and that in
many cases it bas not been stated that Mr. Swetman was

» willing to accept superannuation, and was unfit for his pos-
ition before the new light was put there. If Mr. Swetman
is incompetent to perform the duties, certainly the present
man is totally unfit to perform them, because everyone who
knows the two mon is aware that Mr. Swetman is the
stronger and abler man of the two, and is only two or three
years older than his successor.

Mr. JONES. At the risk of incurring the displeasure of
the Ex-high Commissioner and future High Commissioner,
if ho were hore, I have another letter to read to the House.
These letters have been sent to me. I do not vouch for
their accuracy, but I feel that it is my duty to bring such
letters to the notice of the louse :

ISYDNEY, CAPE BRETON.
"Oapt. John Lorway, who had been port warden of ibis port since

1874, has been in the most ruthless manner dismissed recently, if not in
whole, at least in part, from that position. This port of Sydney includes
the piers of the Sydney and Louisburg CJompany, the International Coal
and Railway Company, and also he Victoria pier. By some inexplicable
edict of the Government, Capt. Lorway's services have been dispensed
with at the Victoria and International piers, at which points Mr.
Barrington, at the Victoria, and a Mr. Stirling at the International,
have been appointed."

Now, it would appear from this that Captain Lorway, whom
I know by reputation, tbough I tbink he is known botter by
my hon. colleague (Mr. Kenny), is a very energetic man.
It seems that ho bas been discharging the duties of port
warden there since 1874, and that he bas been dismissed in
a most summary manner in order to provide appointments
for two other parties. This is multiplying offices. Instead
of one port warden at the port of Sydney, it appears they are
to have throo port wardens. I am not suffieiently acquainted
with the trade of that port to express any opinion iu regard
to that, but it seems to me that, if Captain Lorway has been
able to discharge the duties of his office since 1874, it was a
fair argument in favor of his being able to continue to dis-
charge thom for the future. I belheve the information I have
received to be strictly accurate.

Mr. FOSTER. If the bon. gentleman's information, in
regard to the other matters on which ho bas spoken, is no
more reliable than that, I think I am safe in saying it will
not be found to be true. Mr. Lorway has not been dis-
missed.

Mr. MoDOUGALL (Cape Breton). In reference to the
statement of the hon. gentleman, I desire to inform the
House of the particulars in regard to this ofcial. Oapt.
Lorway has been the port warden for Sydney for many
years, his duties extending to Victoria mines, the shipping
pier of which was established a sub-port of entry last year,
and Capt. Lorway, who lives eight miles from the ort, has
been in the habit of farming out his duties to Mr. arring-
ton, who is now appointed on the recommendation of the
manager of the mines, and sent through my hon. colleague
and myself to the Minister of Marine. It is the same case
in regard to the International pier, where Capt. Lorway
has been in the habit of transferi ing his duties there to Mr.
Stirling, if I mistake not, who has been appointed on the
recommendation of the manager of the mine, who was inter-
ested in the duties being oenducted by a person who was in
a position to suit the convenience of the shipping, so that
it would not neeessitate the shipmasters travelling two
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miles in one case, and eight miles in another, in order to go
to Sydney. Capt. Lorway is still port warden of Sydney,
but not for these other places, because these other gentle-
men have been appointed.

Mr. JONES. Then, what the Minister of Marine stated
was correct in one part and not correct in another part. Mr.
Lorway bas been dismissed to the extent of not having tho
same jurisdiction as before. If the hon. gentleman thinks
it was wrong that Capt. Lorway should have farmed out his
office in the manner he bas explained-upon which I offer
no opinion, and in regard to which I am inclined to agree
with him-that would place the Government in an awkward
position in regard to the lighthouse keeperp, who have, as I
understand, farmed out their positions.

Agencies, rents and contingencies........................ $20,16o

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Before this vote is granted, I
desire to call the attention of the Minister to some curions
items of expenditure which occur from time to time under
the head of that remarkably elastic word "lcontingencies."
It is a very curions and interesting study to take up the
blue-book and go through the items of contingencies. Tey
cover a multitude of sins. I had the curiosity the other
day, just afiter an interesting debate in this3House, in which
the hon. gentleman from Qtieen's, N.S. (M r. Freeman),
whom I now see in bis place, took a very leading and
prominent part, to examine some of the items in the report
of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries with reference to
these contingencies; and, knowing the Mimister to be an
apostle of temperance principles, and not only to be a very
consistent temperance man himself, but to be possessed
with a strong mania for enforcing his principles on
others-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1.) Am I mis-stating the hon. gentle-

man's position ? I have been bore for four or five years, and I
do the hon. gentleman the justice to say that Ihave heard him
make speeches, sometimes very long speeches, endeavoring
to prove that it is right and just that his peculiar ideas on the
temperance question should be rigidly enforced upon ail
people in this Dominion.

Mr. FOSTER. Are they different from yours ?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) That is not the question we are dis

cussing now. We are coming to the question of how ho applies
bis principles when he bas the control of public moneys.
Looking down the list ofcontingencies, I found the name of
Thomas Furlong, a name which is not unfamiliar to many
of us. My hon. friend from St. John bas heard of him
before. i saw opposite to the name of Mr. Frlong the
word "supplies," and that is a word which is almost as
elastic as "contingencies." On page 147 of the report of
the Dapartment of Marine and Fisheries, I found an amount
of $266.26 for supplies. No more information was given.
I knew that Mr. Fnrlong was a gentleman who supplied a
very excellent character of wine, good brandies and high-
wines.

An hon. ME MBER. Dry wines ?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) And dry wines too, and excellent

beer. I pursued my enquiries a little further, and, as the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries was so reticent in his report,
I thought it wise to refer to the report of the Auditor General,
where ail these matters are given. I turned to that report
and after a good deal of research I found the $266.25 which
the hon, gentleman had expended of the public moneys of
this country, had gone for the purchase of brandy, wine and
cigars. That will be found on page 358 of the Auditor
General's report, I thought it must be some mistake, and I
brought it to the attention of the bon. gentleman in order
that ho might rate the Auditor General for having, in his
report, stated that the apostle of temperance in this country,

Mr..McDou&&u (Cape Breton)i

as soon as ho bocame Minister of Marine, had appro-
priated 8266 to purchase brandy and wine to des-
troy the morals of the mon under his command.
I am not quite sure whether I am correctly quoting
the language used by the hon. member for Queen's,
N. S. (Mr. Freeman), but if I understood him correctly the
other day, ho contended that any man who used wino, or
who put wine to his neighbor's lips, was destroying the
morals of that man; and he contended that no man could
bo a Christian who would countenance, openly or indirectly,
this, what he was pleased to cal], accursed trafflc. Now,
that hon. gentleman is one of the strongest supporters of
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries who appropriates the
publie monoy of the people for the purpose of dealing in
this accursed traffic, for the purpose of supplying the steam-
ers under the Marine Department with brandy, wine and
cigars-raising a storm at sea-

Mr. FOSTER. It was to calm a storm.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Brandy, wine and cigarssupplied by

the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to the men and officers-
I suppose it was for the officers, because if ho was giving it
to the men, it would have been ordinary grog. The only
suggestion I have to make to the House is that it would be
more in keeping with bis own principles if ho had paid for
that wine and brandy out of hie own pocket.

Mr. FOSTER. I never do that.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Ho profers to take it out of the

pockets of the public. IL is a matter on which people may
differ. However, I would like the Minister to give some
explanation to the House, and especially to hie oarnest and
consistent supporter from Queen's, Nova Scotia.

Mr. POSTER. My hon. friend was no doubt actuated by
curiosity in looking over these items. But hie course and
bis remarks resemble a good many of the attacke which
have been made upon my temperance principles. His
whole animus to-night has not been so much to condemn
the waste of public money, as to point ont that the gentle-
man whom ho chooses to call the apostle of temperance,
buys brandy, wine and cigars for the officers in his Depart-
ment. I have nothing to say but this: that the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, as at prosent constituted, bought no
wine, no brandy, and no cigars, and ho does not intend to,
with his own money or w.th publie money. My hon. friend
is merely quoting ancient history.

Mr. DAVIES (P.EI.) The hon, gentleman has evidently
explained this matter thoroughly to the satisfaction of hie
supporters. I beg leave to tell thom that the quotation I
gave is from the report of George E. Poster, Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, that the expenditure is made under
his administration and charged by him in the report sub.
mittel to this House.

Mr.FOSTER. My hon. friend ought to be honest enough
to state that that report goes from the first of July, 1885, to
the first July, 1886; that I took this office on the 10th
December, 1885, and I assumed it about the middle of
January, 1886.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Do I understand the hon. gentleman
to deny that the money was paid ? Doe he deny that I was
correct in reading from his report, that it appears on the
face of his report? There is no date, no explanation has
been given at all yet. I want to know whether the money
was spent in the purchase of wine, brandy or cigars. If
the hon. gentleman thinks he closes the whole matter by
stating that it was purchased before ho took charge of the
Department, he can say so, and disavow personal responsi-
bility. His accusation that I was animated by animus is
entirely uncalled for. It does not appear from the report
when the liquors were purchased. Nobody could tell
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whether they were purchased by the hon. gentleman pre.
sonally, or by his orders.

Mr. FOSTER. If my hon. friend had merely stated that
there appeared an item in the report of the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries for 1886, a charge of $266 for liquors
that ought not to have beon paid, and had asked an expla.
nation, ho would have been entirely within his province.
But ho did not do that. He took occasion to state, and to
have his words placed in the ifansard, that this apostle
of temperance who has been trying to enforce his opinions
upon both sides of the House, has been guilty of an extreme
inconsistency. Well, I leave the question of my consist-
ency to the House on both sides of it. But when ho asks
if it is right that public money should be expended in this
way, that is quite a different thing. If the hon. gentleman
will stand up here and state that he is not prepared to take
my word for it, i leave him to take that course if he pleases.
If ho wants an explicit denial, I give it to him now in
plain English. I ave never bought any intoxicating
liquors of any kind since I have been Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, nor have I allowed it to be bought for the
use of the marine service.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) So far that is satisfactory, but the
hon. gentleman has withheld the fact that he paid the bill
since ho came in himseolf.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman does not admit the
fact that ho paid the bill since he came in.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Does he deny it ?
Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman knows as well as I

do that that account runs from lst July, 1885, to 1st July,
1886, and I was not in the office until January, 1886. I
want to aek my hon. friend now if he will do me the justice
to state before this House and the country that he was
wrong in charging me with inconsistency.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If the hon. gentleman says that the
bill was not paid since ho took charge of the Department,
very well.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). How could h. help paying it?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I want to know whether the hon.

gentleman will deny that the bill was paid since he took
charge of the Department. If ho says it was not paid since
he took charge, I am perfectly prepared to say that ho is not
open to any charge of inconsistency.

Mr. MoLELAN. This bill was incurred during the time
I had charge of the Department. It was paid by my order.
It was incurred without my knowledge by some person
connected with the Lansdowne at or about the time she
was launched. We have some seven steamers in all running,
and the agents at the difforent ports have strict orders not
to furnieh wines, brandies or liquors further than may be
necessary in case of sickness, and as they may be prescribed.
Some one connected with the Lansdowne at the time of the
launching gave an order for liquors to Messrs. Furlong.
The agents refused to pay the bill-that was in 1884. The
bill stood till sometime in the summer or fall of 1885.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) After the hon. gentleman left the
Department ?

Mr. MoLELAN. No, the bill had been sent there. The
firm was continually pressing for payment. An. error had
been made by some officer connected with the Department
in making such a purchse, and I thought that as those
dealers had been kept out of their money so long, they
should be paid, and I ordered the bill to be paid. It was
impressed on the officers and all connected with the Depart-
ment, that the orders of the Department had been violated
in procuring wines and liquors. I ordered the bill to be
paid. My sucoessor I think knew nothing about it, either
as to when it was contracted or when it was paid.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Withdraw.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Withdraw what ?
Some hon. MEMBERS. Your statement.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I have already et ated that if the

lon. gentleman would state to this Flouse that that bill was
not paid since he took charge of the Department-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ho hue.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) He has not said so. He bas said it

was paid on the order of the ex-Minister-he does not say
since he took charge of the Department.

Mr. BROWN. Withdraw.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I,) What does the hon. member for

Hamilton mean ? Does he not understand the meaning of the
English language. My statement was quite sufficient. If this
money which was paid under the ex-Minister of Marine by
his orders-

Mr. MOLELAN. It was paid by my ordor.
Mr. DAVIES,-and before ho left the Department.
Mr. MoLELAN. I was acting either as principal or

Acting Minister, I do not know which, when I gave the
order to close this up.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am quite aware that the hon.
gentleman gave the order, if he gives his word that such
is so. That is quite enough as regards the hon. gentleman.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) Hon. gentlemen opposite evidently

approve of the whole of this expenditure. The cheers with
which they grated the statement that the account had beon
paid by the ex-Minister is sufficient evidence of that. There
were two points we were considering: Whether this
expenditure is justified, and whether the Minister of Marine
is open to the change of inconsistency for being a party to
it. If ho says h. was not a party, thon he is not open to
the charges of inconsistency.

wr. WHITE (Cardwell.) Why cannot you honestly
witlidraw il ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Because there is not
the slightest occasion for the hon. gentleman doing so.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) I do not know what the hon.
gentleman wants. I take up the estimate of the Minister
of Marine, showing that 8266 were paid by bis Department
for brandy, wine and cigars. I make the charge that this
is a queer item for an apostle of temperauce. The hon.
gentleman, the ex-Minister, then says that he paid the
amount, and h. is also a great apostle of temperance, and
the inconsistency must therefore rest upon his shoulders.
If that is so, the present Minister of Marine is free from
it. But that does not clear the Department of the charge.
Is it nut equally as worthy of condemnation if this money
was spent, and is not the Minister called upon to condemn
it just as strongly, whether the amount was paid by his
predecessor or not ? Certainly it is; and it is all nonsense
for bon. gentlemen to say that becauso the Minister of Ma-
rine has cleared his own skirts in the matter, therefore the
expenditure is not in itself bad. It is bad and ought to be
condemned.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is another question.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) It is the question we are discusing

now. I still understand the ex-Minieter of Marine to say
that the account was paid by him after ho ceased to be
Minister of Marine.

Mr. MoLELAN. I do not remember the date. I know
I was in charge of the Department when I gave the order
to have the bill paid. I disapproved of the expenditure,
and the account was unpaid for more than a year after it
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had been incurred. The agents refused to recognise the
account, knowing their general instructions, and referred it
to the Department, and I refused to pay it, and it finally
stood for a year or eighteen months, when I ordered it to
be paid.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think this is quite a tempest in a
tea-pot. An amount of fuss has been made about this
matter that it does not deserve. I do not think more of the
two hon. gentlemen'who have occupied the position of head
of the Department because they have taken this ground, and
have given orders not to allow any brandy, wines or cigars
to be used on Government vessels. I recollect when I
happened to occupy a position on the other side of the
House, or, I believe, on the same side on which I am now,
when myfriends who are sitting here were sitting on the Gov.
ernment benches-I recollect that they attacked me because
there was brandy, wine, champagne and cigars furnished
to the steamers Napoleon and Lady Read during a
period of seven years, when those vessels were used by
the right hon. gentleman opposite, by myself, by the
late Sir George Cartier, by the railway commissioners
taking trips-in the public service-and those expendi-
tures during eight or nine years were grouped together
and made quite a large sum. I did then what I
would do to-day if I were Minister of Marine. If I had a
commodore, as the hon. gentleman has, in charge of a fleet
of vessels, a gentleman who necessarily must b brought in
contact with people of bis own standing, connected with
the Americin and British fleets, and who invited him on
board their ships and extended hospitality to him, I would
be perfectly ashamed if he could not provide himself with
the necessary means of returning their civility. I must say
that, perhaps, the hon. gentleman's temperance principles
prevent him from carrying that out; but it is much more
in accord with what is due to persons occupying those
positions in command of vessels owned by the Government.
They should be placed in such a position as to be able to
return their hospitality, such as the admiral of the fleet, for
the Lansdowne was, no doubt, the flag-ship.

Mr. FOSTER. The admirai agrees with me.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have had many a glass of wine

with him. Ie might agree with you to your face, but I
have no doubt behind your back he would say: " I wish
we had a Minister who was not a temperance man."
While I am not going to enter into any controversy and
attack the temperance principles of the present Minister of
Marine, I will say this: that I would deal with the public
service as I would if on board my own ship. I would
place commanders in the position to treat gentlemen occu-
pying similar positions to those they occupy themselves, as
is the custom ail over the world, and give them a glass
of wine when they visited my ship. I never found
fault with officers on this account, and the service
was not less satisfactorily performed than compared
with to-day. I deprecate the idea of finding fault
with the Minister because this item is in the estimates.
The hon. member for Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies)
has forgotten-perhaps he was not here-how I was assailed
on account of an accumulation of expenditures during
several years for stores put on board the Government
ships, not for my own use but for the use, as I said before,
cf the right hon. gentleman, the Premier, and occasionally
of his colleagues, when they wanted a vessel to go down the
river or to go to Cape Breton or Prince Edward Isiand as they
often did. I was delighted to have it in my power to take
the responsibility of placing everything on the vessel
tending to the comfort and convenience of those gentlemen
and their friends. I never shirked that responsibility, and
I would like to see the fleet, or at all events the flag.ship
and those vessels used in that way, when the Miisters

Kr, McLzLAN.

want to go and take a cruise around for the purpose of
seeing the position of the country, or benefiting their
health-I would like to see them fitted out in a way that
would conduce to their comfort and happiness. For instance,
if the Premier wanted to take a trip, would I like to see the
vessel go off without a little champagne for him ? Certainly
not. I suppose the lon. gentleman would object to a little
marmalade andjelly but I don't think the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries would object to those articles, nor do I object
to the other luxuries, and as there has been a sufficient
explanation of the item, I think we should now let the mat-
ter drop. I would just say, however, to the hon. gentleman,
let him shut his eyes and say to Capt. Scott: Do what is
customary in the position in which you are, I will take the
responsibility for infringing on my temperance principles;
do what is necessary in order to treat as gentlemen the people
who come on board; do not restrict your natural instinct as
an old naval captain-

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) An old salt.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; an old sait. I would tell him
not to restrain those instincts altogether-and I know what
are his natural instincts- but I would allow him to have a
little of those luxuries that are expected by gentlemen in
his own station when they go on board his vessel.

Mr. FREEMAN. I would not have attempted to occupy
the time of the flouse only that I have been misrepresented,
and I wish to correct that misrepresentation. The hon.
gentleman representing Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), has
thought proper to attribute to me words 1 never used. I
was going to say I was surprised at his doing so, but I am
not greatly surprised, alter listening to the manner in which
he tries to blacken the character of the Minister of Marine,
for that certainly was his object; and I never saw an
attempt in a police court made more persistently to blacken
a character than his attempt to-night. I did not say a man
could not be a Christian if le drank liquor at all, I believe
that the hon. gentleman passes for a Ohristian-I am told
he does in his own county, on his own island-and also for
a temperance man. I do not know how correct that is, but
I am told so.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I never-
Mr. FREEMAN. You do not pass for a temperance man.

Then you pass for an apostle of the rum interest. Yon say
that because I paso for a temperance man I am an apostle
of temperance, and I presume, in the same way, the hon.
gentleman is an apoetle of the rum interest, and is quite
willing to accept the position he has chosen for himself.
But I wish to state distinctly that I did nOt say, nor do I
believe or think, nor have I ever intimated, and I should be
sorry to intimate, any such sentiment as that a man cannot
be a Christian and take liquor. There was nothing in my
speech to lead any person to state anything of that kind. I
am sorry I touched the hon. gentleman by my vindicating,
as I was privileged to do, the cause of prohibition. I am sorry
to have touched him so keenly that he should call me into
this debate. Was it so trying to him that I should say the
Minister of Marine was a truc temperance man? If I had
been aware that that statement would touch him so keenly, I
would not have made it; I hope he will forgive me for that,
and ho may preach lis anti-temperance principles as much
as he pleases. I will not trouble hin his apostleship. He
can go on to any extent he pleases; I will not cross hie
path. But at ail events he as undeceived me; I had a
different opinion of him from what I had heard. 1 have not
had the honor of the hon. gentleman's acquaintance, but it
was reported to me that he was not only a Christian man
but a temperance man in the county in which he lived. I
presume lis constituents will now be enlightened as to his
position.
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Mr. PLATE. I wish to call the attention of the Minister
to an important matter with regard to the rearrangement
of the range lights at Weller's Bay. Two or three years
ago representations were made to the Department to have
the lights moved so as to afford proper protection to vessels
entering the channel to Weller's Bay. Nothing has been
done further than to send an engineer to that locality and
have a survey made. I have not seen his report, but I was
told by an official of the Department two years ago that the
lights would be so arranged as to afford proper protection
to mariners. It will take but a small amount of money and
but very little time to accomplish what sailorsthink is very
important, and I trust the Minister will make a note and
see that this matter is attended to without delay, now that
the sailing season is fully open and the dangerous season
will soon approach. It has been said by those who were
saved by the life-saving crew at that place two years ago,
that had those lights been higher, and had they afforded a
proper range, they might have succeeded in making the
harbor without their vessel being wrecked. I trust the
Minister will not allow the summer to pass without attend-
ing to this matter.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). Under this head Iwould like
to call the attention of the Minister of Marine to the great
necessity for providing some facilities for helping vessels in
distress along the shores of Lake Erie. List year, I believe,
a promise was made by the Governtnent that they would
establish a life-boat service along those harbors, but whether
they intend to carry out that promise I do not know. I
think that a life-boat would not be as serviceable as a wreck-
ing tug, and I think a wrecking tug should be put upon
that coast. Every year a great deal of property is destroyed
by vessels being driven on the shore, and not a summer
passes in which a great many lives are not lest. I trust the
Minister of Marine will give his attention to this matter,
especially as in the western part of Ontario the, e is not a
dollar being spent for these purposes. We hear of thous.
ands and hundreds of thousands of dollars being voted every
night for Nova Sceotia and New Brunswick. It is all right
in its place if it is needed there; but they must recollect
that there are other parts of this Dominion than Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick. Not a year passes in which
there are not thousands and tens of thousands of dollars worth
of property lost, and valuable lives lost there, and if a
wrecking tug were sent to ply along that coast, which would
be available in case of storme to go to the relief of vessels
in distres, it would be the means of saving a great deal of
property and a great many valuable lives every year, and
would, 1 believe, be self.sustaining. I think the matter is
of sufficient importance to demand the attention of the
Department, and I trust the Minister will give his attention
to it.

Mr. JONES. This item embraces a very large expendi-
ture. I gave some attention to this matter in the Commit-
tee on Public Accounts. I noticed in the report of the
Minister of Marine large accounts for supplies of coal and
other articles, and I had the accounts produced before the
committee. Now, I am not prepared to say that the charges
made for general supplies were exorbitant, becanse I a m not
in a position to express an opinion on that subject; but
there was one charge there which attracted my attention.
Having occasion to purc~hase a large quantity of coal for the
use of steamers with which I am connected, I found that
the Government were charged for coal at the rate of $3.10
per ton, wben we were purchaâing coal from collieries of
Nova Scotia at the same time at 82.80, a difference of 30
cents per ton. The hon. gentleman stated before the Pu.
lic Accounts Committee that the Government had invited

134

tenders from the various companies, and had accepted the
lowest tender; but it appeared to me a very strange circum-
stance that private individuels could purchase coal for 30
cents a ton less than the Government. With reference to
the accounts generally, I said then what I desire to repeat
now, that there appears to be a looseness in the management
of that Department which, to my mind as a business man,
was very extraordinary indeed. A large number of accounts
were brought down without a voucher or certificate from
the storekeeper or the superintendent at Halifax of the
goods having been received, and the prices having been
regular. The hon. gentleman might say that the Depart.
ment at Halifax who paid the accounts would know whe-
ther they were correct or not. To that extent he might be
correct, but the hon. gentleman will admit that these accounts
should have attached to them, like the accounts of the other
Department4, a certificate from the proper officer that the
goods were received, and that the prices were regular.
There was a want of arrangement and method about those
accounts which showed a lack of business capacity which
was not very creditable to the head of the Dopartnent, and
greatly in contrast to the aceounts in the Railway Depart-
ment, which I found all regularly kept and accompaniel
by the certificates of the storekeopers or superin-
tendents that the goods had been received and the
prices had been regular. On the part of all the officers of
that Department there was an evidence of carefuiness and
supervision, which was lamentably wanting in the case of the
Marine and Fisheries uepartment. One of the clerks of that
Department also sent in an account for ab)ut $120 a mo th,
including truckage, labor and incidental expen<'es. That ac
count should have been certified by the bead of the Depart-
ment. An account sent in in that way by a clerk of the Depart.
ment is no voucher; he is not the man the public look to;
we must look to the head of the Department there. And
here I venture to suggest to the Minister of Marine that it
would add much to the credit of his Department if the
accounts were conducted in the same way asin the Railway
Department, all the accounts certified by the officers on the
spot, so that when called on by the Committee on Public
Accounts, they could be presented in proper form. Cer-
tainly it would save the Minister a great deal of trauble,
and it would be more businesslike in every way.

Mr. FOSTER. I may say, as I stated at the Public
Accounts Committee that the coal was tendered for, and we
took it at the lowest tender. Of course, we have to obtain
tenders at the beginning of the season for our whole sea-
son's supply. We do not get a very large quantity of coal,
but the fact remains that we got it by tender, and that we
accepted the lowest tender.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Is the work of repairing on
the lighthouses done by tender?

Mr. FOSTER. Wherever it is possible to have plans and
specifications, so that tenders can be taken, the work is
done by tender. But the hon. gentleman will see that
there are a great many repairs that cannot be done by
tender. In such cases work is done under the supervision
of our agent, who is responsible.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). In the Province of New Bruns-
wick, iron work on these lightbouses, which could be done by
tender, I find is done by one individual; and a very large
amount of money is paid to this individual, who lives in
St. John, for the repair of lighthouses ail over the Pro.
vince. It appears to me that if these works were let by
tender, persons in the trade would bo glad to tender for
themr, and a great deal of saving would be effected. I pre.
sume, if that were the case, my hon. friend would lose at
St. John the valuable services of this individual, who took
an active part in the elections, and distributed tickets
entitling men to employment on the Intercolonial Railway.
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Mr. JONES. The hon. the Minister says he received

tenders for the coal. Well, it seems strange he could not
buy coal on as favorable terms.as private individuals. Of
course, I accept bis statement, but it appears to me there
must be some consideration attaohed to it, that would make
the mining companies charge the Government 30 cents per
ton more than they would the public. The hon. gentleman
says this is not very much, but it is sufficient to give rise to
the reasonable suspicion that the same discrepancy would
be found with general supplies. The hon. gentleman does
not take tenders, I believe, for supplies for the steamers ?
One need only look over the accounts to see the same
names recurring continually, and to find ground for the
boasts made by parties from Halifax, who had the sup.
plying of the public Departments, particularly Marine and
Fisheries, that they made large sums of money from the
Government during the past three years. I caution the
hon. gentleman in this respect, because it is desirable that
we should avoid a reputation of the Fraser-Reynolds
scandal we had in Halifax a few years ago under the
previous Administration.

Mr. POSTER. My hon. friend has not shown a single
instance in which market prices have been exceeded. He
has given a good deal of advice in repeated doses, but he
has not shown an instance of the rates being higher than
the market rates.

Mr. JONES. I did.
Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman mentioned coal ; but

the Department called for tenders, and accepted the lowest
tender. The hon. gentleman may not find it difficult to ex-
plain how it is he bas got coal cheaper. There may have
been a difference in the coal, or in the place of delivery, or
in some other respects.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). I wish to point out to the
Minister that in all the repairs made to lighthouses in
Shelburne county, the carpenters are sent from Halifax
and their travelling expenses paid, when just as good men
could be found in the county to do the work. I desire to draw
attention to the fact that Shelburne light is not now in the
condition in which it should be. I do not know whether
the fault is in the lantern or in the keeper, but seafaring
men have desired me to draw the attention of the Minister
to the matter. I would also ask, what is the intention of
the Department with regard to placing an automatic buoy
at Lockeport ?

Mr. POST ER. No provision has been made for that so
far.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). As far back as 1881, I
directed the attention of the Department to this, and for.
warded to it a petition numerously signed by the residents
of the county, and by leading merchants in Halifax inter-
ested in the trade of Lockeport-4- petition asking that an
automatic buoy be placed there. The Minister of Public
Works in 1882, who was then putting through thé estimates
of Marine and Fisheries, said he would take the matter under
consideration. Again, in 1884, the Postmaster General, who
was then Minister of Marine and Fisheries, said he would
consider the matter. This port is one of the most important
outside of Lunenburg, in western Nova Scotia. It is fre.
quented by a large number of fishing vessels, schooners and
brigs, and I trust that, after these repeated promises to take
this subject into consideration, the Government will find
means to meet the wishes of the people of that county. Just
now, I may say, it will be to the advantage of the Govern.
ment to have a buoy placed there, as a bye-election will
shortly take place there, and the Government might benefit
by this work.

Mr. BRIEN. I agree with all that has been said by the
hon. member for Kent, with regard to putting a wrecking

Mr. WELDON.

tug in that portion of the western part of Canada. I am
glad that Ontario is heard from once in a while, for, during
the last four weeks, having listened to the eloquent dissert-
ations from the members of other Provinces, I began to fear
that the people would think Ontario had gone out of the
Confederation altogether. The Chairman will pardon me
if I depart somewhat from the main point of the discussion,
and draw the attention to the Minister of Public Works to
the petition from the people of Pelee Island, asking that
that island may be connected with the mainland by means
of a cable. It is important that a life-saving station should
be established there, as many wrecks occur in that vicinity.

Mr. FOSTER., A life-saving station bas been established
st Pelee Island.

Mr. BRIEN. A lighthouse should be established in con-
nection with it, not only on account of the wrecks that take
place, but also on account of the great disadvantage to the
inhabitants in reaching the shore, and communicating the
news of any disaster, so as to get assistance. This district,
I may add, did good service for my opponent in the last
campaign, and he stated distinctly tbat ho bad the promise
of the Minister of Public Works, that an amount would be
placed in the Estimates this year for making that cable.
This has not been done. I thonght, until the Supplementary
Estimates were brought down, that the cmount would be
placed in them, but the county which I represent returned
a Liberal instead of a supporter of the Government; still, I
thought it was in accordance with the policy of the Govern.
ment, as announced the other night,-that where a Liberal
was returned they would consult their own friends, and I
thought I would allow them to consult their friends, and, if
we can get a cable, I would be more satisfied no matter at
whose suggestion. This matter is of great importance.
I think it has been represented to the Government already.
The Americans have three islands there, and I have it on
good authority that, if the Government will connect Pelee
Island with the mainland in South Essex, the Americans
will carry the cable on to their maiiland. The island is
one of the richest in Qanada. It las almost a monopoly of
grape growing, and a trade of great importance could be
established there. The Ministry havg constantly stated that
it is their desire to foster and protect native industries and
prevent their going to the other side, but at present the
connection of that island is botter with the American aide
than with the Canadian, as the boats arrive there more fre-
quently, and the consequence is that the greater part of the
trade goes to the United States. It is one of the best wine
producing countries, but it suffers from a great disadvantage,
owing to its isolated position, not having proper commun:-
cation with the mainland. The principal production ie that
of fruit of a perishable character, and competition, by means
of telegrapb, would enable them to market their fruit more
readily, in the fact that almost all the productions of
the island are grapes. It is well adapted for that
sort of trade. It would be a good investment for any-
one to go there now, as the property is valuable. If
they had communication, they would be enabled to make
their market at a proper time. During the winter season,
however, they are practically shut off from the rest of the
world, but if they had telegraphic communication they
could transact business which they cannot do now. Many
lives have been loet in trying to reach the shore, That has
happened on many occasions, and, though the Government
has decided not to place a cable this year, I hope they will
give the matter their earnest and serious consideration, and
will also establish a lighthouse upon the island, which would
be of great advantage to the people, not only of that section
of country, but of the Dominion of Canada.

Mr. HESSUN. Order.
Mr. BRIEN. Less noise and botter manners would be

more proper. I do not desire to delay the House. I am as
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anxious as any other man to get home, but I think south
Essex should be heard from as well as any other constitu-
ency, and these frequent interruptions are very objectionable.
£here soems to ho a disposition on the part of hon. gentle.
men opposite to prevent junior members of the House from
being listened to. If parlianentary experience causes a man
to forget to extend that courtesy which is due oven to a
political opponent, then, I hope my parliamentary experi-
once may be short. The resuit of that will be that they will
cease to exercise the courtesy which should be exercised
towards i political opponont, and, for my psrt, if hon. gentle.
men will not show good manners, I hope my political career
will be short. I trust that the Government will give this
matter their very serions consideration, and that they will
fulfil in this case, as they have in many cases, their pre.
election promises.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). I desire to call atten-
tion to the manner in which the buoy service is carried out.
These buoys are placed under the care of the harbor masters,
and in many cases a large sum of money is paid out, and the
work is inefficiently performed. I have directed the atten-
tion of the Deputy Minister to the condition of the buoys in
some parts of the county I represent. I presume the De-
partment will make some enquiry into that matter. i
believe it would b to the advantage of the service if it were
placed under the inspector of lighthouses or some other
competent person. There is a dangerous ledge at Seal
Island, opposite the waters of Shelburne county, which is
known as Blonde Rock, ard the buoy has been off for six
monthq, and perbaps longer. It is said that the buoy breaks
away. What can you expect ? The Department sends down
a steamer, and places the buoy. They never look at the
buoy or sight the chain until it breaks away. They should
do what they do on the American coast. These buoys
should be sighted every three months, or at least every
six months. That is the only way in which they can
be kept in place. I trust the Minister will make some
enquiry into this. Thon, again, there is the harbor of
Lockeport, which is one of the most difficult harbors for
entrance-that is the inner barbor-and last year the De.
partment expended $6 for the purpose of looking after the
buoys. I have directed the attention of the Department to
this, and the harbor master tells me that ho has done so
also. I went to the Department the other day, and asked
for the report of the harbor master, but no such report
could be found. Ho gets a salary of $200 for this purpose,
and ho sits in his office and acte as a bank agent, and ho is
not in a position to look after a work like this. Six or seven
buoys are required thore, and for some years I have been
trying to get something done, but, of course, I am on the
Opposition side of the House, and that seems to have some
weight. I do not corne here to support the general policy
of the Goverument, but I come to represent my con.
stituency and its interests; and, in a matter affecting the
people of Shelburne county, I wish to see their interests
attended to. It has been stated that, in regard to such
matters as this, they would receive attention. I trust that
these proposals will be adopted by the Minister. I have had
no personal intercourse with him, but I have directed the
attention of the Department to the matter in other ways.

Mr. FOSTER. If I am correctly informed, the harbor
master has met and effeotually disposed of the objections
which the hon. gentleman bas made.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Some time ago I sent to the
Minister a petition, signed by parties who were interested
in the navigation of the Sydenham River, which is in my
constituency; and as to the importance of a lighthouse
being erected at the ontrance of the river. The hon. gen-
tleman knows that the trade of the port in that river is
one of the most extensive in the Dominion. I received
from the hon. gentleman's deputy a letter informing me,
first, that enquiry would be made by certain parties and

further information would be required as to what action the
Government would take, but a second letter was sent to me
stating that some captain who had forty odd years' service
had reported that a lighthouse or a range light was unne-
cessary at that point. The petitioners are all parties who
are more or less interested in the navigation there. Capt.
Ribble, whose name is at the head of the petition, for twenty
years has every week during the season of navigation sailed
in and out at that point, and ho has had probably more ex-
perience in a single year than the party the hon. gentleman
consulted has had in hie life. And that is true of other parties.
If the bon. gentleman were to consult those people who
frequent that river, they would tell him that vessels are
often obliged to lie at the mouth of the river and wait for
daylight before they can venture to enter. Thon there is
the Oustom house officer, who is a friend and zealous sup-
porter of the hon. gentleman, Mr. Fraser, of Wallaceburg.
If the Minister would consult him, he could give him infor-
mation of value, but, because a man has been a captain
on the lake for many years, it does not follow that ho
would be able to give any reliable information. I am sure
that none of those parties who signed this petition have
another interest than that which arises from the advantages
to navigation. They would not have asked for this i mprove.
ment if experience had not pointed out that it would be
advantageoue.

Completion and construction of lighthouseu and
fog alarms .................................. .......... $40,000

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I wish to call the attention
of the Minister of Marine to the fog alarm at Quaco.
Some years ago I called the attention of the Department to
the situation of the lighthouse there. Since the light has
been taken off there and put on the highlands, several
wrecks have occurred, and the last one was accompanied
with a melancholy loss of life. Last year, when tenders
wore put ont for a fog alarm, I asked whother it would ho
built on the reef instead of the mainland. I understood the
Minister then assured my colleagae and myself that it would
be put on the reef. I am told that the present fog alarm is
of very little use where it is placed, and I am surprised now
to find that it is being placed on the reef.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend is mistaken in saying that
I stated that it would be put upon the reef. Though I did
not etate that, I think some members in the House did say
so when the question was asked if it would be placed on the
reef. But it was not to be put on the reef. It would be
difficult to have a fog alarm on the reef because there is no
supply of water. I think if either of the buildings were to
b differently placed, the light should be upon the reof,
rather than upon the mainland. The light is now upon the
mainland, and we have supplemented it by a fog alarm.

Mr. KIRK. I think it has been customary for the Min-.
ister to place in the hande of members a list of the light-
houses intended to be built during the year.

Mr. FOSTER. I will lay it on the Table.
Mr. KIRK. A number of years agoa petition came from

the county of Guysboro'asking for a lighthouse on a certain
island there. This petition was reported upon favorably by
the officers of the Government, and the Government decided
to build a lighthouse thero. The fact was made known in
the list which was placed in the hande of members, that
the lighthouse was to be built on Goose Island, in the county
of Guysboro'. It was not built, however, as promised, and
the next year I asked the thon Minister of Marine why the
lighthouse was not built according to the vote which was
passed. Ho answered me by saying that the parties who
owned the land were asking for it more than the Govern-
ment were willing to pay, and that they intended to take
stops to expropriate the land and build the lighthouse; but
it has not yet been built. Does the Minister intend to build
it this year?
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Mr. FOSTER. The land bas not been secured, and it is
not the intention to build this year. There is some diffi-
culty about the title.

Mr. ROBE RTSON (Shelburne). I would like to ask
the Minister what he proposes to do towards replacing the
lightship at Barrington in my county ? The repairs that
have been put upon it are simply trifling.

Mr. FOSTER. The repairs have been slight for a pur.
pose, because we do not intend to utilise it except for this
season. Tenders have been called for and a new lightship
will be put upon the station.

Mr. ROBERTdSON (Sholburne). I would like to ask if
the erection of a lighthouse on West Head, Barrington
Harbor, comes out of this $4',000.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, it does.
Mr. ROBERTSO N (Shelburne.) The answer which was

given the other night across the House was quite satis-
factory to myself. Of course, I know that the distinguished
gentleman whom I had the honor of defeating the last elec-
tion, had nothing to do in recommending it; though,upon the
face of the answer made 1 y the Minister, it might be sup-
posed that nothing had been heard of this West Head light
until it was brought to the attention of the Department by
a Major General aid bis (the Minister's) officers. I desire
to state, that in 1881, a petition was presented to the Depart·
ment for this light, and that petition was signed by the
master mariners, the shipowners, and by people who know
something about the locality. But these gentlemen had no
weight or inthuence with the hon. gentleman's predecessor,
and it was lefL for a gentleman who, by acvident, happened
to be a political supporter of the preserit Government, to
bring this to the attention of the Department. In 1882,
Sir .Hector Langevin, thon Acting Minister of Marine, told
me he had this light under consideration, that his officers
had reported favorably upon it. fhe present Postmaster
General told me, in 1b84, that h. intended to viFit
tbe we.ster n section of Nova Scotia, and examine
this place, and if he found that the statements in
the petition were correct, the lighthouse would be built.
Now, it seems that because Major General Laurie saw fit to
recommend or urge upon the Department this light, it is
proposod to be placed there in the public interest. I am
glad to have the light placed there, and I am glad to have
the assistance of uny person possessing influence with the
Department I have done my duty in pressing the wants
and claims of the constituency I represent on the various
Ministers who have presided over the Department, and I
must say that from them I have obtained very little satis-
faction. But two or three Ministers have treated me very
courteously, and I will say that the Minister of Agriculture,
wben Postmaster General, treated me, although a political
opponent, as a gentleman; he listened to my representation
and complaints, and, as far as possible, endeavoured to re-
move thom. I do not expect to obtain the patronage of the
county-1 do not want it ; but fuir representations of matters
of public interest and matters of necessity should be attended
to, no matter from whatever source they come. In regard to
the Minieter of Customs, whenever 1 have visited the De-
partment, ho bas always treated me as one gentleman should
treat another. lie has not always complied with my
requests, but he bas gone as far as possible, perhaps, in
that direction. 1 am glad the Ministers are beginning to
take some little interest in the county of Shelburne.
A bye-election is approaching, and I shall be opposed no
doubt. I hope the Minister of Finance will take a hand in
the election contest. He went down to the county in 1878
to drive me out of public life, which I had just entered. I
hope that, as he takes an interest in Major General Laurie,
ho will do something for Shelburne. The wants of the
countv are many. Situated as it on the south-west shore

Mr. Kma.

of Nova Seotia, on a rocky and dangerous coast, the wants
of the constituency, especially such as come under the
Department of Marine. are not so much those of my own
constituents as those of the marine of Canade and of the
world, and I hope and trust that the present Minister, now
that ho is acquainted with the duties of his office, will give
all these matters attention, and when he really knows
what our wants are he will attend to them. With respect
to the request for buoys at Lockeport, if it bas been
complied with, it bas been done very recently. The hon.
gentleman made no answer to my remarks in regard to a
buoy on Blonde Rock light, which is a very important point,
and on the route of the steamers from Yarmouth to Halifax.
A buoy should be placed there. The fact that a buoy has
not been on that rock for eight or nine months shows negli-
gence on the part of the Department. If the Gove rnment
'do not look alter my county with the object primarily of
meeting its wants and necessities, they may do so to assist
themselves politically.

Meteorological Observatories.......... $61,250
Mr. FOSTEß. This is an increase of $5,000, rendered

necessary by the proposed establishment of some additional
stations in the Rocky Mountains and British Columbia.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRLGHT. How far north are the
stations at prosent ?

Mr. FOSTER. We have one station on James' Bay.
Generally we have stations no farther north than the line of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, but we wish to establish new
stations in the Rocky Mountains and British Columbia, and
the increased expense explains the larger vote.

Mr. JONES. What is the experience of the Department
in regard to these signal stations. Are they generally found
valuable ?

Mr. FOSTER. Tne report of the Marine Department
contains a full explanation in regard to them. I think I had
better refer the hon. gentleman to that. Ie will see all
about the probabilities and how they have been verified.

Marine Hospitals.......................... $56,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Some particulars are

wanted on this item.
Mr. FOSTER. The details are fully given in the report

of the Marine Department, each one of the hospitals and
all the items of expenditure in reference to it.

Steamboat Inspection......................................... $25,000
Mr. EDGAR. In connection with that grant there is a

matter that has been brought before the notie of the Minis-
ter before now. In 1885, the attention of the hon. gentle-
man acting as Minister of Marine was directed to the fact
that while engineers may obtain certificates to act upon
Canadian steamers, whether they are British subjects or
not, there is a provision in the American Inspection Act
which prevents any but American citizens obtaining certi-
ficates and acting as engineers on their steamboats. That
is a very unreasonable condition of the law. I remember
the hon. member for Colchester (ir. MoLelan), who was
then Acting Minister of Marine, said that now the matter
had been brought to bis attention the Government
would look into it, and they would see if they could not
alter the law so as to place our people on the same footing
as the Americans. The result is that Americans come here,
and are able to get certificates just as eaty as our citizens.
I have a copy of the American law. It provides that none
but citizens of the United States and those who have per-
manently resided there for six months prior to the granting
of the license, may be licensed as engineers. The Dominion
Government, who have prided themselves on the National
Policy protecting the interests of Canada, shou.ld look after
this matter, and it is one which is very considerably felt by the
engineers in the frontier towns. There are plenty of Can-
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adian engineers to do the work, but they find Americans
come in and have equal rights with them in regard to pass-
ing examinations and obtaining certiticates.

Mr. FOSTER. I will take a note of what the hon. gen-
tleman says. There are two sides to this question. This
has been the practice of the Department under both Gov-
ernmente. It is quite possible it should be changed; it
might be changed perhaps with advantage.

Mr. EDGAR. It is the law under the Steamboat Inspec-
tion Act, and that Act will have to be altered. It is per-
fectly clear that Canadians are at a great disadvantage
along the lake shores.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was the revenue
derived ?

Mr. FOSTER. We expended over and above the revenue
about $15,000. Taking all the years together the return
shows a small surplus.

Salaries and disbursements of Fishery Overseers and
W ardens ............................................ -...... $ 249,500

Mr. KIRK. I w ish to ask the Minister whether the fish-
way which was erected at Fisher's Dam, in Guysboro'
county, has been placed in such a position that the fish may
ascend. It got out of order and was in such a condition
that when the water was allowed to come into the dam it
did not keep its place. I think there bas been a good deal
of carelessness in the building of the fishway, and I would
like to know whether it bas been repaired.

Mr. FOSTER. I will get the information for the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. JONES. I hope the Government will see that thoir
overseers will carry out the regulations of the Department
strictly. I know that considerable improvement bas been
made, notably in Nova Scotia, with regard to the obstruc.
tions which have existed and the regulations which have
been made under successive Governments, but still there
is a considerable amount of inattention by these overseers,
and, in many cases, fish which were formerly abundant in
strearms are rapidly being driven out of them. Then, with
regard to these fish-breeding establishments, though I do
not find fault with the expenditure, I would like to know
whether the result has, on the whole, been as satisfactory
as was contemplated when these establishments were
started. With regard to the fish-breeding establishment
near Halifax, which was built during the time I was in the
Government, I am told by a number of people in the neigh-
borhood that up to the present time no apparent advantages
have been realised from it, althongh a large number of young
salmon have been distributed in the neighborhood. Then,
as to fishways, I am informed that there is a good deal of
complaint on the various rivers regarding them. I believe
the Government have been issuing a patent fishway, pat-
ented by one of their own officers, Mr. Rogers, and thoso who
use the fishway have to pay for his right under the patent.
Now, while expressing no opnion as to the merits of this
patent, would it not be better for the Government to buy it
ont if it is as valuable as it is represented, as in that event
they would be able to use it more frequently than they are
now using it, because it is stated that Mr. Rogers says h. is
unwilling to recommend it in many cases, simply because
he is interested in it himself. I think it would be in the
interest of that branch of the service if the Government
would acquire the patent rights, if the patent is as valuable
as reported. Then, it is stated that Mr. Rogers has not been
in the Province of Nova Scotia, and notably on the south
shore, as much as those people who are interestod think he
should be. I am told that he spent a good deal of the
earlier part of the season, which is a very important time
for that service, in the United btates attending to his own
business in connection with this patent.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman asked a question with
reference to whether fish-breeding had proved successful or
not. Without taking up the time ot thu House, I think it
would be well to refer him to the departmental report of
1884, in which Mr. Wilmot deals especially with that sub-
ject, and collates the results so far obtained. i would also
rofer him to the report of 1886.-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Mr. Whitcher had contrary
views.

Mr. POSTER. I think the hon. gentleman will find in
those reports that fish-breeding bas been productive of good
results.

Mr. JONES. The reports of the hon. gentleman's De-
partment have been presented so late in the Session that,
with so many other duties to attend to, I have not been able
to give to them that attention which they deserve, and that
is the reason I asked the question. I know the hon. gentle-
man bas made explanations with regard to the natter, but
it is unfortunate that his report should be so laie in being
brought down.

Mr. MITCHELL. I intended to put a similar question
to the Minister to that which has just been asked by the
senior member for Halifax, as it is a subject in which I take
a great deal of interest. I believe I was the means of induc-
ing the Govern ment to assume the responsibility of taking
up what some of them thought was a fad-and some of
them were kind enough to tell me so-in trying this experi-
ment. I have heard so many peoplo say that it was a
mistake, that, though I still believe 1 was right, I am
beginning to have doubts whether I was right or not. I
have suggested that the hon. gentleman shoutld make a
specialty of naking a proper enquiry into the resalts of the
numerous hatcheries established in various parts of the
country-I believe about twelve in ali. I notice that the
amounts of money vary considerably from $1,100 or 81,200
a year, up to something like $5,000 or $6,000, for the
expense of the different hatcheries. I do not know why
there should be such a variation. Some of the hatcheries
may be larger than others, but I think that after some
fifteen or sixteen years of experimenting we ought to be
able to teli whether those hatcheries are really of
benefit or not. One thing that shook my confidence in
them was the change ofopinion on the part of Mr. Whitcher,
for whose opinion 1 have great respect. Whenever I could
get the opportunity I visited those hatcheries. They cer-
tainly produce fish in hundreds of thousands up to a certain
stage ; but it appears to me that thore is something about
the operation that we do not quite understand. Sending
out these infant fish is very much like turning out babies
three months old to forage for themselves. It is true, nature
provides them with natural food that keeps them in exis-
tence for nine or ten days. The question is whether we
should not keep these young fish in the ponds of the esta-
blishment and feed them for a time as is done in the United
State. I think it is a matter worthy of enquiry by my hon.
friend, whether the expenditure on these fisheries is of real
benefit or not, or whether there are some things in the
operation we do not understand. I throw out that sugges-
tion in good faith, and in a friendly spirit.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Like my hon. friend, I have not
bad the advantage of reading the report of the gentlemen in
charge of the hatcheries this year. Butin ail previous years I
have followed thome reports very closely, and judging from
them and my own observations I have come to the conclu-
sion that it is very doubtful whether our experiment is a
success or not. In the Province of Prince Edward Island
we have a hatchery which is very well attended to, and
millions of those little fish are deposited in the rivers every
year; but I never heard anybody yet who was able to say
that there was any appreciable increase in the quantity of
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fish in the rivers where those young fry were placed. This
is a question one does not like to express an opinion upon.
It is a very important experiment which we hope may ho
successful, and I am inclined to believe with my hon. friend
that there is something about the system that we have not
yet discovered and that we do not understand. We have
been accustomed t> depend very much on Mr. Wilmot, who
is a very experienced man; but I am inclined to think that
possibly these specialists may mislead even themselves.
Practical men who have given a good deal of thought to
this subject, and whose observations are worth a good deal,
do not coincide with his conclusions. I think the Minister
would do the public a service by making a special examina-
tion of this subject during the coming year when he goes
around, as I understand he intends to do, to the different
Provinces where hatcheries exist, and determine in bis own
mind whether the results are at all commensurate with the
expenditure we are making.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would not have it go forth that I had
ceased to have faith in the system. That is not the case, but
I think there is something in it that our specialists and the
gentlemren in charge of the establishments have failed yet to
comprehend. I believe iL is -I merely give it as my opinion
-that the fish are sent out too young, and that they should
be kept for a year and artificially fed before being sent out;
and then, when they are put out, they will be able to defend
themselves against the rapacious fish which are likely to
attack t\em.

Mr. BURNS. For the information of the committee I
may state that in the constituency I represent the opinion
is very favorable as to the results of the deposit of fry in
rivers there. Persons who resort to that river, and who give
matters of this kind a great deal of attention, have informed
me that the supply in the river has been very largely
increased since fish fry have been placed there. The other
day a gentleman who visits the river every year, strongly
urged that the Department this year should again place
some fry in it, because, as he said that it is quite apparent
that good results had followed from those which had
been placed there before. No doubt a good deal depends
on the kind of bottom in the river. With regard to
the remarks made by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr.
Davies) as to the absence of results from those placed in
the river in bis constituency, if I understand rightly the
rivers in the Province of Prince Edward Island are not,
generally speaking, what are called natural salmon rivers.
I think what I have said with regard to the rivers in Glou-
cester may be said of those in Restigouche. There I think
the general opinion is that the deposit of the fry has been
productive of good. While I have no practical knowledge
of this subject myself, I speak from what I have heard from
others, and I am satisfied that this is a wise expenditure.

Mr. KIRK. I notice that the Government have a vote of
$2,000 to pi ovide for the expense of a commission to enquire
into and report upon the lobster and oyster fisheries.
Would it not b. advisable for this commission to enquire at
the same time into the question of the fish hatcheries ?
With regard to them, my impression is that the amount
expended is not very well expended, and that the money
would be better expended in improving the fisheries in
another way. It is only rivers which have been entirely
fished out, into which it is necessary to put fry. In rivers
1wbich the salmon and trout naturally ascend, it is only
necessary to protect them. I do not care how few go up, if
they are properly protected, there will be plenty very soon.
lt is only necessary to protect them. First, clean ont the
rivers; give the fish an opportunity to ascend to their
spawning grounds, and then protect them, and you will
very soon have the rivers overflowing with fish. There are
rivers in Nova Scotia it would require but a small sum to
clean out; and there are other rivera in which it is neoessary

Mr. DAvrEs (P.E.I.)

to erect fishways, where the dams are across the rivers.
l my county the fishery overseer reports obstructions in
two cases, and I hope the Minister will, by the expenditure
of a small amount, have Indian Harbor and Country Harbor
rivers cleaned out. There ought to be a fishery varden or
some one appointed to look after the Indian Harbor River
every spring, and this would not cost the Government more
than $20 a year.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). How are these fish distri-
buted? I had a request from my constituency, and I was
told if I applied to the hatchery I would get some trout.
I went there and was kindly received, and every effort
was made to oblige me, but I was told I had come too late.
On what system are the fish distributed ?

Mr. POSTER. With reference to the general distribu-
tion of fish, that is done upon the report ot Mr. Wilmot,
after consultation with the overseers, as to what are the
most suitable waters for the fish. Of course, when parties
apply, their applications are considered in the general dis-
tribution. 76,000,000 fry were distributed last year. With
reference to speckled trout, we have had a very smail
number, for they are rather a fancy than a commercial fish.
We have never gone to much trouble in procuring these.
They are difficult fish to procure and we generally give
themr to clubs or associations who protect the streams.

Mr. MALLORY. With regard to speckled trout, I fear
that these fry are sent out when too young. In the section
of the country I come from a great number of the fry have
been put in the trout streams, but the experiment has not
been as favorable as I would like. I fear that in many
of the streams lumbermen and those who have small mills
are not careful to keep the sawdust out of the streams.

Mr. PLATT. Will the Minister state to what extent the
Department has yielded or proposes to yield jurisdiction
over the inland waters? How far do they consider riparian
rights obtain in the Provinces ?

Mr. POSTE R. That introduces a subject which might
lead to a pretty wide discussion. So far as possible we
endeavor to keep from giving licenses to fish in the smaller
inland waters. We exercise the right of saying wbat should
ho the modes of fishing, and the close season. Correspon-
dence is now going on between the Ontario Government
and this Government with reference to this matter. It is
important that some agreement should be arrived at, and
thus prevent clashing of jurisdiction of the two sets of
officers.

Mr. MITCHELL. It will be well, in order to put a stop
to this doubt in relation to the fisheries, to consider whether
the Dominion Government should not take upon itself, by
arrangements with the several Provinces, to take over these
rights, because the people will some day or other object to
paying money out of the Dominion revenue to protect the
rivers in the Provinces.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I join with the bon. member for Northum-
berland in saying that this is a matter of serions importance.
The hon. gentleman's suggestion is a valuable one, and the
idea is largely entertained that it is advisable for the
fisheries to be under the one control ; and the only way for
us to obtain that control would be by the Dominion Govern-
ment acquiring the provincial rights.

Mr. DAWSON. In connection with the inland fisheries,
I may draw the attention of the Minister to one point. lu
the inland lakes, the Indians were secured in their treaty
rights, and given the right to fish, as they had been accus-
tomed to do. I may call the attention of the House to one
treaty by which the Indians of the country to the west of
the Height of Land on Rainy River, and in the neigh-
borhood of the Lake of the Woods, relinquished their
lands, but reserved their right to fish in the rivera and
lakes of the district they occupied. Now, licenses have
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been issued by the Department of Marine to people to
catch fish in the Lake of the Woods. They go there with
all their improved appliances-pound nets, seine nets, and
all sorts of things which were never heard of at the time
these treaties were made. They scoop the fish ont of these
lakes. They sweep off the food supply of the Indians, and
the question arises is that keeping up the spirit of the treaty
which was made with the Indians? They were allowed the
right to fish in the waters of the territory they relinquished,
and yet we, by giving ont licenses to fish in these lakes,
render that privilege absolutely valueless, because, with
these improved appliances, which were never dreamed of in
those times, people go and absolutely destroy the fish; they
sweep them ont completely with these pound nets, and nets
of all kinds. I say it is not fair to these people with whom
we make treaties. It would make no great difference after
the country was settled, but until they have become prac-
ticed in agriculture we are depriving them of their food
supply, and Ieaving them to apply for assistance to the
Government, when they could support themselves very well
if their treaty rights in regard to the fisheries were pre-
served inviolate.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not understand that the
Government can make any claim for fish and fisheries with-
in the limit of a Province where the proprietary interest in
the soil is in the Crown represented by the Province. The
rule in England, which is recognised by the Supreme Court
here, is that the ordinary proprietor of the soil is the pro-
prietor of all the fish running through his property, and a
Province which is proprietor of the soil would have as
great a right to those flsh as any private individual sim-
ilarly situated. I do not understand that the Government
claim to grant licenses to fish in the waters of the Province
where the proprietary right would be in the Province.
They might, of course, make laws regulating the catch, but
they could not interfere with the proprietary right of the
Province, and I was not aware that any such claim had
been put forward or that there was any dispute in regard
to the matter.

Mr. JONES. What is this vote of $1500 for the Cana-

was introduced, as a very objectionable vote. It was a pro-
position to grant a bounty to parties who were doing very
well under the law as it was, and I did not see any ground
upon which this bounty should be given to them any more
than we should grant a bounty to farmers to raise wheat.

Mr. JONES. This is an article of commerce, like cod
oil or whale oil, and so on, and I do not see why this bounty
should be given.

Mr. MALLORY. I do not see why we should give a
bounty to enable people to produce cod liver oil in this
country. It is an article of general consumption, and is
produced for the open market. It seems exceedingly
strange that we should be asked to give a bounty of this
kind.

Mr. BURNS. This was asked for at the instance of a
deputation composed of the representatives of the cod fish.
ing constituencies. It was urged that it was very desirable
that the amount of offal which is now going to waste should
be utilised by conversion into guano, and also that, instead
of importing the ood liver oil which is now used in the
country, it could be refined from the cod oil which is so
largely obtained from the fisheries. Although no factories
have been established yet, there is a probability of this vote
leading to sncb establishments. I think it is very desirable
that this vote should pass, as a large industry may grow
from it. To-day we have not in the Dominion an establish-
ment of that kind.

Mr. MITCHELL. Pass it for another year, under the
understanding that, if it is not began by that time, we will
drop it next year.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) To provide for the expenses of a
commission to enquire and report upon the lobster fishery,
$2,000-has the hon. gentleman chosen the commission ?

Mr. FOSTER. I have not yet. I shall try to get the
most suitable men to represent the different interests.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) it ie desirable that some man
should be got to visit the scene who would not be himself
interested in the recommendations he has to make.

dian fisheries exhibit intended for? Mr. POSTER. The intention is ta have three men on
Mr. FOSTER. That is for the exhibit which is now in thia commission. Whilat, of course, thoir views may be

Ottawa. It was at the exhibition in England last year and coloréd according to their interests, it will hé wélI ta have
has been returned, and now we keep it here. the different intereste ropresénted on this commission.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In regard to this vote Mr. MITCHELL. I think iL would bé well ta getisome
of 86,000 for services performed by persons in the Customs scientific and practical information hn référence.to the
and Fisheries Departments, and other expenses in connec- oyster and labster fisheries. We onght ta have froruBalti-
tion with the distribution of the fishing bounty and more or Maryland some one connected with thé oyster
collection of statistics, i1 think the Committee on Public fisieries, who ie a scientific and practical man, ta examine
Accounts some time ago requested that an audit sbould bethé deposits aloDg aur easts and report upon thé subject
made in connection with that. That was agreed to be done I think iL would psy us well to do it. Our oyster fisheries
but it has never been done. are going ta min and wasté as they are now cultivated.

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no doubt that the amount of Mr. DÂVIES (P.E.I.) The planting snd drawing of
work involved in paying these bounties is very great, oysters iamuch botter understood than lobster flshing. The
especially when it is added to the ordinary work of the late Hon. Jndge Pope, of Prince Edward Island, planted a
Departments. Whether the amount which is asked is very large bd of oysters, and thé system he adopted bas been
necessary or not I do not know, but I am sa'isfied that theseniostenocesafal. Théro ino difflculty about makingan ayster
gentlemen should be paid for the extra work they do. fshery suoefal; a little kuowledge and care af flah wll

enable one to do that, and I arn @ure the Department will
Mr. FOSTER. All the extra clerks who are engaged in hé ahi. ta gét proper information on thé oyater êshery

that matter are kept very busy. The accounts have to go wthout reborting ta ecientific mon from thé States. But
through a good many hands and to be carefully examined, on thé subject oflobeter fishery theré wi Ihé more difflculty.
and they require a great deal of work. I have neyer yet heen able to gét many of thé lobster mon

Mr. JONES. Where is this production of cod liver oil to agrée whn the season should bo caled close, aud when
and fish guano carried on ? open. Thom on thé aouth aide of thé hsland bave one view,

à and those on the north side anothor view. What we need
Mr. POSTER. That amount of 84,000 is a revote. t undertand about that fish is whére it cores from,
Mr. KIRK. Was nothing paid last year? where it goos to, and what its habits are.
Mr. FOSTER. Nothing. Mr. M A. Ie it intended that thé commission shal
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then why should it be kept confine the *nquiry to thé Atlantic coat, or will it ho

up ? It wts regardhd on thiss aide of thémiWouse, when ihlftendedtoetheuacifirhcoewt.
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Mr. FOSTER. The commission with reference to the their fish down to Halifax it would not benefit therm, and to
lobster and oyster fishery will not ho extended to the Pacifie do that would not pay. 1, therefore, hope the Government
coast. We are going to attempt this year an experiment in will refrain from subsidising those steamers, which they
lobster planting on the Pacifie coast. are asked to do by a number of gentlemen from Halifax.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I would like to call the atten- Mr. ELLIS. I should like te ask the Minister of Marine
tion of the Minister to the lobster fi-ahery on the Bay of fot se mueh with regard to what the hon. merber for
Fundy coast. There has been some complaint on the part [unenburg (Ur. Eisenhauer) bas stated, as to whetber he bas
of some fishermen on that coast with reference to lobster considered the effect of the poliey of bounties? It seems to
fishing driving away the berrings. Some fishormen state me that the effeet of the bounties-I do not object to them
that the traps, or the rope with which the traps are bound, -ie that we are driving out the schooners and larger
have a tendency to drive away the herrings. The herrings vegsels, and gradually the ordinary shore fishermen are
are scarce where these lobster fisheries are. Some experi- ohtaining the bounties. I observe the tonnage of the larger
enced men in that matter have come to the conclusion that vessels is docreasing. The effeet of a bounty ought to be
it must be the tarred rope which is used in connection with to increase the tonnage of the larger vessels. Everybody
the traps. The Minister might extend his investigation to can secure a boat, fish near the shore and get a bounty in
that matter. that way. I presume the poliey of bonnties should ho

Mr. EISENHAUER. I woull like to say that, in view of rather to inerease the larger vessels, s0 that the business
the fact that the Finance Minister bas been increasing the would be carried on more effectively and nt greater profit.
taxes so heavily on many of the articles the fishermen use, 0ur exporte of fish deelined 8 1,750,000 in 1884, 85 and I83e.
it would be ouly fair to increase this vote. While the fish. Did the bunties affect that? My on. friend from North.
ermen are assisting to pay other subsidies given by the umberland (Mr. Mitchell) says there is an increaFed value
Government, the other classes in the Dominion are not at of catch. But I do not tlink yen can rely on the statisties
all assistirg towards paying the fishery bounty that is as to the vaine of tbe catch as fully as on the statistie of
authorised by statute. There were four millions and a-half exporte. That is the true measure of the trade that is done,
paid into the Treasury by the United States on the Fishery and the exports have fallen off-we are net selling as mnch
Award, for the use of fishing on our coasts for 12 yoars. We fisb as we did-we have net as many vessels, we have not
have received the interest on that amount for a number of as many mon employod on the larger vessels; and, there-
years, which amounted, according to my calclUation, to a fore, there is a question as te whether the bouuty le doing
million dollars more. But even at the present time you are what hou. gentlemen opposite intended it te do.
not giving the interest on this award to the fishermen. The Mr. FOSTER. Des the hon, gentleman urge that the
interest would be something over 8-00,000 per annum, bounty sbonld be taken away?
and 3 ou are only paying in bounty $ 150,000. I think it
would be only right that the fishermen should receive, Mr. ELLIS. No.
at least, the interest on the award received from the United Mr. FOSTER. I tbink that the hon. gentleman's remarks
States. On the eue item alone of iren, the Governmont tondod in that direction.
will take more from these fishormen, in the shape of Mr. ELLIS. No.
incrased duties givn th manufacturer, than the tishr-d t t o be f
mn will receive. A schooner of 80 tos now recives , te o eythe
and the crew will recoivo 84 or $5 per man. New, the $8h ermfn of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, the ?eculiar way
wiil net pay the difference in duty on the iren that wilm go whith the hon. member for St. John (tr. Ellis) takes te
inte the construction of a fishing vessel, and the chains and proteet them. aRe bas taken strong ground against pro-
anchors and othr iron articles used in a fishing vesselv; and tecting our rights te our fisheries, and if bis remarks
tho $4 or $5 a man will net pay the additional duties that to-night mean anyting, they are that we ought te take
has been imposed upon many cf the articles that ihese away the bouty from our fishermen.
people consume. The Finance Minieter, a few eveninge age, Mr. ELLIS. le that a fair kind of remark te make aftr
80 far as 1 could understand, tried te belittie the fishing the way I have spoken of this mtter as oune of publie
trade and those engaged in it, and intimated that fish hould poliey? to it quite fair that, when diseuse the effct oft be sipped by steamers; and te on. the junior meme reeeterete .

Di the bountissen aff esect t tyhn firie from Noth

ber for Halifax expressed great sympathy for the Ounamd gentleman should endeaver te put me in a false position?
steamboats that were lying idie. I think the senior member I ceosider it an exeediugly moua thing te do; but I wil
for Halifax (Mr. Joues) showad tlearly that sotbsidisihg not prose it further.
tse steamers would tend t lay te schooers now reu t e ai oe
employd in te West India trade. I think ome consider-ot lin h
ation should ho given te thos fishormfn, becasse, as far as bounty, but ho thought it would ho botter te give a larger
wualth gees, they cannot be at ail eompared with th proportion of it te those who owned vessels, w; i thed re-
biilk cf the mannfaetnring classes cf the Dominion. vessele, and net so large a proportion te those who fished
The meet cf the latter are wealthy, while the in hmal boats. That was hie opinion; but I do net think
fithermeu, as a elas@, do net more than mako their living, ho was right. My impression is that the mon who own
1 think this matter sbould ho taken up and f ully ceusidbred vessels roceive toc large a proportion, and an inresed
by the Government, and the amount should ho inoreased, at proportion should bo given te the smail boat fishermen,
ail events, te the intorest on the $4,500,000 wbih was who are poorer mn, a d n t able te ba d large vessee. 
received from the American Government. I hope the maintain my hon. friend is wrong on that peint.
Minister of Finance will nm t encourage the subsidising of Mr. ELLIS. I did net express any opinion, but I merely
steamers te interfore with the present mode cf shipping our pointed eut what was tho iffest cf tho bounty.
fish. I ws geing tec ay a few words on that subjeot the Mr. KIRK. That is my epinion-that a larger appro.
other evoning. While even admitting that the subwiieing cf priationl sluld be givon for the purpose cf encuraging the
a steamsbip lino rom oalifax i the West ndies might b a poor fishrmen, thos who are obliged te 118h within the
good prjeet, it onld be of no benefit te the western oun' tbree-mile limit, in small boate. It le for their right fish
ties, for the steamers would net touoh at Lunenbag or within the three.mile limit that the money wa obtained;
Yarmouth, and, therefore, would nt benefit the trade cf therefere, those who fish there should be bonefited by the
thoso ounties. bneess the shippers of those countios sentbounty. They are the poorer clamse f the peopl, and are

Mr. M Jolb
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unable to purchase large vessels, but are obliged to romain
at home and fish in small boats.

Mr. D XVIES (P.E.I.) The system of bounties is entirely
wrong and very mysterious, and hon. gentlemen opposite can -
not conter a greater favor on the fishermen of the Maritime
Provinces than by withdrawing the bounties, and in place of
granting them relieving the fishermen of the taxes they
pay in other directions. They are entitled to the bounties,
but I do net think they obtain them, because they go into
the hands of middle men, and a large proportion never
reaches the poor fishermen.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not rise to pursue the argument
which the Minister of Marine adopted towards the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Ellis). it was an exceedingly
unfair argument, aLd on consideration ho will see ho was
placing the hon. member in a false position in giving to his
words a construction ho never intended. I rather agree,
however, with the remarks of the hon. member for Guys-
boro' (Mr. Kirk) that instead to give the bounties to
owners of large vessels and not to owners of small boats
would be rather a mistake. There is a good deal to be said on
both sides, but where there is one owner of a large vessel
there are one hundred to two hundred boat fishermen, and
they require greaer aid than do the men who are able to
build and work large vessels. As stated by the hon. mem-
ber for Queen's (Mr. Davies) in regard to the bounty, I must
say that it has always been a very serious question with me,
from the time that appropriation was first made, whether it
was in the interest of the fishermen or not I come from
the seashore, and I am not afraid to express my opinion,
and it is, that it is not a beneficial way of helping the fisher-
men. If they were relieved from the duties which, under
the increased tariff, will still further be increased on the
articles which go into consumption and which are necessities,
it would be botter.

Mr. DAVIES. Corn meal.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, corn meal, and the outfit of their
vessels. That, it seems to me, would be a botter way of
assisting them. If we cannot obtain all these changes we
have, of course, to take what we can get. The men by the
sea do not get justice. The modesty of the representatives
they send hore, who do not assert the rights of the people
they represent-and I, myseif, feel that I fail to do so -and
I hold that it would be more for the benefit of the fishermen
if these duties were removed than if they received the
bounty at present given them. lowever, we will accept
what we can get.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is beyond the power
of Parliament to confer that power on the members of the
Government.

Mr. JONES. There are two grounds on which an in-
crease of bounty would be quite justifiable. First, on the
ground that there is a large amount of monoy recoived from
the Anlerican Government for the use of our fisheries. That
privilege belongs to the fishermen who are interested in that
grant, and, therefore, any interest derived from that sum
should be fairly claimed by those interested in the fishing
interests in the country. Again, the articles which the
fishermen require to use have been so largely increased in
cost by the fiscal policy of the country, in the last five or
six years, they have been such large consumers of d.tiable
articles, and such large users of those dutiable articles whioh
enter into the construction and equipment of their vessels,
that they pay, pro rata, a much larger proportion than those
who follow agricultural pursuits. I think, on those two
grounds, tifat the fishermen of the Dominion have a fair
claim on the Government for an increase of the subsidy, at
least to the extent of the interest on the amount received
from the Americans for the use of our fisherios.

185

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask at whose
expense the fisheries are to be protected and the vessels to
be fitted out. Are they to be maintained at the expense of
the entire community ? Are we, who live inland, to pay
any portion of the taxes by which this protection is to be
afforded ? If we are to be exempt from those liabilities, I
think it would be reasonable that any profit or advantage
derived from the sop which the Americans have paid into
the Treasury for the privilege of fishing in our waters,
should go to the improvement of the fishermen. But it
does seem to me that it is an extraordinary system, one
which has been introduced by the present Minister, to grant
bounties to men in the pursuit of the ordinary calling in
life in which they are engaged. Who is going to grant a
bounty to the carpenters? Who is going to conter a
bounty upon blacksmiths, or any other body of men who
are ongaged in mechanies ? Who is going to give
a bounty to the farmer for cultivating his land and
producing his crop? Why should one class of
the community-deserving and highly useful, no doubt-
receive a boanty in order to encourage them to pursue that
business in which they are engaged, any more than any
other class of the community? Now, there is no doubt
that that is the way the bounty was given. We know it
was given just preceding an election, and no one eau ques-
tion that it was given for the purpose of influencing the
votes of the fishermen, and while the fishermen were ap-
parently benedted by the grant or bounty, there were im-
posed on them taxes in excess of any favor which was
conferred on them. If the hon. gentleman is disposed to
favor the fishermen, let him have his clothing, his outfit
and his food at a low rate and exempt him from taxation
and thon ho will be aiding him more effectually than under
the present arrangement, and in a way not inconsistent with
his manhood and independence.

Mr. MITCHELL. If you can get that done I would
be willing to wipe out the bounties.

Mr. JONES. I would say to the hon. gentleman who has
just spoken that the fishery question has been the great
factor whereby the Government of this country, since Con-
federation and before Confederation, have been able to obtain
reociprocal relations with the United States, by which the
products of the old Provinces of Canada were admitted duty
free into the United States. Therefore, to-day, our claim
for the fisheries are kept up from a national point of view,
and not from a view as affecting the fishermen alone. We
are maintaining our rights to our coast fisheries on the
ground that they may be utilised-I do not know how
soon; I hope very soon-by obtaining the largest measure
of reciprocal trade with our American neighbors. It is all
we have 'to give ; it is all they desire, and if we bad noL
our coast fisheries to offer as a return to the United State
for reciprocal trade relations with that country, there
would be no possibility of having those relations with them
at al. Therefore, the hon. gentleman will see that this is a
question more important in a national point of view than
ho is disposed to regard it, and that it is not merely in the
interests of the fisebrmen.

Superintendence of Inurance-expen es. $5,500

Mr. PLAT T. I would like to ask why the report of the
Superintendent of Insurance is not down ? I do not know
whother the year terminates on the 30th June last, or at
the end of the calendar year, but at any rate there is suffi-
cient time for the report to be brought down.

The CHAIRMAN. Carried.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the hon. gentleman's question
should ho answered by somebody.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will make an enquiry.
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Geological Survey. ................ ......... ............ .... .... 55,000

Mr. MITCHE LL. i wish to ask when the report of that
Department will be brought down, and while I am on my
feet I would just say that it is one of the few Departments
fron which I huve received what I conceive to be discour-
tesy. One of my constituents wrote me the other day-

Mr. HESSON. We heard that before.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then you will hear it again, and

hear it as often as I like. The less of your interference we
get the better.

Mr. HESSON. Who is wasting the time of the House ?
Mr. MITCHELL. I applied to that Department--
Mr. HESSON. Go and pay like the rest of us do.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am always ready to pay what I have

a right to pay, but if the public--
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Mr. Chairman, these interrup-

tions are most unfair.
Mr. JONES. And they all come from one man, from

one hon. member.

Mr. MITCHELL. He is noted for bis impertinent inter-
ruptions.

Mr. KIRK. Hear, hear.
The CHAIRMAN. Order, order.
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, as I thought, in a courteous

and civil way, I asked that Department to please send me a
copy of their report. I said it they had the annual report
I would like to get it, but if I was refused that I said they
could give me the report of last year. They said I could
have another report by paying for it, but I managed to get
one from a friend. I think when we pay 855,000 for the
support of a geological establishment, there ought to be
placed at the disposal of the members of this House, such a
number of reports that when one of their constituents wants
to get a single report he ought to be able to get it. We
know very well that some two or three years ago the
efficiency of that Department was a subject which was
seriously enquired into by a committee of this louse, and
that very serious reflections were made on that Depart-
ment. Up to this time I have not heard of anything
special being done by the executive of the country in rela-
tion to the matter, and I think it is time that they should
be commonly civil to a member of Parliament who applies
in a bond fide way for the purpose of giving to his con.
stituents the benefit of a share in the large sum of money
which the country votes towards that service.

The CHAIRMAN. Carried.
Mr. MITCHELL. I think we should stop now.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, I was going to suggest

that the Committee should report progress and ask leave to
sit again.

Committee rose and reported resolutions.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House. He said : I must, I fear, give up all hope of
carrying out the expectations I indulged in a few days ago
that the House would be prorogued on Saturday. All hope
of that is gone, but, perhaps, we may be able to look for pro.
rogation on Saturday week.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose Tuesday is to
be a holiday ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I presume so.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 1:45 a. m.

(Friday).

SiR CHAREs Tuppa.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 17th June, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPRESENTATION OF DIGBY, S.S.

Mr. Jones moved:
That Mr. Speaker do issue hie warrant for a new writ for an election

in the electoral district of the county of Digby, N.S., vacated by the
death of the late member, Mr. John Campbell.

Motion agreed to.

INDEXING OF SESSIONAL PAPERS.

Mr. BERGIN. With the permission of the House I desire
to call attention to the remarks made by the hon. member
for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), with regard to the indexes
of the sessional papers, I was astonished, the other day,
when he made the remarks he did in connection with the
sessional papers, but not having a copy of any of the indexes
by me, I allowed the matter to go until I should have them
before me. I think the hon. gentleman must have referred
to the indexes previous to 1885, becanse from 1885 until now,
I think the indexes are as nearly perfect as they
can be. I do not know of any papers, on any
subject printed in the sessional papers, but can be found in
almost a moment, by a reference to the indexes for 1885
or 1886; and a very great change was made since 1884 by the
officer who has charge of the preparation of the sessional
papers, and I think that the attention of the House should
be called to this reflection upon a deserving offcer, one who
has very much improved the service.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I may say that I had not the
slightest intention of making a reflection on any particular
officer, because I did not know who the offlcer was, and I
have not the faintest idea at this moment who he is. But I
know that the opinion I expressed is shared in by a large
number of members on both sides cf the f.ouse, with whom
I conversed on the subject both before and since I
mentioned the matter in the House. I have not examined
the index for the year 1886, which the hon. gentleman
says may be correct, and I hope it is; but I know that the
indexes of previous years were very bad indeed . Those
who understand them thoroughly may be able to follow
them, but a person who has been accustomed to ordinary
indexes by subjects finds it difficult to understand the man-
ner in which the old se, sionat papers have been indexed.
I am glad to hear the hon. gentleman say that an improve-
ment has been made.

Mr. BERGIN. I may say that the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake), was so pleased with the change
made and the state of perfection at which the index had
arrived, that he wrote to Mr. Romaine expressing hi thanks
and his satisfaction. The index is not only an alphabetical
one, but it enables you to ascertain in a moment on whose
motion a paper was ordered, the date at which the House
ordered it, and the date at which it was brought down to
the House-everything in connection with it.

Mr. DAVIES. I am very pleased to hear it.

NORTH-WESTERN COAL AN D NAVIGATION COM.
PANY.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 161) to amend "An Act to authorise the grant of
certain subsidies in land for the construction of the railways
therein mentioned." He said : This Bill is merely to cor-
rect an error. The Act authorising a grant of land to the
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North-western Coal and Navigation Company fixed the
quantity at 3,840 acres. The Order in Council granting
the land put the quantity at 3,804 acres, and this Bill is
simply to make the correction, so as to make the Act con-
form with the Order in Council.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THREATS AND INTIMIDATIONS.

Mr. THOMPSON. I would ask the House to suspend
the rules for the purpose of enabling me to introduce Bill
(No.162) to amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter 173,rospect.
ing "Threats,intimidations and other offences." I will explain
briefly the purpose of the BiIl. My attention was, the other
day, called by the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot)
to the circumstances which, in his judgment, required the
urgent disposition of his Bill (No. 142) entitled " An Act for
the protection of laborers on board vessels;" and in
giving attention to the bon. gentleman's suggestions
I was only able to acquiesce in his suggestion for the re-
moval of certain defects in the present law, which are of
the nature of technical defects; and when I read the one
clause which this Bill contains, I will explain briefly what
the alterations are that it proposes. It repeals section 11
of the Revised Statutes, Chapter 173, and substitutes the
following section for it.

Mr. MITCHEILL. What was the effect of section 11 ?
Mr. THOMPSON. Section 11 is to prevent intimidation,

threats and other offences against persons working on board
ships, and it has certain defects which it may be necessary
to remove as quickly as possible. The clause I propose to
substitute is this:

" Every person who unlawfully and by force or threat, or any other
means, hinders or prevents, or attempts to hinder or prevent any sea-
man, stevedore, ship carpenter, ship labourer or othlier person em-
ployed "-

The present law says " usually working," and, therefore.
confines the protection to persons who are accustomed to
engage in that employment, whereas the protection should
be extended to ail those who are actually employed in the
work-

"-to work at or on board any ship or vessel, or to do any work con-
nected with the loading or unloading thereof "-

The present law restricts the protection to any person ac-
tually at work on board of any ship or vessel-

"-or to do any work connected with the loading or unloading
thereof, from working at or exercising any lawful trade, business, call-
ing or occupaTion in or for which he is so employed ; or beats or uses any
such violence to, or makes any threat against any such person, with
intent to hinder or prevent him from working ai or exercising the same"-

This is new-
"-or on account of hie having worked at or exercised the same,

shall, on summary conviction before two justices of the peace, be liable
to imprisonment, with liard labor, for any term not exceeding three
months."

The penalty romains the saie, and the summary conviction
before two justices of the peace is the same as before. The
three principal new features introduced are these: First, to
extend the protection of the Act to persons actually em-
ployed, althongh they may not be persons usually engaged
in the business; second, to extend it to ail persons em-
ployed on or about any ship or vessel, even though not
working on board the vessel; and, third, to make it illegal
to beat or use any violence to, or make any threat against
any person by reason of his having worked at any vessel,
or loading or unloading thereof. The present law does not
extend the protection to those who were engaged in work
that has been completed. I ask leave to introduce this Bill
now, 80 as to expedite its passage as much as possible.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

Mr. THOMPSOY. I would, with the permission of the
House, ask that the Bill be now read the second time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. I think that ought to
be considered a littie. I understood there were deputations
and some remonstrances addressed to the House about
this, and it may be a measure of some importance. I did
not understand the hon. gentleman to say he was about to
put the Bill through completely to-day.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is a subject which, when I was
Minister of Marine, occupied a good deal of attention, and
a Bill was brought in of a very stringent character to relieve
certain abuses which occurred during that time. The rowdy
element of Quebec had obtained the mastery to such an
extent that they had actually gone on board vessels and
turned mon out of the forecaste, and in one case actually
shot a man, so that it was necessary to bring in a stringent
law. The present law is one bearing in a similar way on
the attempt to prevent people exercising the right of free
labor. I entirely approve of the principle of this measure.
I understand difficulty exists at present in Quebec, that
ships cannot get loaded tbore, and that this is destroying
the trade of the port. It is important the law should be
maintained, and the Bill meets with my hearty approval.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I have examined this Bill
and see no objection to it. I believe it will meet ail the
demands of the trade of Quebec.

Mr. EDGAR. Without seeing the Bill it is impossible to
judge of its effects. The only thing I notice in it, as the
Minister of Justice read it, was with reference to intimida-
tion and threats, in which there is a decided distinction
compared with the other clauses of the same Act. In the
other clauses of the Act, where threats are made punishable,
it is " threats of violence." As I heard the language used
in this provision, the word introduced is simply "threats "
and not " threats of violence." In that particular alone,
we should not make a distinction in respect of one class of
workmen and ship laborers that is not made in respect of
another. If threats of violence aretho only kind of threats
which should be put down by the strong arm of the law, in
other cases, I do not see why any difference should be made
in the case of the ship laborers.

Mr. THOMPSON. As the Bill will come up for its second
reading to-morrow, it will be more convenient that I should
give any explanations required thon.

NORTH-WEST COUNCIL ELECTIONS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will ask the House for
leave to suspend the rules and to introduce Bill (No. 163)
res pectirg the Council of theNorth-West Territories without
notice. I believe there will be no objection from hon. gen-
tlemen opposile. It is with respect to the elections of the
North-West Council, which are to take place in October
next. I am informed by hon. members from the North.
West that, in consequence of the influx of settiers, fully
half of the settlers, under the present law, will be practical-
ly disfranchised, and have ne opportunity of voting in
October next. The Council is elected for two years. lt is
the object of avoiding this disfranchisement that my
hon. friend the member from Saskatchewan (Mr. McDow-
al) las a Bill on the paper,which is not likely to be reached,
sub-dividing the whole of the North-West into new consti-
tuencies, dioing away, among other things, with the pro-
hibitory clauses in the present law, and dealing with the
question of nomination and several points of importance
which cannot possibly be discussed, even should we reach
the Bill this Session. It would, however, be mockery to
have an election in October when the majority of the peo-
ple who ought to have the right to vote will practically
have no vote. I, therefore, propose to ask the House for
leave to introduoe a Bill continuing the North-West Council
until the end of the next Session of this Parliament. They
will hold one Council more in October or November, and
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the Government will be prepared next Session to bring down
a measure redividing the whole of the North-West, and
making the necessary alterations consequent upon the in-
crease of population of that country. I merely ask the
House to do away with the necessity of notice. I wish to,
have the Bill before the House now, so that, if possible, it
may become law this Session. The Bill is a short one, and
it reads:

Notwithstanding anything contained in the North-West Territories
Act, the members of the Council of the said Territories shall continue
as such until the end of the next Session of the Parliament of Canada.
and no elections will be held before then except for the filling up of
Vacancies in the Council.

Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps the right hon. gentleman
would consider the advisability, when preparing that Bill,
of making the mode of voting out there as it is ail over the
Dominion, viz., by ballot, instead of by open voting.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have not the slightest
objection. The reason open voting was adopted from the
commencement of the Council was, I think, to have the
voters come in anyhow or no how, so that they might
record their votes; and as the population was scattered,
there was a sort of ambulatory returning officer who got
the votes of the people wherever they could be found. It
was impossible Io know where the ballot boxes should bo
sent, or how many. Now that the country has become
more settled, the same mode of voting that exists in the
rest of the Dominion ought to be adopted there.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not suppose there will ho any
objection, at this late period of the Session, to the sus-
peasion of the rules, as far as the introduction of the
Bill is concerned, but I do not think, at present,
any one would be disposed to admit anything further.
Perhaps it would be more fitting the Bill of the hon. mem-
ber for Saskatchewan (Mr. MacDowall) should be placed on
the Orders of the Government, and thus have a chance of
passing this Session. It is a serions thing to deprive the
people of elections this year.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is only putting them
off for a few months. The Government cannot adopt the
measure of the bon. member for Saskatchewan, and there
are a good many points to be discussed to which the noces-
sary attention could not be given this Session.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman spoke to me, and I
told him that, speaking for myself I would not object to bis
introducing the measure without notice, but, of course, 1
did not bind myself to accept his proposition. Now, this
Bill proposes to do wbat was done in the time of Queen
Anne, it proposes to extend the period beyond that for
which the Legislature was elected.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is seven months in-
stead of seven years.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That was an extension from
three years to seven years, and this is an extension from
two years to three and half years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, to two and halfyears.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, the time will be up in

October. Does the hon. gentleman suppose it will be pos-
sible to bave a Session of Parliament and thon to hold an
election before the October following.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). So it is really extending the

period for a year beyond the period for which the House is
elected. That is one objection to the Bill which the hon.

t L * lm- h_ tT Ill d th, tt o ti I h

ment ought to have been ready to deal with this Ses-
sion. Then the hon. gentleman knows that certain mem-
bers from the North-West proposed to him a measure
which, he says, the Government cannot accept. Thdre were
many propositions in that measure which, I think, very few
members of the House would be willing to accept, such as
those provisions relating to the sale of liquor in the North-
West, which were very foreign, indeed, to the subject of
representation ; but I understood that those gentlemen
were ready to eliminate everything of that sort. The
question is whether the Government could, during this
Session, make a division of the territory of the North-West
into electoral districts so as to give to the whole population
a fair representation. It seems to me that the Government
being in possession of the census, any one Minister who
would devote bis attention to that for an afternoon could
lay before the House a plan ofrepresentation for the Terri-
tories, and especially couid he do so with the aid of those
who represent that territory, and the hon. gentleman
could get that measure through the House with almost as
much facility as ho can the Bill now before us.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not without the hon.
gentleman's assistance.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would feel, and I am sure
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House would feel, more
inclined to support a proposition of that kind than this
proposition, which nothing but the inability to deal with
the matter in another way can justify, that is, the exten-
sion of the perod for which a Parliament is elected. I
think, rather than deprive two-thirds of the population of
the right of voting at the next election, I would support
the hon. gentleman's proposition if we had no alternative,
but I think there is another choice open to us, and
that is dividing the North-West into electoral districts, and
permitting everyone who has voted for members of this
House to vote for members of the North-West Council.

Mr. EDGAR. What difficulty is there in allowing the
election to be held and dealing with this matter next
Session ? 1 cannot see any objection to allowing the local
House to expire in the natural way between the present
time and the next Session, and dealing with the matter, and
taking time to deal with it, next Session, and thon, if it is
an urgent matter, and this Parliament has jurisdiction,
shortening the period thon would not interfere with the
period for which the Council was elected, and we are acting
far more constitutionally and avoiding a bad precedent, and
are not doing harm to anybody or disfranchising anybody
under the sun.

Mr. DAVIN. I should, myself, have preferred if a
measure bad been introduced at an earlier part of this
Session, but, as it bas not been introduced, I think the pro-
posal of the right hon. gentleman is one which is most in
the interest of the North-West. I think it would be very
undesirable that, at this period of the Session, we should go
into a matter which would require a great deal of con.
sideration which cannot be given to it at a time when we
are al[ hurrying to close things up hore, and, therefore, for
my own part, I will support the proposai of the right bon.
gentleman. No harm can be done, and, if another Council
is elected, what will happen will ho this: that you will have
these persons disfranchised for a considerable period longer.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Two years.
Mr. DAVIN. Yes; two years. Therefore, I support the

proposai of the right hon. gentleman as being most in the
interests of the North-West.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

Hlouse to the fact that a large portion of the population of;
the North-West would be without representation when we
were discussing the subject of the representation last year, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that when the
and it seems to me that this is a matter that the Govern- House adjourns this day, it do stand adjourmed until Satur.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
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day, at three o'clock p.m., and that Government Orders
have precedence on that day.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would suggest to the
hon. gentleman that, as probably he is well aware, unfortu-
nately very little business, as a rule, is done on Saturday
evenings, and certainly last Saturday was no exception to
that general rule. 0 Would it not be better-would it not in-
crease our facility for despatching business, and probably
conduce to the convenience of the hon. gentleman, and of the
members generally, if we were to meet at 1:30 and adjourn
at six? It would give nearly the same time in point of
hours, and a more effective time than we would have by
meeting at 3 and adjourning at 12. Of course, it is only a
matter of convenience.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will accept the sugges-
tion of the hon. gentleman, but say that we meet at one
and it until 6. My experience, however, is that, in morn-
ing semsions, members are much more talkative than they
are in the evening.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I wish to make a very brief
statement to the House before the Orders of the Day are
called. The House will remember that, on a recent occa-
sion, wher. the question arose of the policy of various Gov-
ernments in regard to the action of subordinate officers, I
read a letter to the House which was handed to me by an
hon. member who sits behind me from a printed paper pub-
lished at the time, which was some time ago, and which I
had no idea was not authentic. It purports to be a letter
written by Mr. Wm. Ross, then a member of this
House, and at one time a member of the Goverment; and
when I read that letter to the House I had entirely for-
gotten that when it was originally produced its authenticity
was challenged. That statement was made by an hon.
gentleman opposite, and I think it is right that I should
say that I have received a letter from Mr. Rosa calling my
attention to the fact of bis having denied the authenticity
of the letter, and assuring me that the letter was a forgery.
I take this opportunity of stating to the House that I ac.
cept that statement. I have not the slightest doubt of the
accuracy of the statement made by this gentleman, who at
this moment holds a very high and important office under
the Governmont. I have very great pleasure in making
the fulleet amends to the hon. gentleman, and in expressing
my regret that I should have forgotten, what I now re.
member, that, at the time the letter was produced, its
authenticity was denied.

PRESCOTT AND RUSSELL COUNTY COURT.

Mr. LABROSSE. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, before
the order is called, I desire to call the attention of the Gov.
ernment, and of the Minister of Justice, to the state of the
court at L'Orignal, in the judicial district of Prescott and
Russell. It seems that the court is open since last Tuesday;
consequently the jurymen and witnesses have been there
for three days, and nothing bas been done, owing to the
absence ot a judge. Mr. Maxwell, the county attorney, has
written to me that no less than S300 additional expenses
will be caused by this delay. I desire to know whether
means have been taken to appoint a temporary judge to this
court, or whether a new judge has been appointed to take
the place of Judge Daniels, lately deceased.

Sir JOHN A. MA DONAL D. I would say to the hon.
gentleman that in consequence of the regretted death of Mr.
Justice Daniel, a deputy judge bas been appointed to go
down and hold the present Quarter Sessions, Judge Lyon, of
Ottawa. The appointment of a ceunty judge will be made
in a few days

SUPPLY-M. F. O'DONOGHUE.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House again
resolve itself into Committee of Supply.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Before you leave the Chair, a mat-
ter bas been brought to my notice which I consider of suffi-
cient importance to be brought to the notice of this House.
It is in reference to an agreement that was entered into by
the First Minister with one M. F. O'Donoghue, in reference
to a claim of the late W. B. O'Donoghue, Manitoba. A
gentleman has placed in my hand a statement of that agree.
ment, which I will read to the House. He makes a state-
ment, too, about the Premier of this coun try, on the 14th
January, 1887, in which he says:

" Whereas, on the 29th of last January, the Right Hon. Sir John A.
Macdonald, leader of the Government, made me the followin g proposi-
tion, which was accepted on the 30th of the same month, to wit: That
in case he had a majority in the next House of Oommons, he would have
a decent sum granted by Parliament to the representatives of Professor
O'Donoghue for losses sustained by him.'

I find in reference to this agreement made by the Premier
with M. F. O'Donoghue, certain letters which are placed in
my hands, or copies of letters, which lead to th e inevitable
conclusion that Sir John A. Macdonald, Premier of this
country, did enter into this .agreement with Mr. M. F.
O'Donoghue I find that ho addressed a letter to the Premier
on the 24th January, and in this letter he relates several
matters in regard to the claims of his late brother. He
draws the attention of the Premier to these claims and to
the statements made, not only by the Premier, but by the
Minister of Finance, in reference to this claim some years
before. The importance of the letter seems to have been
acknowledged by the Premier, for I find in the letter he
gives me that we have a letter from the Premier to him,
which is dated at Earnscliffe, Ottawa, 28th January, 1887.

" DAR 81,-If you call upon me to-morrow morning, say at eleven
o'clock, I shall be glad to see you.

"or Luy
Y ours

" J
"To M. F. O'DoNoHuu, Esq.,

" Ottawa."

Then we have this letter:
" OTT

" To the Right Hon. Sir JOEN A. MACDONALD,
" Premier of Canada.

trulyl
OHN A. MAODONALD.

LwA, 30th January, 1887.

"Sin,-I beg to inform you that I acceptyour proposition of yesterday,
that in case you have a majority in the next House of Oommons you
would have a decent sum granted by Parliament to the representatives
of Professor O'Donoghue for losses sustained by him, deeming the sum
sufficiently satisfactory to his relatives and to his fellow countrymen in
Canada, with whom his memory and hie interests are a sacred trust. On
the strength of that proposition and of the interest manifested by your-
self and your colleagues, both in and out of Parliament, in the case of
Professor O'Donoghue, and the Irishmen of Canada as represented ie
him, I deem it my duty to do aIl in my power to see you triumphantly
returned to the next Parliament, and shall be happy to accompany you
to Toronto, as you requested, and take part in the present campaign,
with pen and tongue, wherever my services may be deemed most valu-
able. Kindly inform me when you start, and any further details you
may consider advisable.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your very obedient servant,

"M. F. O'DONOGHUE."
" ALBION HOTEL."

Then we find that for some reason or other, Mr. O'Donoghne
did not turn up at the station the next night, and we find a
letter written by the secretary of the Premier of this country
to Mr. O'Donoghue, which is dated, Union Station, Ottawa,
11 p.m., 31st January:

"DAR Sa,-Sir John A. Macdonald desires me to say that he
expected to meet you at the station to-night to go up to Toronto on the
nighttrain. He thinka yon had better follow up to-morrow morning.

"I am, dea: Sir, yours truly,
"JOSEPH POPE,

" Private Sec'y.
"M. F. O'Dojoexuu, Esq., Albion Hotel."
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From the agreement which he says was entered into be-
tween himself and the Premier of this country, which I
have read to the House, and from the letters I have read, it
was apparent that there must have been something of that
kind. That agreement shows that Sir John A. Macdonald,
the Premier of this country, had entered into an agreement
with this M. F. O'Donoghue, and copies of the letters that
I have read would indicate that such was the case. Hon.
gentlemen will probably say that the copies of the letters
are not sufficient, that I should have read the original lot-
ters. If there is any doubt on this point, I have the original
letters here also, and I can read them for the satisfaction of
hon. members. In regard to the claim of the late Mr.
O'Donoghue, speaking for myself, I know nothing; but I
remember, and every hon. member who occupied a seat in
this House in 1877, will well remember, how his claims were
advocated by the prosent Minister of Inland Revenue
and by the present Premier of this country. To show the
House that they believed his claims were right and
just, I will read what was said by the Premier on that occa-
sion. He complained very bitterly because the Government
that was then in power had not granted an amnesty to
Professor O'Donoghue. He complained also bitterly bocause
he was kept out of the country whilst unscrupulous men
were taking away his propesty in Canada, and he led the
people to believe that O'Donoghue was very much injured
by the course pursued by the Goverinment led by·the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie). He stated in the
House at that time that Professor O'Donoghue was banished
for the term of lis life from bis home, that it was an act of
injustice, and there was no excuse for it, that this man had
been left out in the cold, while others obtained permission,
after three years, to return to this country and assume the
privileges of British subjects as freemen and enjoy their
property. Speaking in reference to this at Barrie, in 1878,
the First Minister Faid:

" Mr. O'Donoghue wants to return to this country, not for the purpose
of living in Canada, but for the purpose of recovering his lands in
Winnipeg, which some unscrupulous men are trying to get hold of."

Thon we find that the Minister of Inland Revenue, speak.
ing in regard to the late Professor O'Donoghue, in the
Session of 1877, said, I read from Hansard:

" What reason would justify the fact that he was banished for all
time out of this country and his property, a large amount, is wrested
from him and enjoyed by others? '

Now, we find those gentlemen believed, or stated at ail events,
thai ha had rights, that ho had property, and he was kept
out of the country by the action of the Government of Mr.
Mackenzie, and prevented from getting his property. After
a length of time Mr. Mackenzie's Government went out of
power and Sir John A. Macdonald's Governmont came in.
It was eight or nine years since they came into power, and
I understand while negotiations have taken place between
the boira of the late W. B. O'Donoghue and the Govern-
ment that as yet nothing had been arrived at. But
we find that immediately before the elections the Premier
entered into an agreement with M. F. O'Donoghue that if
he would assist him in the elections, if ho would go into
the elections with him, le would have a decent sum placed
in the Estimates for the purpose of paying off the claims of
the late W. B. O'Donoghue. M. F. O'Donoghue believed-
that statement. He entered into the campaign with the
hon. gentleman. He did not, it is true, accompany him to
Toronto; I do not know what were his reasons for declining
to go up in the same car, but when the hon. gentleman
reached the station a note was sent by bis secretary asking
Mr. O'Donoghue to go up in the morning. He goes up in the
morning. Ho there is told a telegram is sent by the Pre-
mier to the Minister of Inland Revenue telling him he had
made a settlement with the heirs of the late W. B.
O'Donoghuo and asking M. F. O'Donoghue to go to the
editor of the IrisA Canadian and inform him that he had

Mr. LANDEREKIN.

made a just and equitable settlement of the claims, and that
he would see justice done in the matter. He goes into the
elections with the hon. gentleman. He visits several con-
stituencies where ho is requested to go. The Premier at
that time had trotted out the Protestant horse, ho was riding
it triumphantly ; but ho was uasing the back stair influence
of other parties in order to secure the Irish Catholie vote.
He was willing to enter into negotiations and an agreement
in order to secure the cooperation and assistance of those
men by fair promises. Mr. O'Donoghue entered into the
campaign with him. He went into West Peterboro' and
exercised bis influence thore, also into East Peterboro' and
rendered assistance there, he also visited South Victoria,
Algoma, East Assiniboia and East Northumberland and
aided the Government, and ha believed when ha was doing
this thathe was going to get justice done to his'brother's heirs.
He relied upon the promises made by the First Minister of Ca-
nada; he believed that the promises made by the First Minister
would be kept, and ha worked on behalf of that Minister as
far as ha possibly could. When the elections were over
and the First Miaister had been returned to power he had
no further need for that person who had assisted him; and
the estimates have come down, but no sum appears in them
to meet those claims, claims which the First Minister had
admitted when out of office, claims which the Minister of
Inland Revenue admitted when out of office; but after they
got through the elections they placed nothing in the
Estimates. I do not know whether there should be any-
thing in the Estimates or not; but the arrangements was
that there would be. If not, the First Minister should never
have entered into an agreement to place a sum in the
Estimates merely for the purpose of getting support.
We find that this O'Donoghue had been courted
by other Ministers. We find that the Minister of Railways
sent for him; I have a note from his socretary desiring a
conference with him. This was in December. What for ?
To go into the Ontario elections in order to defeat the
Mowat Government. We find that others made application
to him, and every means have beau used for the purpose of
securing the support of this Mir. O'Donoghue, who, I under.
stand, is a very clever and able man. The hon. member for
North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) undertook to establish the
claims and work out the claims of W. B. O'Donoghue.

Mr. MITCHELL. They are on diffirent sides.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, they were on different sides-

But there was a beautiful blending of the orange and the
green. There was the cauter on the Protestant horse in
daylight and the auxiliary means used, but after taking up
that bold platform it was not very good policy for thm to
make it known. In the letters which I hold bere, written
by the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), ho
seems to admit that Mr. O'Donoghue had claims. He placed
a notice on the paper asking for papers in the year 1879.
Whether those papers were brought down or not I cannot
say, but at all avents ho gave notice before the election,
and ha was aiso somewhat enthusiastic over those claims.
But after the elections were over, lis enthusiasm, like that
of the First Minister and like that of the Minister of Inland
Revenue, died away. It was no longer necessary to keep
the promises they made and the assurances they gave to
Mr. O'Uonoghue, because their object had been served.
Some other means, some other device, could be raised, pro-
bably, to assist them at some future time. Now, I have felt
it was my duty to bring this matter before the House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I believe it is the duty of every

member of this House to see that if a pledge le given with
a view of securing assistance or support at an election that
it should be attended to.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
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Mr. LANDE RKIN. And if a pledge is given which is

not properly given-that should not be properly made,
which had no right to ho made, and I say that the First
Minister, after making a pledge of this character, if this
gentleman had no claims,was notjustified in making pledges
or leading the heirs of W. B. O'Donoghne to believe that the
claims would be attended to if he had a majority at the
elections. I have brought the matter before the House, and
I leave it for the House to say whether it is in the interests
of this country that the First Minister shall endeavor to
succeed in maintaining power by making pledges which ho
does not perform. But if it is satisfactory to the House
that such a state of things should exist, why I will have to
bow to it as best I can.

Mr. McCARTHY. Will the hon. gentleman read the
letter which ho says ho bas from- me ? I have no recol.
lection of having had any correspondence with Mr.
O'Donoghue.

Mr. MACKENZIE. You were loaded up the other way.
Some hon. MEMBERS. The letter, the letter.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman wants
the letter.

Mr. MICARTIIY. I do.
Mr. LANDERKIN. It isa very long letter and probably

it would do if I would hand it to the reporter.
An hot. MEMBER. Ie cannot road it.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Read, rend.
Mr. LANDERKIN:

" BaRRi, 26th March, 1879.
Mr. McCARTHY. 1879?
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh; read, read.
Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentleman was loaded up

the other way at that time.

Some bon. ME MBERS. Read, read ; dispense.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). 1879 ?

Mr. LANDE RKIN. Yes; the speech of the First Min-
ister which I read was in 1877-he was in Opposition then
-and the speech of the Minister of Inland Revenue was
made in 1878. You would rot expect those gentlemen to
remember a promise they made so long ago. No, of course
not.

" Din Sia,-I found yours of the 20th inst. on my arrival home this
evening. On Saturday last Mr. Costigan and I had a long. intereiew
with a Mr. Spence "-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Dispense, dispense.

Mr. LANDERKIN-
'-and went fully into the whole subj ect of his and your late brother' s
claim to the Winnipeg property."

Some hon. MEIBERS. Give it up.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I think I can make it out without a

cipher.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Spell it.
Mr. LANDERKIN-

" His position is that he as the claim, but that he is willing to share it
or go halves with your "-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. MOCARTHY. Who is willing to go halves?
Mr. LANDERKIN-

"-he does not think that the entry of your brother's name in pencil
gave him any claim, but he states the he (Spence)' -

An hon. MEMIBER. Put your specs on.
Mr. MITCHELL. It cannot be copperplate surely.

Mr. BERGIN. Lot the hon. member for North Simcoe
(Mr. McCarthy) read the letter, and thon lot him be for-
given.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Sond it over to him to read.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman (Mr.

McCarthy) would read it ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Question, question,
Some hon. MEXMBERS. Read, read.

THE IRON DUTIES.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. While the First Min-
ister is considering his reply to my hon. friend, I will have
a conversation with the Minister of Finance, which will
give the First Minister time to recall all those interesting
transactions to his memory, and, perhaps, the Finance
Minister will give us some information. The point that I
wanted to call his attention to was this: I am informed that
the decision at which the Government arrived, that they
would grant a certain indulgence in the matter of the duty
on iron, in the case of goods brought into this country before
a certain time, from some cause or other, to me unknown,
had leaked out, and that in London, Manchester, Birming.
ham, and other places, some considerable number of days
before the matter was announced in Canada authoritatively,
the thing appears to have been known. With the permission
of the House, I will read briefly the facts, and will leave it to
the Finance Minister to say whether he thinks any further
length of time can be granted, or whether any means eau
be devised to put all those people on an equality. I express
no opinion as to the wisdom of the course adopted with
respect to granting this indulgence. That is a question
spart, which I am not going to raise now. But it is pretty
clear, I think, that, as far as possible, all the trade should be
put on the same footing. I will read this statement, and
the hon. gentleman can correct me if it is wrong:

"On the 7th of June a notice appeared in the Toronto Mail that aIl
goods purchased previous to the 13th of Ray and arriving in Canada
before the iut of July would be allowed to be entered at the old rate of
duty. That was the first intimation the Toronto merchants had of the
order."

I think that was the date if 1 remember aright-
" From information received from England and France, that informa-

tion must have been obtained by one or more Montreal importers before
it was known to the general public. We have before us a letter from
my firm's buyer at Manchester on the 28th of May, stating that it was
report.ed there that the new duty wouid not be exacted before the lst cf
July, and that Montreal houses were hurrying forward their goods so au
to have ther in Oan .da before that date. I have also a letter from
London showing that it was known there, and I enclose one from
Rouan, in France, dated on the 3rd of June, which will explain itself.
That letter simply states that it was known there that this
tariff was not proposed to go into force until the lst of July.

" No information was received at the Onstom house3 before the
morning of the Tth of June that goods were to be passed at the old rate
of duty up to the lst of July. On the 7th of July we cabled to ship
everything which had been ordered, but fear it will do little good as the
time was too short."
Now, as I said, I ssy nothing at all ab'ut the policy of the
matter. But it is tolerably clear, I think, from these state-
monts which have been made to me, and which I now com-
municate to the Minister of Finance, that the intentions of
the Department had got out; and it is quite clear, if ho
proposes to grant an indulgence of this kind, that as far as
possible the various merchants affected should be put on
the same footing. Having been absent from the House, I
had no opportunity of discussing the way ho proposed to do
it, and I am not quite sure whether I would be free to make
a suggestion ; but I feel it my duty to call his attention and
that of the flouse to the matter, because it is quite clear
that when you depart from a former custom and grant an
indulgence of this kind, unless the greatest possible precau-
tion is taken, some merchants will obtain an incalculable
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and unfair advantage over others. I am not prepared to
say that the Minister of Finance is to blame in the matter,
but I think some pains should be taken to endeavor to put
all these parties on an equality, and I might add that in the
case of merchants living at a distance from the seaboard, as
in Toronto, some advantage will be given to their competi-
tors in Halifax and St. John if they are not allowed to con-
sider their gooda as practically entered when they reached
this Dominion. One or two days will make a very great
difference in those shipments, and he should make some
time or allowance to merchants of Toronto and the interior
in the matter of invoices arriving on or about the 30th of
June or the 1st of July.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am very glad the hon.
gentleman has called attention to this matter in the
way he has done. I am quite sure it is not necessary for
me to assure the flouse that no information was given by
the Government in any way to any person in advance of
the communication that was made to the public. The
question that arose was a very difficult question, and very
strong representations were made to us as to the effect of
the very great change that was made in the tariff, and as
to the hardship that would arise if it affected purchases made
on contracts entered into before the change in the tariff
was made. Under those circumstances the Government
came to the conclusion that in cases where undoubted evi.
dence was given to the Government or the Customs Depart.
ment that clearly established the fact of purchases having
been made in England or elsewhere out of Canada previous
to the change in the tariff being announced, all such pur-
chases should be allowed to be entered at the old rate of
duty down to the let of July; and I took a very early
opportunity of announcing that the Government would take
measures to relieve parties who had made contracts pre-
vious to that date, from the effects of the large increase in
the tariff. The statement was made on the floor of the
House in the Committee of Ways and Means at a very early
period after the tariff was announced, and, subsequently,
having had all these representations before us, the Govern-
ment decided to apply that not merely to existing
conti acts which parties who are obliged to fill,
but to allow all purchasos made previous to the announce-
ment of the changes in the tariff on the 13th of May
to be entered up to the lst of July. There is no doubt
that a certain amount of difficulty will arise in putting
every person on exactly the sanme footing in relation to it.
The hon. gentleman says that merchants in Halifax and
St. John would have an advantage of a day or two in enter-
ing their goods, which would arrive a little sooner than the
goods of the merchants of Toronto; but, on the Qther hand,
the merchants of St. John and Halifax have made a very
strong representation to the Government, that as the season
is earlier in Montreal and in Toronto than it is in Halifax and
St. John, they are placed at a disadvantage by not having
ordered their goods to be delivered, although the purchases
were made previously, in time to receive them and have
them entered by the 1st of July. They claim that the cities
of Montreal and Toronto will in that way have a great
advantage over them. There is a good deal of difficulty in
arranging these matters so as to put all* upon a perfectly
equal footing; but the object the Government had in ar-
riving at the determinstion to allow goods to be entered
where undoubted evidence was given of the purchase having
been made before the announcement of the changes in the
tariff, or where the goods were actually in bond, ready for
entry, previous to that announcement, was one that I think
commended itself to the House when a rather unusual and
certainly a very unexpected change was made in a number
of items in the tariff.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On what day did the
hon. gentleman make that statement in the House.

Sir RICHARD CAETWRIGiT.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER The first statement was made
at a very early period, and the Minister of Customs com-
municated it to the various Customs officers immediately on
the Government having arrived at the decision and announ-
cing it to the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is the information
given me correct, that it was only announced in Toronto on
the 7th of June ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That must be incorrect,
because the announcement was made on the floor of the
House about a month ago.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course, I can quite
understand that the hon. gentleman announced that some
measure of relief would be taken, but it would be difficult
for merchants to act .upon that until some measure was
definitely announced, and that is the reason, I understand,
for the statement that the formal order fixing the lst of
July was not known in Toronto until the 7th of June.

M. F. O'DONOirHUE.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Read the letter.
Mr. MoCARTHY. Dou you want the letter ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, no.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read it, read it.
Mr. McCARTHY. If the Chairman will allow me I will

read the letter.

"BBARiE, 26th March, 1879.
"M. F. O'DoNoGHuEn, Esq.,

" Oollingwood.

" DEa Si,-I found yours of the 28th inst., on my arrival h ome this
evening.

" On Saturday last Mr. Costigan and 1 had a long interview with Mr.
Spence, and went fully into the whole subject of bis and your brother's
claim to the Winnipeg property. Hi. position is that lie bas the claim,
but that he is willing to share it or go balves with your brother's heirs.
He does not think that the entry of your brother's name in pencil gave
him any claim, but lie states that his (Spence's) name was entered in
ink-which, so far as my memory serves me, for the papers are in
Ottawa, is correct-and that he staked out the land, that is, planted
stakes at the four corners of the lot or parcel of land, and bis contention
is that under the Manitoba Act lie was in ' the peaceable possession ' of
his land, and is therefore or was therefore entitled to the ' preemption.'
My opinion is that this could hardly be called 'peaceable possession' or
possession at all, within the meaning of the Act. But it may be, as Mr.
Spence says, that according to the manner of locating and dealing with
lands in the North-West, this (that is, the staking and the entering of
the name in the Hudson Bay Company's register) might be considered
possession. If so, lie would have a good case to set aside the patent to
the Hudson Bay Company in a court of law, and the Manitoba courts
are the only courts that would have jurisdiction in the cases.'>

I hope my hon, friends are taking advantage of this opinion,
because they ought to contribute something for it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You were paid for that before.
Mr. McoCARTHY. Pardon me, I was not paid. I am get-

ting paid now.
" But he misinformed Mr. Long, as after a good deal of cross-exami-

nation I expected from him, in saying that any such claim has as yet
been recognised. He admits that so far none have been-but lie says
that numbers of half-breeds hold their lands or claim title on similar
title-and that they must be recognised-or there will be another rebel-
lion. How far he may be correct in this I don't know, for I muet tell
yon Mr. Spence did not impress me as either a very intelligent or a
very reliable person, and hie real or pretended notion of lis claim is of
the most hazy kind.

" One thing is clear that while aware, as he admit. he is, that bis
only redress is by proceeding in the courts of Manitoba against the
Hudson Bay Company, that he has no intention of so proceeding, nor
any means to proceed with nor any friends to help him. This of itself
shows the obstruction hie claim is held in, and I came to the conclusion
that he ias not the elightest intention of proceeding but is merely desi-
roue of making a fuse so that some person may buy him off.

" Finally, we determined that we would move for the papers in con-
nection with the sale or the patenting of the land to the Hudson Bay

=ompany. This may help us-though I don't think it will, but we may
jeintly get some more light on the subject. And, at all events, it will
be opening the matter and to some extent bringing the case to the notice
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of the Bouse and the country. On my return to Ottawa I shall at once
put a motion on the paper if YOD don't disappreve of it.

SThere in ne ground for a ommitteeuuctol the papers are brought
down, and I fear then we will be met by the argument that the courts
of law are open to us."

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Fishery protection steamers and vessels.. 125,000

Mr. DAVIES. I do not propose to enter upon a lengthy
discussion of this important item. I recognise the fact that
the Session is drawing to its close, and, however important
the subject may be, I do not wish to detain the House by
discussing the very important questions of an international
character which are more or less involved in the vote the
House is now asked to take. I merely wish to express my
personal disappointment at the House being asked to vote
this sum withont having submitted to it the report of the
officer in charge of the service during the present year.
This service is a most important one. We may have differ-
ont opinions as to the causes which brought about the
necessity for voting this money. 1, myself, believe that if
the Government had taken the proper course in the matter
years ago, which I invited them to take, of 'opening nego.
tiations with the Government of the United States, we
would have had no occasion to commission a number of
cruisers to pfotect our fishery interests. I believe that if the
proposition then submitted by the Opposition had been
accepted, and if the Government had taken stops to open
up negotiations with the United States, we would, to-day,
be enjoying the benefits of a partial, if not complote, reci-
procity treaty with the United States. Our proposition
was 4owever rejected ; and, I believe, it was rejected, not
on its merits, but through party feeling, which was so
strong that the Government felt bound to reject any propo-i
sition that came from thie side of the Hlouse. I have a
suspicion now that the right hon. the First Minister is
aware that, if ho had acted on our advice, we would now be
enjoying at least a partial measure of reciprocity. He is,1
therefore, very much to be blamed for not having taken
stops at the proper time to open up negotiations with thej
United States, but that is a past mater, and I am not. dis-
posed to reopen it. My intention is simply to discuss thisJ
question in the light of the facts, as they exist at present.,
The Government having, as I said, neglected their dutios,«
and boing now, through that neglect, brought face to face1
with the present condition of affaire, namely, the expiration
of the Washington Treaty, I think I express the opinion of
both sides, that, in taking stops to protect our fisheries, the
Government carried ont the wishes of the very largei
majority of the people. I am quite sure that, under the
then circumstances, that was the only proper course to be
taken ; and, so far as they have taken that course, they
have my cordial support. I am not going to open up those
grave questions, which have been, in my humble judgment,i
discussed with very great ability by the Minister of Justice
and the Minister of Marine and Finance. I have given a4
good deal of time to the reading of the papers on those
questions, and I think that, so far as the controversy is
concerned, between Mr. Bayard and Mr. Phelps the
American Minister to England, on the one side, and the
gentleman who acted for Canada on our side, our case has
been very well presented. I will not now go into the
discussion of that case, but will only submit what seems to
me to be a great weakness in the manner in which the
Government are carrying out the protection of our fisheries.
On the principle of a protecting service, I am thoroughly in
accord with the Government; they were right in com-
missioning cruisers, but I do think those cruisers, acting
under instructions, no doubt of the Department of Marine,
have not taken the proper course to efficiently protect our
fisheries. We have not before us any reports that we ought1

JS4;

te have. I think the First Minister will agree with me
on that point. We have no report from the gentleman
called the admiral of the service, Capt. Scott. We ought
to have a complote report from the responsible head of the
service, telling us how many American vessels frequented
our bays during the past year or two, what portions of
the bay they frequented, and the difficulty, if any, ho expe.
rienced in effectually carrying out tho protection of our
fisheries. We are furnished simply the bald copy of the
boarding books of the different commissioned schooners. It
is toc much to think that Mr. Scott, who has this large
number of vessels under his charge, made no official report
to the Marine Department. I think ho must have made a
report, and, possibly, owing, if not to the negligence of the
officers of the Department, to some other cause, it has not
been brought down. We have had to complain more than
once that the reports of that branch of the Marine Depart-
mentbave been very late in beinglaid on the Table, andit was
only the other day we were furnished any information as to
the work done by the officers of the Government in the
this connection. It is to that work I will shortly call
the attention of the louse. We have had under com-
mission, during the past years, six or seven of these
fast sailing cutters, and one or two steamers. Hon. gentle-
men who have followed the history of this protective
service will recollect that, during the past year, we have
seized only three American vessels. One vessel, and one
only, was seized for actually fishing within the three.mile
limit. That was the Highland Liqht ; the other two-the
Ella M. Doughty and the David J. Adams-were seized for
obtaining bait, or attempting to buy bait within the limits,
and also for violating theo Customs regulations, as I under-
stand. It would strike those who know something about
the habits of the American fishermen as very singular that
if the poachers were watched, only one was seized for fishing
within the three mile limit. The charge which I make-
and I do that without making any charge of improper con-
duct against those who are carrying on the service-is that
their time was devoted too mach to the boarding and taking
control of American vessels in harbors, while they did not
give the proper protection they should have given to the sea
coast fisheries outside. It was a matter of public notoriety,
it was talked of at every fireside, it was talked of at every
dinner table, it was talked of in every exchange in the Mari-
time Provinces, that the cruisers were almost all the time in
harbor. It may be that it was necessary for them to be in
barbor ; it may be that it was necessary for them to watch
these vessels, but my experience, and the information I
have derived from those who have the best knowledge of the
subject, leads me to believe that it was altogether improper
for them to remain in harbor for the time they did. I find,
taking up the copies of the different boarding books of these
different vessels, that the information I had, and the facts
which were generally known in the Maritime Provinces are
endorsed by the official statement which is obtainable here.
I find, in the first place, that the schooner L.Roulett, undor
command of Oapt. Lorway, boarded 261 vessels; and one
would suppose, in looking at this book, that this gentleman
and his vessel had been exceedingly active in looking after
these poachers and protecting our fisheries, but a critical
examination of the paper will show that there was nothing
of the kind. Why ? Because, of the 264 vessels that he
boarded, 259 were vessels lying at anchor in the different
harbors of the Provinces, and ho only boarded five vessels
outside of the harbor. One of these five vessels was that
which was seized for an actual fishing within the limits, the
Highland Light, and she has been condemned and sold; and
the other four vessels ho boarded outside of the harbor while
they were supposed teobe trespassing within the bounds.
Hon. gentlemen will see at once that this was a very emali
proportion. Then, we have the Critic, commanded by Captain
McLaren, which boarded 135 vessels in all, but 132 of these
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were at anchor in the harbor, and only three outside. The F.
E. Conrod, Capt. Smeltzer in command, boarded 48 vessels,
ad of these seven were outside a harbor, at the mouth of the
Baie des Chaleurs, and he reports that ho boarded them and
warned them not to enter the bay; but, outside of these
seven, ho does not seem to have boarded a single American
flhing craft when it was engaged in prosecuting the fish.
ing business in the Maritime Provinces. The Terror, Capt.
Quigley, boarded 73 vessels in all, and all of these were
in the harbor except one which ho boarded at the mouth of
the harbor of Shelburne. Thon we have the General Mid-
dleton, that vessel was more concerned in the Bay of Fundy,
with the fishing of which I am not very well acquainted,
but they appear to be all small boats of two tons, three
and six tons and so on, so I will not refer to that. They
are not what we call fishing vessels at all. The Lizzie
Lindsay, Capt. Pouliot in command, boarded 27 vessels in
all. Two of these were outside and the other 25 were in the
harbor. The Lansdowne, commanded by Captain Dakins,
boarded 93 vessels in all. Nine of these were at sea and
82 were in harbor. Hon. gentlemen would imagine on a
first glance that a man who boards 72 vessels has evidently
done a good deal of work, but, if you examine the return,
you will find that as many as 40 of those were lying in
the same harbor at the same time, and were all boarded on
one day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What of that?
Mr. DAVIES. I say that these vessels were in the same

harbor, and the work done consisted of boarding thor in
that harbor. [ think ho should have devoted more time to
sailing along the coasts and boarding them there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If they were in the har-
bor, he could not board them outside the harbor.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows that they
entered the harbor simply for the purpose of shelter, and
that they would prosecute their fishing along the coastsuand
not in the harbor, and it seems to ne that, if the captains
of these cruisers were doing their duty, they would be fol.
lowing these fleets as they pursue the mackerel going along
the coasts. Every experienced fisherman knows just where
the mackerel will be at a certain time in a given montI,
whether they will be off Cape Breton, or off the north point
of the island, or off the Magdalen Islands, or off the north.
east coast of New Bi unswick. I say that, if these cruisers
had followed the fleets along the coast and had endeavored
to keep them in sight and prevent their entering the fish-
ing grounds, they would have been doing more effective
service than they did by staying in the harbors and board-
ing vessels there. At least that is my humble judg.
ment. I may be wrong, but it seems to me that they
would. have done more effective service in that way than
by boarding the veFsels in the harbors and ordering them
out after twenty-four hours. Further, my judgment in that
respect was borne out by the ultimate judgment of the De-
partment of Marine, because, before the season was over,
when complaints lad been made, the Department directed
these cruisers that they were not to romain in the harbor,
and that they were not te go into the harbors except once
a week. The remaining steamer to which I have not yet
referred to was the Acadia, which boarded 43 vessels, every
one of, which was in the harbor. I may say to the hon.
gentleman that this matter which I am bringing to the no-
tice of the House is not a matter of party politics at aIL It
is simply a question of how we shall best carry out the pro-
tective service, whether by keeping our vessels in the har-
bors and ordering the American vessels out and preventing
them from remaining more than twenty-four hours in the
barbors, or whether we would not perform it more effi.
ciently by keeping our veesels constantly cruising along
with the fleet as they go from one point to another. My
judgment is that it eau be more efficiently done if we adopt

M& DAvxs.

the latter course. I will just read a short extract from the
Government paper in the Province from which I come, to
show that I am not presenting any party aspect of the case
whatever, but I am voicing the general opinion of the people
who live on the spot. On the 19th August the Examiner,
the Government paper in that Province, in its leading arti-
cle, says:

" The contention that the reports concerning the cruisers are due en-
tirely to the desire of the Grits to make political capital is not true.
We have heard some of the strongest supporters of the Government in
this Province say that they have seen the United States seiners afishing
within the three mile limit day after day-undisturbed by cruiser or
Custom house officer. That the Grits are trying to make capital is no
doubt true; and that they will succeed to some extent, if the people are
net coavincei that they are In error or if a change does not take place
is certain."
About the same date an important meeting of fishermen,
numbering over 400, was held at one of our fishing sta-
tions in Prince Edward Island, at which resolutions were
passed, condemning the manner in which the cutters were
carrying out their work. The resolution runs as follows :-

" Whereas, we have been led to believe that the Dominion Govern-
ment had made ample preparations to protect our mackerel grounds
from American poachers ;

" And whereas, to our own knowledge during the past week, Ameri-
cans have seined inside of the limit of here.

Be it, therefore, resolved, That we-the fishermen of Miminigash-
call upon our Government either to remove their sham cutters or com-
pel their captains to do their duty."

Concerning this resolution, of course, hon. gentlemen, who
are practical men, know that it may or may not have been
stronger than the facts required. I merely give it as the
resolution passed at a meeting of 400 fishormen, called, not
by party mon, but by mon of both parties. On the same
date the Morning Herald, of Halifax, published the follow-
ig:-

' 1We have been shown a private letter from an officer on the cruiser
Houkit, in which he says the Houlett was off Miminigash, P.E.I., the
very day that 150 sail, two-thirds of whom were Yankees, were alleged
to have been there. The actual number of fishing vessels in that locality
that day was 44, of which 20 were Nova Scotia and P.E.I. crafts. In-
stead of fish being plenty, they were very scarce. Instead of being close
inshore, the Yankees were four to six miles off shore, sud, therefore, all
outaide the limit."

That was the answer to the resolution passed by the 400
fishermen. Well, a reporter of the Halifax Berald waited
upon Admiral Scott and called his attention to this state-
ment, that the fishing coasts of Prince Eiward Island were
not being protected by the cruisers; and in answer to a
question of how much truth there was in the published
statement that of 150 sail of fishermen off Miminigash,
P.E.I., within the three-mile limit, two-thirds of them were
Yankees, the gallant captain replied:

" That statement is absurd on the face of it ; it is utterly untrue. It
is made by persons who are poor judges of distances, who can't distin.
guish between a line two or four miles from the shore-men who are
partisans, and who grossly exaggerate, if they do not actually invent the
alleged facta for partisan purposes. These vessels didn't show their
colora, and American and Nova Scotia fishing vessels are now so much
alike that it is very difficult to distinguish between them..

Now, I presume the statements made by Capt. Scott
to the reporter of the Halifax Herald, were similar to the
official reports ho made u pon these facts to the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries. I wish to remark that while Capt.
Scott is very dogmatic, ho could not possibly have a know.
ledge which justified him in making these assertions. He,
was not there himself, ho knew nothing of the facts, and
therefore, when we give weight to his statement, it must be
with a proper appreciation of the chances ho had of forming
a proper judgment. In reply to him a letter was published
in the Halifax fferald from one of the stronpgest supporters
of the Government in Prince Edward Island. After quoting
the question put to Capt. Scott, and the answer which I
have read, it states :

" Now, with all deference te Capt. Scott the report is true, is not
tances two or four miles au Capt. Scott or the commander of any of the
exaggerated, and is made by one who la as capable of judgiug of dis-
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cruiser ; and is made by a partisan, but one who has nover caut a vote

buno i.(oervative party.
bu f can alo tate that on Tuesday evenin , the 10th inst.. at 7 80

o'clock, I counted no less than one hundre and seventy-six sail of
schooners from Seal Point, Lot 7, to Miminigash Reef. At least two-
thirds of these were American, as there are not over fifty Nova Scotia
and Prince Edward Island vessels in the bay now. These vessels were
ancbored within a mile of the shore. These fact. I am prepared to swear
to, and the meeting of about 400 fishermen at Mimungash, will bear
themn out.

IYours,
" JOHN HUGJES."

Now, I quote this to show that these officials are very ready
to give what would seem to be a plausible explanation,
but the explanation given by Capt. Scott, when it is
sifted, is found to be worth very little. He spoke dogma-
tically upon facts of which lie could not possibly have had
personal knowledge, and he is contradicted emphatically
by gentlemen who were present, who saw the fishing fleet,
and whQ told him that they were partisans only in the
sense of being supporters of the Government, and who had
never cast any votes but in favor of the Government in
their life. I have a number of other extracts in the same
line, but it is quite unnecessary to read them because the
object which I had in view was to bring to the notice of
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries this fact, that the
people along the coasts believe that the cruisers last year
did not make any attempt-or, at any rate, until later on,
in the last part of the year, a very feeble attempt-
to watch American vessels to prevent them from
actually fishing within the three-mile limit; that they
devoted nearly all their time to watching schooners
when they entered the harbor, and to trying to prevent
these schooners from committing breaches of the Customs
law. I believe that more irritation was caused last
year by the attempts of the officers to enforce the strict
provisions of the Customs law than was desirable. I
think that if the energies of the captains of these crui-
sers had been devoted to watching the vessels within the
limits, and not been too strict in the enforcement of tech-
nical rules, which are of no very great practical importance,
the object which we have in view would have been bet.
ter attained, and there would have been less irritation to-day,
and the bad feeling exhibited by so many of the American
people would not exist. I am free to say that having
read the correspondence published by this Government, I
think a great deal of that irritation is unjustifiable ; I am
free to say that the facts which were described by Secretary
Bayard were ex parte facto, reported by persons who were
in many cases very hostile; and I am free to say that when
explanations were given by the officers, they put a different
color upon some of these facts. But it is not necessary, it is
undesirable, I think, to go into detail, or even to express
my opinion upon cases where I think the officers acted, at
any rate in some cases, harshly, and beyond what
was jadicious and right. I simply content myself
with submitting to the Minister that a different policy
should be adopted this coming year, that we should have
less boarding and enforcing of Castoms laws in the harbors,
and a more efficient protection of the coasts outside, so that
the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces and the people gene-
rally will come to the conclusion that this service, which was
not what many of them think that it ought to be last year
will henceforth be a reality. I recognise fully the import-
ance of that phase of the case which the Minister has en-
forced by memoranda so strongly, that we should protect
our fisheries not only from Americans actually fishing there
but protecting themin the sense of preventing Americans
making our harbors the basis for their operations. I re-
cognise the importance of that branch of the case; but that
should be subordinated to the main feature of the protection
service, which, I think, should be the guarding of the coasts
so as to keep Americans out of the three mile limit. While I
do not wish te put entirely out of view the importance of
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guarding our harbors against being made the basis of opera-
tions for American fishermen, it should be subordinated, I
say, to the other policy, that of prot.ecting the general lino
of the coast and making harbor seizures a secondary con-
sideration.

Mr. FLYNN. I can scarcely allow this item to pass
without saying a few words in regard to the view pro-
pounded by the last speaker. It was simply this : That
while we believe the treaty should be carried out in its
entirety, still I believe during last season a great dea of
unnecessary annoyance was given to American fishermen
by the unneoessary exaction of Castoms dutiesi Those flsh-
ermen, before the termination of the treaty, were in the
habit of coming into our ports, and within twenty-four
hours they reported. In the meantime they went on shore
and did what they liked; but after the treaty was abro-
gated-last year 1 speak of-if they came in and landed
without reporting to the Customs house, the vessel was liable
to seizure. I will give an instance which occurred in the
town of Arichat, which bears ont the views of the last
speaker. An American fishing vessel came in from sea.
A great many of her crew belonged to Arichat. One of
them, unfortunately, was drowned. The.vessel was laden
with fish, and the captain wished to land the effeats of the
drowned seaman. The vessel anchored between ten and
eleven o'clock. As she was going to leave next morning
some of the men landed to see their friends. Next morning
the Custom house officer went on board and seized the vessel.
He telegraphed the seizare to Ottawa, I understand, and
the result was a fine of $200 on the vessel. When the cap-
tain found that he had been fined he offered to give a draft
on the owner in Provincetown. The collector refused to
take the draft. The captain of the American vessel had no
money and the collector had refused to take the draft. His
vessel was lying there, detained at considerable expense.
After some time he found a generous friend who advanced
$200 in order to relieve the vessel from its position.

Mr. POSTER. Do you know the name of the vessel ?
Mr. FLYNN. I forg* the naie of the vessel, but I re-

member that the name of the captain was Kent. The cap.
tain gave $200 cash to the collector of Customs, and, of
course, when the vessel-reached its destination in Province.
town, the money was remitted to the lender. The feeling
in Gloucester and the eastern States naturally became high.
While a good deal of irritation was aroused on this fishery
question, it was intensified by such acts. What was the
result of this case? On application by the owner to the
Government at Ottawa, the fine was remitted, and the own-
ers received back their $200. Ilere, then, the captain was
wrongly detained, and, in proof of that fact, was the further
fact that the money was afterwards refunded. While I be.
lieve it is the duty of the Government to rigidly and on
every point enforce the treaty, I quite agree with
the hon. member for Prince Edward Island (Mr.
Davies) that those petty Customs exactions should
be carefully made by those who administer the
law. American vessels were formerly in the habit of
visiting our ports. They were not seized by the Customs
officer, and if the crew landed a vessel was not subject to
seizare. When the vessels came last year they thoughtthat
so long as they did not attempt to violate the Customa laws
and land any goods they would not violate the treaty. Here
is a farther fact. This generous American captain, know-
ing that the drowned seaman had a large family, was
willing to make a present to his widow of flour and other
goods, but the Custom house officer would not permit it. I
draw the attention of the Minister of Customs to these faots,
for it is desirable that instructions be given to the officers
at the different ports of the Maritime Provinces, that a
more generous construction of our Customs laws should be
given in regard to American vessels.
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Mr. EISENRAUER. In my opinion, the Department ability of having a treaty which would be fair to both
has shown harsh treatment, not only to American vessels countries, and thon I went on to say:
but to our own vessels, and I will refer to one or two cases 4"Should the American Government, however, decide against negoti-
in point. One of our schooners happened to loan two ating a new treaty we muet, of course, maintain our rights. To be
barrels of salt to an American schooner the year previous driven to this would, I consider, be a national misfortune to both

the abrogation of the treaty. The following year the countries. If we have rights, which the Americans themselves, by their
to town estimate, have valued at $15,C00 or $25,000 a day at one single
captain called with the same American vessel and returned point of our extensive fishing coast, it will be the duty of our Govern-
two barrels of salt. The vessel was seized for that offence ment to see that those rights are maintained and respected. Nothing

hvbut mutual concession, and a determination on the part of both Govern-
which was nterpreted to be a violation of the Customs ments to avoid cause for open disagreement, can prevent the mSt irritat-
Act. After considerable time had elapsed, a portion of the ing consequences, and our present friendly relations might be strained
fine was returned. Again, last year the same schooner to a degree that would scarcelv bear further tension. An eminent

. American statesman ls reported to have said in Congres& that our
happened to fall in with an American schooner, 12 miles geographical position placed us under bonds to keep the peace. Thie
off land. The American schooner was short of provisions, may be true or it may not. We think it is not, if the power and prestige
bound on ber way home, and she bought some from the of England is to count for anything in the discussion. There is no man
Canadian vessel. Yet the collector of the port seized the ith any respotsibility who would fot deprecate and deeplyhregretserions disagreement with our neighbors, but if we have rigrhts they
vossel and called upon it to pay a fine of $400. I took the must be defended, if assailed, if we would preserve our own self respect
trouble to obtain the affidavit of the captain that he was 12 or the respect of the world."
miles from land, and I waited for some time to get the Now, those were the views which I entertained before the
decision of the Department, and to my surprise after waiting Government sent their cruisers into our waters, and 1 think
nearly two months I was told that the burden of proof fell that the Goverment adopted a very proper course with re-
upon the owner. I was told there was no affidavit submitted gard to guarding our lue of ses coast against the encroach-
to the Department. This seemed a very strange circum- ments cf the American fishermen. In regard to the treaty,
stance, indeed-I handed that affidavit to the Commissioner I think it is very undesirable that here or elsewhere any
with my own hand, and yet I was afterwards told that there expressions of opinions should be given as to the great de-
was no affidavit. I think under the circumstances that the sirability or necessity of a treaty with the United States.
fine should be returned. I find by the instructions given to Shortly after the treaty expired there was a meeting held
captains of cruisers this year that their inttructions are to in the Ohamber of Commerce in Halifax, when a resolution
do everything they did last year, if I read the instructions was moved cailing on the Government Vo take immediate
aright. I do not know what the decision of the Depart. steps t- renew a reciprocity treaty. On that occasion I said
ment in the latter case was ; but in the first case, in which I thought that, while it was so well known throughout this
the Government retained part of the fine, $100,,there was country that our people were anxious for the renewal cf the
certainly harsh treatment, especially as this was one of our Reiprocity Treaty on equal terms, it was not 'wise or judi-
own vessels. cicus that we should publish Vo the world, from every com-

mercial standpoint, the opinions we entertained on that sub-
Mr. JONES. It was natural that a vote of this kind ject. I ar aware that tbat expression cf mine was quoted on

should invite a good deal of discussion, because this is the s recent political occasion in my own Province, but I ex-
only occasion this Session when this question regarding pressed it there in the same sense in which I would express it
our fisheries has been brought properly before the louse. here, because I believe the Governmentrecognising their res-
It was natural, because this is a subject of so much interest ponsibility in dealing with a matter cf se much importance,
to the country, that it is desiratle in the interest of the would be freer Vo set on bohaif of our country, if there
Dominion that the fullest information should be obtained was not brought W bear, from the other side, expressions cf
from the Government, and the whole question discussed in opinion from our own people that we could noV live or pros-
a fair and candid spirit. My only ause of complaint against per without trade relations with that country. I remember
the present Administration is, as indicated by the hon. mem- that, during the sitting cf the Washington Commission at
ber for Queen's, P.E.L, (Mr. Davies), is their failure to nego- Elifax, when the American case was presented Vo that
tiate with the Americans before the treaty expired. It would Commission, the largest part of the case oonsisted of quota.
appear, from all the circumstances which h ave since trans- tions from the speeches cf the present Ministor cf Finance
pired, that the Americans were under the impression that and the leader cf the Administration, showing the advant-
we would not enter into negotiations with them unless on ages we would derive from the Washington Treaty; and,
the basis of the old treaty, that is to say unless there was therefore, I thought it was unwise on the part cf any publie
a clause in the new treaty providing that a money com. man to put words iu the mouths cf American statesmen
pensation was to be given, as under the Washington which might ba usod against us in any future negotiations.
Treaty. I am not going to offer any opinion on that sub- Now, Sir, the question regarding the work which has been
ject, nor do I desire to say anything now which would done is fairly a matter for différence cf opinion. I do net
prejudice the position of the Government with regard to the mean te say that the cruisers may net, on the whole, have
important negotiations which they have in hand. But I do fairly discharged their work, but there bas been very con-
think if the Government had been in a position to have in- siderable complaint from varieus parts cf the Provinces that
formed the American Goverument, in an indirect way, that these vesseis have remaincd in port at limes when Vhey
it was possible or probable that a new basis of treaty might should bave been at ses. I do noV speak from any personal
be arranged, a good deal of the difficulty might have been knowledge; I only gather my information from sources such
removed, and the cause of the present irritation might as are open Vo the hon, gentleman himself; but 1 noticed, ne
have been avoided. I desire to say nothing which would longer ago than yesterday, a dispatch fron Halifax which
embarrass the Government, because I recognise the diffi. was publshed in the Ottawa Free Pres, and which will bear
culty in dealing with a subject of such great importance. eut that contention. The dispatel is under the heading:
I have, on all occasions, sustained the Government in the ".Where are the Cruisers? Americans fishing within a mile
position they took in regard to the defence of our fisheries. cf the Cape Breton shore."
Before the Government sent their cruisers into our waters,99Eàir, N. B., lGth June.-(Special.)
I was interviewed by the correspondent of an American "kdvices from the Cape Breton coat state that the shore is swarming
paper, who wished to ascertain the views we held in Nova with American fishermen who are taking mackerel far within the three-
Scotia with regard to the course which should be adopted. milelimit. There are nothalfenough cruisers te watch them. Twenty

I wa reerrng t th reewa cf he reay an th deir-Americans were fishing away a short distance fromnt eil's Harbor, 0. B.,Swas referring to the renewal of the treaty and the deir yesterday. The steam ruradia has t swoop down on then.

Goenmnisnrter risr nt urwtessadI hn
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I saw a somewhat similar statement made at varions
times this year, and it would almost appear as if the
Government had given the captains of tose cruisers in.
structions not to be so vigorous in the prosecution of their
duty as they seem to have been last year. Of course, I am
not aware that such instructions have been given ; but if
those statements are correct it would appear that this year,
up to the present time, they have not been as anxious to
keep the Americans from our coast as during the previous
year. Now, the question of the renewal of the treaty may
come up before this House is again called upon to express
an opinion, and I would take this opportunity of bringing
to the attention of the Government some very important
matters which will have to be considered in that
regard, when those negotiations are entertained. For
instance, there is the question with regard to the right of
fishing on our coast, which the Americans claim they had
ander the treaty, as differing from our own fishermen.
Our own fishermen are governed by our local law, and there
are certain times when they cannot fish. There are certain
times when they cannot fish; there are certain places
where they cannot put their nets ; but the Americans claim
as in the case of the Fortune Bay difficulty, that the treaty
between Great Britain and the United States took the pre-
cedence over all local legislation, and consequently they
could fish wherever and whenever they liked. The hon.
gentleman is aware that this led to the difficulty at Fortune
tiay, in Newfoundland, when the Americans took bait there
at a time when the Newfoundland people could not set their
nets, and those of the A mericans were destroyed, resulting
in a claim put in by the American Government for $25,000
for one day's bait fishing, and their claim was paid by the
British Government, $15,000, at a subsequent date. The
American fishermen should have no advantage in this res-
pect over our own fishermen. There is another matter
which I would also refer to, and that is the question of bait
so far as the French fishermen are concerned. The House
is aware that the Government of Newfoundland passed a Bill
prohibiting the selling of bait in Newfoundland to the
French fishermen. That Bill was refused at first by the
British Government, but, subsequently, it was approved of,
to take effect next year. Therefore, next spring the French
fishermen will be unable to secure bait in Newfoundland to
the extent to which they have been in the habit of securirg
it heretofore, and I am informed that the French fishermen
are already looking to Nova Scotia as a field for supplying
them with the bait which will be denied to them next
spring by the action of the Newfoundland Government.
Therefore, I would suggest to the hon. Minister that ho
should take some authority from this House before the Ses-
sion is closed, for placing the French fishermen in the same
position with regard to bait as the American fishermen are
in under the laws ofthis Dominion to-day. We know that
the Americans value this privilege very highly, and it is one
of the most important factors in the success of their fisheries.
I am discussing this subject free from all party bias at all.
1 am mercly giving the hon. gentleman the resuit of such
information as I have been able to collect on the subjoect,
and drawing his attention to some points which may be
worthy of his consideration if an opportunity arises for
negotiating a new treaty with the United *States.

Mr. ELLIS. The hon. member for Queen's (fr. Davies)
bas referred to the report on the fisheries which has been
brought down to the House. It appears to me that that
report, after having passed tbrough the hands of the printer,
suffered from mutilation by somebody. It is quite possible
that the report from Capt. Scott was printed, and was torn
from the book, because I observe that the last page of the
book is missing, and the reports of ail the officers are thero,
signed, except that of Capt. Scott. Now, I would like to sce
the public opinion of this country take a somewhat different

1887. 1085
direction from what it has taken in reference to the fishery
question. I never agreed with the right hon, gentleman at
the head of the Government but once, and that was in 1871,
when I was entirely at variance with my party in regard to
the treaty le negotiated at that time. I believe that in mak.
ing arrangements with foreign countries, we have to make
the best terms with them that we can. The rigbt hon.
gentleman did that, and I was glad to give him my support,
and I was glad also to see that the Conservativos of my Pro-
vince came to agree with me. Of course, I bave been
charged sometimes with being too friendly towards
the Americans, but I believe my view was in the
public interest. None of the hon. gentlemen who have
spoken this afternoon have touched on the main point at
issue at the present time. I apprehend, from reading the
papers, that the gravest question that can affect the future
of this country is before the country to-day in connection
with the fisheries. I find fault with the Government for
the extreme course they have taken to protect the fisheries.
I presume that they have been driven to that course by the
expression of feeling in the Maritime Provinces, in regard
to the rights of the fishermen of Canada. It is well known
that there is a difference of opinion as to the construction
of the treaty of 1818-that the Americans take one view
and our people another. The Government have endeavored
to enforce the very stringent Canadian view, while the
Americans contend that outside of the Treaty altogether
there have grown up a series of commercial rights between
the two countries with regard to the exchange of products,
and that, therefore, leaving out the question what particular
rights they have under the treaty, we are doing them an
injury, and bringing upon ourselves serious difficulties by
refusing to the fishermen-of the United States commercial
rights in our ports, such as, for instance, the selling of bait
and the purchase of coal and other articles. I can, perhaps,
join in the compliments to the Minister of Justice on
the able way in which ho has prepared bis papers ;
but, as one leading London newspaper remarks, it is
not, after all, legal arguments which will settle this
diplomatic business. I observe, however, in one of the
papers which le has put before the country, he lays down
the principle that the point at issue is, that we should not
sell bait, or anything else, to the Americans to enable them
to carry on the deep sea fisheries. I do not believe that is
a position that we eau maintain. The Minister of Finance
recently took off the duty on American coal to encourage
the manufacture of Canadian iron in this country. The
Americans might turn around on us and refuse to soll us
any hard coai because we use it in our fishery protecting
steamers. Therefore, I think, we shall have to come to the
point of regarding the selling of bait, or the selling of coal,
as commercial rights which we shall have to allow to the
American people. If we do not, what are we face to face
with ? The Congres of the United States has passed a
retaliatory bill, and the President of the United States can
at any moment, if he deems it justifiable, put it into effect.
What does it mean? The hon. Minister of Finance says there
is a silver lining to the cloud that bangs over the country.
I bay there is none. It is one of the darkest clouds that
threatens the country-the interruption of our commercial
relations with the United States. Nothing at all could com-
pensate for the breaking up of those relations. i observe, of
late, that there is a disposition on the part of the British
Government to say that we have gone too far, at any rate
far enough. I regret that the Government did not deem it
advisable to bring down one of the most important des-
patches sent to them, the despatch of the 27th of Decr., in
which the Colonial Office advised the Canadian Government
to be careful with reference to its proceedings. It is quite
true, it is referred to in a Minute of Coauncil of tho Govern-
ment; but they bave not put that despatch in their book. I
observe, further, that the Americans made a proposai contain-
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ing five articles with reference to the settlement of this
question. Special negotiations have been going on. The
Government of Canada, so far as I can make ont, is not wil.
ling to accept article three; but I observe the British Gov-
ernment telegraphed on the 8th of March the Canadian
Government that they were prepared to accept article three
with some modification.

An hon. MEMBER. Carried.
Mr. MITCHELL. I think we have the right to ask that

hon. gentlemen on the other side should allow the hon.
gentleman, the member for St. John (Mr. Ellis), to state his
case. He is doing it in a proper manner, and is giving
information Parliament ought to have.

Mr. ELLIS. What I was proceeding to say was that,
on the 8th March, the British Government telegraphed the
Canadian Government that they were prepared to accept
article three; that is the article providing that an American
ship and a British ship shall be sent to these waters to
exercise joint control, but they would only accept it sub.
ject to the alternative that, in case of difference of opinion
with regard to a seizure, instead of an umpire being chosen,
as provided in the article, the vessel seized should be sent
to Halifax for adjudication. I observe that is in the British
papers, but is not in the Canadian return. I only call
attention to this to show that the opinion of the British
Government is that we have gone far enough, and it
seems to me that we ought to face the situation fairly.
There is no use, on the one band, of maintaining the opin-
ion that these fisheries must be protected to the extreme
extent of our interpretation of a treaty which is in dispute;
and, on thc other hand, we must admit that we have a great
deal to gain by extended commercial relations with the
United States. Of course, we want to have our fisheries
protected against American fishermen, within the three-
mile limit; but it is absurd for us to insist on standing by
the clause of a treaty, made seventy years ago, which
excludes American vessels coming into our ports for the
purpose of purchasing bait and coal. It is evident that our
Government, backed by the public opinion of Canada and
relying on the public feeling of the Mother Country, has
gone too far, and that the British Government is now backing
down, in view of the strong pressure brought te bear upon
it by the Government of the United States. The conclusion
I draw from this state of affairs is, that it would be far
better if the Dominion had control of its own affairs
entirely. If such were the case we would not, on the one
handhave gon e to the extreme course to which we have gone
in this matter; and then, on the other hand, we would not
be likely to be Jet down so easily. We have acted on the
assumption that we could force the United States' to make
a treaLy. That time has passed. No one who reads the
debates on the Retaliatory Bill in Congress can fail to come
to the conclusion that, whatever is to be done in that view,
must be done simply by means of commercial relations
alone. There is no use in our attempting to make a further
treaty. I advert particularly to the remarks in the Senate
on 25th February in the debate on a resolution offered by
Senator loar, that, under present circumstances, no nego-
tiations should be undertaken with Great Britain in regard
to existing difficulties with the Provinces of Canada, which
has for its object the reduction, change or abolition of any
of our existing duties on imports:

"Mr. Morrell expressed doubts as to the rights to make treaties which
would not include the most favored nations, and objected to a treaty
with Canada, inasmuch as the privileges given to her would have to be
given to England. Therefore, any possible treaty of advantage with
Canada will be out of the question.

" Senator Eoar said: There are a great many persons who suppose
that our existing difficulties with Canada, growing out of their treat-
ment of Massachusetts and Maine fishermen, are occasioned by a
desire on our part to intrude ourselves into the waters adjacent
to those shores for the purpose of obtaining fish. There is no
such desire on the part of any number of American citisens.

Mr. ELLIS.

These difficulties are created for the purpose of compelling us to
open our ports to (Canadian fishermen ; and within a few dayo there
has been an election in Canada which has resulted in the support of the
Premier, Sir John Macdonald, and he has declared, in a speech made
since the election, that the significance of that election was a confidence
in his policy, that his policy was to compel the United Statea to open
her markets, and that if he persisted in it, the Canadian people might
confide in him, and that that result should be accomplished. Now, Vr.
President, I say again, I challenge any contradiction here in the pro-
sence of the Senate, that I do not believe there is a single senator in
this body, on eithe r side of the Chamber, whether he favors reciprocity
treaties or not, in gèneral, who will not indignantly spurn the notion
that the United States will change, alter, repeal or in any degree modify
by a hair's breadth her domestic legislation on the subject of duties upon
imports as a means of settling a controversy growing out of such a
threat, or as a means of buying peace for the American fishermen or
respect to the American flag in foreign waters. If there is any senator
who will controvert that statement, I ask him respectfuly to do it now,
and I will pause for that purpose-(a pause)-No senator undertakes
that, and I therefore feel entirely justified in affirming and in asking
the authorities of Canada, and the authorities of Great Britain, who
take heed of the declaration made in the Senate of the United States on
this subject, to take it for granted that it is absolutely impossible to
be expected by any sane or sensible man that there is to be any repeal or
modification or change in any duty upon American importa as the result
of the present difficulties or the result of the regulations which may
compose them."

I feel that the country, that the people of the Maritime
Provinces ought te endeavor te take a common sense basis
on this question. It is to be regretted that the matter bas
reached the position it las, but we will have to face that
situation of affairs. We will have te endeavor to do the
best we can, and I would respertfully suggest to the Govern-
ment that it would be far better for it to take the House
into its confidence and state the exact position of affaira. It
is well known that the hon. the Minister of Finance went
te Washington during the last recess, and it was well
understood that he would not be received by the American
authorities, because he had no power to negotiate on the
question at all. That statement ias been made in the New
York papers, and it has not been denied. Whither are we
going ? What is te be the result ? I do not rise for the
purpose of blaming the Goverument, but to call the atten-
tion of the House to the situation, and to ask ion. gentle-
men opposite, who are so very anxious to act hastily in this
matter without calculating the result, to consider whether
it is not time we should take a different view of the whole
situation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the First Min-
ister, if he possibly can, ought Vo avail himself of this
occasion to inform the ouse and the country of the posi-
tion in which these negotiations are. He is aware that,
whether rightly or wrongly-and, certainly, in my opinion,
wrongly-the President of the United States used very
strong language, indeed, as to the strain upon the relations
between Canada and the United States, caused by last year's
proceedings. The hon. gentleman will understand that I
do not at all blame the Government for wbat they have done,
but it is a matter of very grave moment that Mr. Cleveland
should have felt himself justified in using the language he
did. Since that time he has been armed with very extraordi-
nary powers, which, as I understand the case, he may put in
motion at any moment. We have also had some despatches
from the Home Government in which Lord Salisbury made
several very important suggestions to the Canadian Gov-
ernment. I think, without trespassing on diplomatic reti-
cence, that it is very desirable, indeed, the First Minister
should inform the country of the position in which the
matter stands; and this moment, when we are voting
8125,000 for the protection of our fisheries, appears to be
the proper lime for making that request.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be no objection,
certainly, to the hon. gentleman making that request. It
is a matter of great interest to Canada, of course. The
bon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), was
good enough to say that he had read the correspondence
and the despatches whioh had passed between the two Gov-
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ernments, and that ho could not disapprove of the position
taken by the Government of Canada. We stood simply on
our rights. We stood .simply on. the Convention of 1818.
We stated, and we hold to it, that the change of years and
the commercial treaties that had been made between Eng-
land and the United States did not, and could not in any
way, in the most remote degree, affect the terme of the Con-
vention of 1818. That Convention was made with due delib-
eration, as a matter cf mutual concession, and in which a
good deai was given to the United States, as well as some-
thing given up by England. It was a bargain with consid-
eration on both sides. We hold to that, and we
hold, further, that the contention that it has been in
any way altered or given up, or that it could
be altered, or could in any way be denounced, to
use the diplomatie phrase, is out of the question.
It could not be, and I have no doubt it wilI not be; and the
United States, in 1854, and again in 1871, have recognised
the existence of that treaty; they have recognised it in
expressed terme, as hon. gentlemen will see by looking at
the Treaty of Washington. We hold that, in watching our
waters, we are only defending our rights; and, indeed, we
may go still further, and we do contend that, if there was
no convention, we are an independent country, independent
of the United States, and that it is understood that every
country las a territorial jurisdiction and control in every
way, administrative, executive and legislative, over the in-
shore, over the three miles; that it is necessary to the
independence of Canada as a portion of the British Empire,
and, therefore, there can be no compromise on that point.
There are only two questions on which there can be any
contention. The first is the beadlands question, which we
are all acquainted with. We all know what that means.
We adhere to the position taken by the British Government
from the time of Lord Bathurst until now-that the three
miles is to be taken from the headlands and not from the
sinuosities of the baye. I believe that all the constitutional,
writers in the United States, dealing with that question in
the abstract, agree with us.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And the courts.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And the courts, as my
hon. friend says-both as to the Chesapeake and the Dela-
ware bays-there can be little doubt about that.

Mri MITCHELL. And these several States do the same
thing.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. These several States con-
tend that they have their rights within the baye. Then the
only other question is as to bait ; whether under the treaty
the American fishermen cannot enter into our harbors as
traders, and purchase bait and deal generally as traders.
We have taken the position that a fishing vessel is one thing
and a trading vessel another, and that a trading vessel cannot,
simply by getting a trading permit from an American col-
lector, change its character and be a fishing vessel when it
likes and a trading vessel when it likes. We hold that
on that question of bait, holding to the decision of
Chief Justice Young, the fishermen have no right to come
in and make Canada or any portion of Canada the
base of their fishing operations, by which, while we are
excluded from the American market, they are to supply the
American market and keep us ont through being able to sup-
ply the demand themselves. There is no doubt in my mind
that on that point too, we are in the right. I am glad to say
that Her Majesty's Government have fully sustained us.
There has not been the alightest degree of expression of a
disinclination to sustain the legal rights of Canada. In the
meanwhile correspondence has been going on of which we are
duly informed. I do not think there has been a single stop
taken, nor do I believe there will be a single step taken at
Washington by Her Majesty's Government, without consul.

tation and conference with the Canadian Government, and
I may say further without our assent. At all events,
hitherto there has been no stop taken without our assent.
I think it would not be well that I should go any further in
speaking of this matter. I believe that the Government of
the United States are friendly in the best sense of the word.
Of course, a democratic Government of this kind depending
very much-every four years, at all ove nts-upon the popu.
lar voice, is obliged, perhaps, to tike courses not so direct
as governments which are otherwise situated ; but I believe
that the Government of Prosident Cleveland is exceedingly
friendly to Canada, is exceedingly friendly to extending the
commercial relations with Canada, and I can only say that
the Canadian Government, as advised by us, is doing all it
can to foster that feeling and to expedite the time wben we
may hope, perhaps, that there may be enlarged commercial
relations between Canada and the Unifed States.

Mr. JONES. le the hon. gentleman in a position to
inform the House whether any answer has yet been received
to Lord Salisbury's despatch ?

Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD. I am not in a position to
state that.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have just a word to say on this mat-
tor, and I say it now because I think this is a discussion in
which quite enough bas been said in the interest of Canada.
I may not agree in every particular in the conclusions to
which the right hon. gentleman bas arrived, though I agree
with him in the main. In some small particulars I cannot
agree with him, but it is certain that it is in the interests of
this country to maintain the most cordial and friendly rela.
tions with our neighbors in the United States. I think the
interests both of Canada and of the United States call for
the maintenance of those friendly relations, and at the same
time for the maintenance of our rights. I think the Minister,
under whose responsibility this matter is principally carried
eut, ought to give instructions to his officials to avoid these
irritating circumstances which characterised the seizures of
last year. 1 will not refer to them individually, because some
are before the courts, and I think it would be unwise to dis-
cues them further. I think the statement of the right hon. gen-
tieman ought to satisfy the House, and for my part I shall
be satisfied to lot it rest where it is, leaving it to the Govern-
ment to deal with it, to the best of their ability and on their
responsibility, and afterwards we may diseuse their action
if there is anything to find fault with.

Mr. FOSTER I desire to say a word or two in reference
to the remarks of the hon. momber for Queen's, P.E.I (Mr.
Davies). The chief fault he found was that the cruisers
confined themselves to the harbors and to boarding vossels
in the harbors. I wish to state, in reference to that, that
the instructions given to the fishery cruisers wore explicit
from the first, and were not altered from first to last, that
it was their duty to keep cruising on their various beats,
and to keep out of harbors as much as the weather, or the
necessity for obtaining supplies, would allow them ta do. So
long as they were outside of a harbor and following up a
fishing fleet, as it was their duty to do, they could not board
United States fishing vessels outside the three-mile limit.
These vessels, of course, would not be within the limit when
the cruisers were near and could not, therefore, be boarded,
and when they came within the harbor they were followed
there by our cruisers, and they were boardel in the harbor
and just off the harbor, and when boarded off the harbor they
were put down in their books as with reference to the harbor.
I think that fully explains it, and if my hon. friend will read
the log of the Acadia and the log of the Lansdowne, ho will
find there, detailed, day after day, the course taken by these
two vessels; and if i had brought down the loge of the
cruisers the same would have been shown. First, thon,
I wish to say that it was their duty, and they perfor med it,
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as the records in my offiuo show, te keep continually upon
the cruise; secondly, it was their duty to keep vessels ont-
aide the three-mile limit. My hon. friend seems to think
there was a failure, because there were only three seizures.
It would have been still better had there been no seizure at
all. It was the object of our cruisers to keep American
fishing vessels from fishing inside our limita, and it would
have been ahappy thing if theyhad been able to do itwithout
being obliged to make a single seizure. We have thousands
of miles of coast along which mackerel trend; it is impossible
to undertake to have a vessel at every particular point, at
every particular time, and, consequently, it will happen that
foreign vessels will sometimes find their way into the grounds
in spite of our cruisers. Bat they have been diligent in
cruising. I think there is no shadow of doubt about that.
Newspaper reports do not always count for true, and these
notices that coma from varions points, these rumors as to
the vessels not boing near, and as to United States fishing
vessels being within the limit, are almost always unreliable
and untrustworthy, and should not be taken as against the
records of our officers, which are shown in the Department.
Take the very case of which my hon. friend has spoken, that
at Miminigash. I think, if I remember rightly, that the very
day on which it was reported there were so many sail of
American vessels fishingotf Miminigash within three miles of
the coast, the Bloulett was upon that very part of the coast, and
Capt. Lorway gives his statement which entirely contra-
dicts the statement made by the newspapers. I will cite an-
other instance that occurred. A telegr am came to me from a
certain point that a certain number of American vessels
were fishitig withii the threomilo limit. We had it in-
vestigated at once, and it was found that they were
not United States fishermen at all, but proved to be
Nova Scotia fishermen. If my hon. friand will turn to
page 147 of the Fishery Report, he will find what Mr. Davar
says with reforence to those cruisers. Mr. Duvar sent out
a circular to all the keepers of lights and overseers of fish-
eries around the whole coast of Prince Edward Island,
giving them a number of questions with reference to this,
and asking their answers. He has collected those answers,
and the document is in the offila, and I have an abstract of
it hare. My hon. friend from Halifax said ha was afraid
that owing to these newspaper reports we had ordered our
cruisers this year not to bo active in the pursuit of trespass.
ing vessels. That is not so, the orders have not been
changed, and they are being correctly carried out.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RAILWAY 00.
Mr. BRYSON moved that the louse resolive itself into

Committee on Bill (No. 102) to amend the Act respecting
the Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Company.

Motioneagreed to, and House resolved itself into Com.
mittee.

(In the Committee).
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I wish to say a word or two

with reference to the finst clause, and the powers asked for
therein. The Committee will observe that it is provided in
this clause that the company shall have full authority, in ad-
dition to the power which at present exists, of constructing
a line of railway to the town of Pembroke, to cross the
Ottawa River at Allumette Island ; and it would be neces-
sary, for the purposes of my argument, to show the power
that was granted to the company in its original Act of incor-
poration, which gave them power to cross the Ottawa River.
The Act of incorporation was passed in 1880. The clause
is this :

Mr. FOsTIR.

" The said company and their agents ani servants may lay out and
construet and finish a line of railway of a gauge of 4 feet 8 inches from
a point on the line of the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Oceidental
Railway, at or near the city of Hall, or the village of Aylmer, to such
point in the county of Pontiac asamay be fonnd most suitable for cross-
ing the Ottawa River."

I wish particularly to draw the attention of the Committee
to this clause:

" Such point in the county of Pontiac as may be found most suitable
for crossing the Ottawa River, and then through the Province of Ontario
to some point at or near the town of Pembroke, which may be selected
to conneet the railway with the Canada Central Railway, either to the
east or the west, in the said town of Pembroke."

Now, if this additional power given in this clause means
anything, it means that the company will be empowered to
cross the Ottawa River in the county of Pontiac, because I
may say to you, Mr. Chairman, that Allumette Island lies
wholly within the county of Pontiac, at some place that is not
the most suitable for crossing into the Province of Ontario.
I hold that is the meaning of the power which is proposed
to be conferred upon this company by this clause, and in
view of that fact I think it will be necessary for me to say
a word or two in reference to what has been shown, both
by the action of the company itself and by the action of
the Legislature of the Province of Quebec, as to what bas
been considered to be the most suitable point for crossing
the Ottawa River. It is, perhaps, necessary for me to draw
attention to the fact that in 1875, the Quebec Legislature
passed an Act authorising the Government of the Province
·to constrnct a Government railway, and the first clause of
that Act reads thus :

" There shall be a railway constracted, commencing at the port of
Quebec, and extending from deep water in said port via Montreal, ta
such point in the county of Pontiac as may be most suitable for con-
ne eting hereafter the said railway with the subsidlsed portion of the
Canada Central Railway, and with any other railway."

Under the provisions of that Act work was proceeded
with by the Government of the Province of Quebec
and the railway was constructed as far as Ottawa, I
think in 1879. At all events, during the Session of 1879
the Government of the Province of Quebec applied to this
Parliament for power to construct a bridge at the city of
Ottawa; and they obtained that power, and the bridge
was constructed and connection made with the Canada Cen-
tral, but not with the subsidised portion referred to in this
Act at Ottawa, the subsidised portion commencing at a point
much further west. In 1880 the Pontiac Railway Cornpany
obtained an Act of incorporation, the empowering clause of
which I have just read to the Committee ; and the Govern-
ment of the Province of Quebec having formed their connec-
tion, having carried that road into Ontario at OLta wa, prac-
tically abandoned the construction of the road west of the
village of Aylmer. I say they practically abandoned it,
becanse, in 1881, very shortly after the passage of the Act
incorporating the Pontiac Pacific Junction Railway Com-
pany, the Local Legislature of Quebec passed an Act in
which they gave the Lieutenant Governor the following
power:-

" The Lieutenant Governor in Conneil, in lieu of constructing that
portion of the Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway
between the village of Aylmer and that portion of the Pontiac Pacifie
Junction Railway, to connect the sa-ne with the subsidised portion of
the Canada Central Railway, may guarantee a bonus not exceeding
$6,000 per mile, for a length not exceeding 851 miles, for each mil 3 the
company shall construct between Aylmer and Hall and the town of
Pembroxe."

There the Legislature of the Province of Qnebec admit that
it was not their intention to carry on the construction of
the road beyond Aylmer, but in lieu they grant this bonus
of $6,000 per mile to the Pontiac Pacific Railway. Sometime
after that the railway company applied to the Government
of Quebe3 for an allotment of that bonus, and an Oader
in Council was passed on 6th February, 1882, approved 8th
February, 1882, alloting this subsidy of $6,000 per mile to the
Pontiac Pacific Railway. It was deemed by the share.
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holders of that oompany more advantageous to them to avail
themselves of that provision which exists in the Quebec law
of converting the subsidy provided into a guarantee of inter-
est of bonds than to claim the $6,000 per mile in cash, and
an applcation was made to the Government, shortly after
the passing of this Order in Council, asking them to make
the conversion which the Government bad a right to do by
the Act of the Local Legislature passed in 1875. I propose
to show that, in the opinion of the railway company them.
selves, and of the Government of the Province of Quebec,
the point at which the company has asked power to cross
the Ottawa was not the point most suitable to cross the
river into the Province of Ontario. I shall be able to show
that from the action both of the company and of the Govern-
ment. The cornpany, at a meeting of the directors held in
Ottawa on 11th Kpril, 1882, resolved :

" In the location and cons'Iruction of the said Pontiac Pacfic Junction
Railway, from a point at the crossing of the Ottawa River, in the county
of Lanark, near the confluence of the Ooulonge with the Ottawa, in the
township of Mansfield."
That is a point considerably east of where it is now pro-
posed, under this amending Act, to cross the Ottawa River,
and in the opinion of the company that was the most
suitable point at which the Ottawa could be crossed. Not
only was it the opinion of the company, but I shall be able
to show by the Order in Council which was passed by the
Local Government at Quebec, converting the subsidy of
$6,000 per mile into a guarantee of interest upon the bonds
of the company, that they held the sane opinion. This
Order In Council, to which I refor, was dated on 8th April,
1882, and received the assent of the Lieutenant Governor
in Council on 9th April, 1881 In the Ordor in Council this
fact is recited:

" That whereas the said Pontiac Pacifie Junction Railway, at a meet-
ing of the directors, held in the city of Ottawa on lth April, 1882,
resolved, that in the location and construction of the said Pontiac
Pacifie Junction Railway, the point of crossing the Ottawa River, in the
county of Pontiac, be near the confluence of the Coulonge with the
Ottawa, in the township of Mansfield, which point of crossing is hereby
approved."
And thon it goes on to recite the terms upon which the
subsidy has been converted into a guarantee of interest upon
the bonds of the company. So the Committee will see that
on 18th April, 1882, the Government of the Province of
Quebec also deemed that point the most suitable one for
crossing into Ontario. But in addition to that, let me say
that after some considerable time the railway company,
finding that they were unable to dispose of their bonds as
advantageously as they thought they would be able to do,
with the guarantee of interest of the Local Government of
Quebec on those bonds, found it desirable, in their interest,
to have the guarantee of interest reconverted into the ori-
ginal cash subsidy. An application was made to the Gov-
ernment of Quebec to so reconvert the subsidy allotted to
them, and I find that, on 5th July, 1884, an Order in Coun-
cil was passed, approved by the Lieutenant Governor on
7th July, 18b2, which recites as follows:-

I The hon. Commissioner of Railways in the report of 3rd July, 1884,
sets forth that in the Order in Council of 9th April, 1882, a subsidy of
$6,000 per mile granted the Pontiac Pacifie Junction Railway by Order
in Conncil of lsth February, 1882, was converted at the request of the
railway company, with a guarantee of intereet on issue of bonds for
$20,000 per mile, that the company bas not made the contemplated
issue, on the contrary the converted subsidy for payment into a gua-
rantee of interest was never acted on; that the company bave re-
quested the Lieutenant-Governor to revoke the order converting the sub-
sidy into a guarantee of interest and be authorised that the matter be
replaced in the sarne state as before such order was passed."
Then the order goes on to say:

" The hon. Oommissioner, therefore, recommends that the Order No.
107, of 9th April, 1882, be revoked to the end that the ubsidy be pay-
ble iu money, it being, however, understood, th*t the revocation shau
in no way affect the resolution adopted by the railway company, that
in the location and construction of the Pontiac Pacific Junction Rail-
way the point ocfoeing the Ottawa River shall be near the confia-
enCe Of the Ooulonge and the (jttawà, andt in tha township of Mans-
field."

137

There the Committee will observe that first, the railway
company declared that to be the point which, in their
opinion, was most suitable for the crossing of the Ottawa
River and, second, the Government of Quebec in their Order
in Council approved of that provision, and thereby declared
that, in their opinion, it was the most suitable point for the
crossing. But, in addition to those facts, I believe it will
be admitted by those promoting this Bill that the crossing
proposed, Allumette Island-although that is a very indefi-
nite term, as the island is 14 miles in length, and it le impos-
sible to tell at what point they propose to cross the river
on that island or in its vicinity,-but taking the moet
favorable point the Allumette Rapide, it is admitted by the
promoters of the Bill themselves, or, at all events, it is
reported by Mr. Peterson, an engineer of considerable emin-
ence, that crossing at that point would lengthen the railway
by some 6 miles, and that it would entail an extra expendi-
ture over the cost at the point fixed by the resolution of
the directors of the railway company, and approved by the
Government of the Province of Quebec, of over $300,000. So
you will see that, in addition to the extra cost of construct-
ing the road, there would be the extra cost of operating some
six miles of railway for all time to come. I think, under
those circumstances, I am justified in saying that the point at
which the company asked power to cross the Ottawa River
is not the most suitable point to cross, and is not in accord-
ance with the terme of the original Act of incorporation.
I do not know what arguments will be adduced here to-
night in support of this proposition, but in another place
where this Bill was under consideration-if I am permitted
to make reference to the discussion which took place in the
Committee on Railways and Canals-it was urged by one
of thegentlemen who supported this Bill that it would be in
the interest of the Province of Quebec that this road should
be extended to the point to which it is proposed to extend
it by the clause which is now under consideration. I
would like, however, to draw the attention of my hon.
friends from the Province of Quebec to the fact that,
in addition to the powers which were granted under the
original incorporation, this Bill--and I do not propose to
take any exception to that portion of the clause-
provides for the extension of a lino on the north shore,
through the whole length of the county of Pontiac, beyond
any point to which continuons settlement bas reached up
to the present time. So, I think I am in the judg-
ment of the House when I say that, in asking the
Committee to fix the point of crossing-if they fix it at all
-at the place that was originally fixed by the directors of
the company, and approved cof by the Government of the
Province of Quebec, and which, in the opinion of those
gentlemen-and that opinion bas not been controverted so
far-was the most suitable point to cross into the Province
of Ontario, the interest of the Province of Quebec will be in
no wise injured, because it is proposed by this Bill to extend
the road as far up through the Province of Quebec as the
mouth of the Mattawa. Without saying anything further
on this subject at present, I would ask the Committee to
amend this clause; and, inasmuch as I do not believe that the
power to cross at this point, not being the most suitable
point, ought to be conferred on the company, if it does not
exist in the original charter, I would move:

That the clause be amended by striking out the words "at Allumette
Island " and substituting therefor "near the confluence of the Goulonge
with the Ottawa River, 'n township of Mansfield."

Mr. BRYSON. As this is a matter which materially
affects my constituents, I think I may fairly crave the
indulgence of the oieuse for a few minutes, while I set forth
my views from my standpoint. I muet, at the outset, how-
ever congratulate the hon, gentleman upon his very able
advocacy of the matter from his standpoint. He has very
fully gone into the measure which has been before the
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Legislatures of the Province of Quebec at different times. sideration which is due to thom. As our time here is
He has told you, at the outeet, that in 1872 the Government important, and as there are other hon. gentlemen who will
of the Province of Quebec undertook the construction of a doubtless discuss this matter, I think I may safely leave it
lino of railway from deep water at the City of Quebec to the in the hande of hon. gentlemen of this House to stand by
mouth of Deep River in Pontiac. We are not asking at the me, by saying that the crossing of the Ottawa shall be at
present time to do anytbing beyond what was originally Allumette Island, and not tie the railway company down to
contemplated by this Bill. We are now willing to accept a particular croesing, especially as Allumette only extends
the conditions that the road shall touch Pembroke and thon a distance of 12 or 14 miles, and as the company now has
extend westward to Sault Ste. Marie, on the south side of the the power of going either east or west of the town of Pem-
Ottawa River, and as far as Mattawa on the north side. I con- broke, so that whichever way they go they will at the out-
tend that the Province of Ontario has contributed nothing by side be a distance of only six or seven miles from the town
way of local subsidies to this line of railway; that, in the Ses- of Pembroke. I think the hon. gentleman's contention is
sion of 1884,the hon. gentleman who represents the riding of unfair to the people of my county, and I hope he will see
North Renfrew in the Local Legislature, applied to the Hon. fit to withdraw this amend ment and allow the Bill to go
Oliver Mowat for a subsidy for this railway froin the point through as it was carried in the Committee the other day.
of crossing at the confluence of the Coulonge River
to the town of Pembroke, and this subsidy was refused. Mr. Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I notice that this railway is re-
Mowat at that time not thinking the road of sufficient im- garded as a road of considerable importance to the constit-
portance to warrant him in giving a subsidy to the lino of uency of the hon. gentleman who has just addressed the
twenty-one or twenty-two miles from the town of Pembroke, committee. It would seen from a report of a meeting of
believing as he did-and I congratulate him on that view- the council in the hon. gentleman's county, which is re-
that if the road was subsidised from Lapasse Crossing to the ported in the Pontiac .Advance of Thursday, 26th May, that
town of Pembroke, it would be running parallel with the the hon, gentleman, during the election, promised his con-
Canadian Pacific Railway for about half the distance to the stituents that, if they returned him to Parliament, he would
town of Pembroke. I think it is not wise to subsidise a road secure a subsidy towards the construction of this road, and
in addition to the one which is now running to the town of would also secure the relief of his county from the obliga-
Pembroke. The Provincial Government of Quebec, on the tions into which they had entered with the company. Now,
other hand, bas subsidised the entire lino from Hall or if we can credit the report of the proceedings of that
Aylmer to the town of Pembroke vid Allumette Island ; and meeting, he pi oposed that the obligations into which the
although the contenticn of my hon. friend is that this dis- county voluntarily entered are to be paid, not by the county
tance is six and a-half miles longer I may say that, accord- whose inhabiLants are to be especially benefited out of
ing to the report of the chief engineer, it would be only the construction of this road, but out of the public
two and a-half or three miles longer than by the Lapasse Treasury of Canada; and I suppose that the hon. gentleman,
route, and we have the proud satisfaction of knowing that in pressing this measure upon the attention of the Honse,
by having that road built by Allumette Island, at least is doing so for the purpose of attaining that end.
seven thousand of the people of the county of Pontiac will He also informed the members of the council that he
be served by the railway who would otherwise be deprived had not been able to persuade the company to agree to this
of railway facilities; while if the road goes by the other arrangement; while they are quite ready to take any bonus
route it will only meet with the approbation of about three that the Government may recommend and that Parliament
thousand people in the hon. gentleman's county. I may vote, they are not willing to reloase the county from
think, under the circumstances, as the Quebec Government the obligations into which it las entered. Now, it would
has subsidised the road to the extent of half a million, we be interesting to this louse and the country to know what
will have sufficient subsidy to build that lino in its entirety success bas attended the negotiations of the hon, gentleman
through the county of Pontiac. I contend, besides, that the since the 26th of May. Whether he bas yet come to au
words to which so much weight and responsibility have understanding with Mr. Church and the other parties con-
been attached, the words "near the confluence of the nected with that enterprise, and how far the Government
Coulonge River," are very vague, and I think te hon. has given the Ion. gentleman assurances that their
gentleman himsolf will agree with me that the phraseo- liberality in dealing with this company will depend on the
logy is somewhat vague.. The question was asked last liberality of the company in dealing with the con-
year, in the Railway Committee, what the words "at or stituents of the hon. gentleman. The bon. gentleman
near " meant, and it was perfectly understood, I think, in his numerous addrosses to the council on that occasion
that they should mean a distance of ten or fifteen miles said that he felt his responsibility very greatly-so much
from any point, while we were only asking to make so that ho was not disposed to go on with this matter,
it ton miles west of the point contended for by te hon. gen- without taking them into his confidence and securing their
tlenan. But, Sir, there is another matter much more cooperation and support. ie wished them to advise as
important with reference to this Bill. The people of the to the course he should take. We have had to-day one
county of Pontiac were induced to vote a subsidy or bonus very extraordinary revelation connected with the First Min-
to this line of railway through the county; they have iater, and now we have another with which the hon. member
voted 8100,000 to assist this company in constructing that fer Pontiac is associated. As the hon. gentleman bas
line through the county, and we would only be keeping taken his constituency into his confidence, and ex-
good faith with them, and with the letter which was writ- plained with so much fra, kness his anxiety to
ton by the vice-president of the company-in the absence relieve them of the obligations into which they have
of the president-to induce the ratepayers of Pontiac entered, he ought, I think, before he calls on us to vote
to vote for this bonus, that letter having been pub. on this Bill, to tell us what success bas attended his efforts,
lished in the journals of my county, stating that the and what assurance the Governiment has given him in
crossings of the Ottawa had been narrowed down to regard to this transaction ? It does seem to me a very
two; namely, the one at the mouth of the Coulonge River extraordinary course that an hon. gentleman should say to
and the other at Allumette Island-I say we would only be the f ree and independent electors of any constituency in
keeping good faith with those people by adopting this route. this country: Gentlemen, if you retarn me to Parliament,
We are now contending for the western erossing, and I will enable you successfully to repudiate the obligations
we hope this honorable louse will be pleased to grant into which you have entered L you have given certain assur-
the people of the county of Pontiac that measure of con- anoes to a corporation that if they go on and construct a
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certain railway you will contribute a certain sum; you be.
lieve that the advantages and the benefits which it will
confer upon you are so great that you eau venturo to do
this te aid the company, and at the sane time promote your
own intereet ; but if you retura me to Parliament, 1, having
the ear of Government, will secure for this railway so li beral
a subsidy that the company will be ready te relieve you of
all obligations into which you have entered.

Mr. BRYSON. I deny that absolutely. That statement
was never made by me on a publie platform. It is made
by the editor of the Liberal press of my own county, a
disappointed office-seeker who continually agitated the
signing of those bonds, while I repudiated the responsibility
of the county for them. If the hon. gentleman can take
any satisfaction out of the statements of the Liberal press
of my county, ho is welcome to it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The words of the hon gentleman
as reported-.-

Mr. BRYSON. I am not correctly reported.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then the hon. gentleman did
not tell his constituents that if ho could not make terms
with the railway company, ho would seek to prevent thoir
obtaining a subsidy here. The hon, gentleman who
sits in front of him, for instance, was possessed of a great
deal of influence, and it might be that upon this line ho
would not succeed, and, therefore, it was botter that they
should express no opinion on the subject.

Mr. CHJIAPLEAU. There is no use of rubbing that
match so much as that. I do not think the hon. gentleman
is speaking to the question at all.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. Minister thinks that
a little attention given to this subject would be quite in
order, but te diseuss it fully, so that the Bouse could
understand exactly what the position of the hon. gentlemen
is, is out of order.

The CHIAIRMAN. I think the hon, gentleman should
confine his remarks to the question, iecollecting that we
have only an hour for Private Bills.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, I am not going further
to trespass on the indulgence of the Iouse, and I only hope
you will be quite as strict in other cases as you are in mine,

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I have a few words to say in
reply to the hon. member for Pontiac. I understood him
to say that the Act of 1875, empowering the Province of
Quebec te build this line of railway, provided for its con-
Ftruction from deep water at Quebec te Deep River, a
stretch of the Ottawa. There is not a single word in that
clause referring to Deep River, and, as a matter of fact, I
believe the intention of the Government of the Province
of Quebec was te make connection with the subsidised
portion of the Canada Central Railway at a point east
of that proposed by the company in April, 1882. It has
also been stated that the county of Pontiac granted a
subsidy of $100,000 to this company, on the understanding
that the road was to run to this point at Allumette Rapids.
Now, I have here the by-law itself, passed by the corpora-
tion of the county of Pontiac, and I will trouble the House
with reading but one clause of it, which will show what the
meaning and intention of the municipal council of the
county of Pontiac was in regard te this matter, and their
intentions in regard to this matter recaived the approval
of the majonity of voters in that county who voted on the
by-law. The by-law recites that:

" Whereas, in the opinion of the municipal council and corporation of
Pontiac, the inhabitants of the said county are suffiiently interested in
the railway which the Pontiac and Pacific Junction Railway Company
is authorised to construct between the city of HuU or village of Aylmer,
in the county of Ottawa, to such pointe or portions of theÇ anadian
PaeifiR Railway (heretofore knowa as the Canada Central Bailway)

at or near the said town of Pembroke, in the county of Renfrew, Pro-
vince of Ontario, which may be found mont suitable to make a connec-
tion between the aforesaid points, to warrant the said corporation in
granting a bonu to the said Pontiac and Pacifie Junction Railway
vompany to the extent ofO$100,000 currency."

Thon, it goes on to say what are the terms and conditions.
"The warden of the county of Pontiac is hereby authorised and

shall be hereby required te enter into a contract for and on behalf of this
corporation with the Pontiac and Pacific Junction Railway Oompany, te
grant and pay to the said company a bonne of $100,000, and for that
purpose to have prepared debentures of this corporation to the extent or
value of $100 each, and so on."

Now the condition is this:
" It i provided that a sum not exceeding $2,500 per mile be granted for

each mileof the road that in constructed ln te county of Pontiac, but
that the whole sum shall not exceed $100,@00."
That would bea payment of $2,500, upon the length of 40
miles of road in the county of Pontiac, and I believe that
the road, from the point at which it was originally proposed
by the company to cross the Ottawa, woild rn through
the county over 50 miles. Ihappened to be at the meeting
of the county council of the county of Pontiac at which
this by-law was passed. The representatives of the com-
pany, who attended that meeting, were willing to have the
point of crossing fixed at Lapasse, which was afterwards fixed
by the company as their point of crossing ; but some of the
members, who wished to have the crossing further east, de-
clined to put this condition in the by-law, and, as a matter
of fact, the company were in no wise bound to cross any
portion of the county of Pontiac at all. In that case, however,
they would receive only $2,500 per mile for the length of
the road in the limita of the county. If it was the intention
of the connty of Pontiac toeimpose on the Company the con-
dition of extending their road to a point which would cost
them $300,000 more than it would cost if the crossing were
at the point at which I asked the company to fix it,
they did not put it in their by-law, and there is no such con-
dition imposed on the company. My hon. friend for
Pontiac has drawn attention to the fact that the Ontario
Government refused to grant a subsidy to this road. I would
inform the Committee that the refusal wao fnot based on the
grounds my hon. friend stated to the Committee. It was
based, as many members have heard iterated and reiterated
from the Province of Ontario, on the ground that as the
Government of the Dominion had, as alleged by the Govern-
ment of Ontario, seized upon all the railways in the Province
of Ontario, the Ontario Government would thereafter grant
no subsidies to any lino of railway in the Province. It was
on that ground that the refusal to grant a subsidy to this
railway from a point of crossing at Pembroke was made by
the leader of the Government in Ontario. I do not propose
to take up the time of the Committee further. I think it
my duty to the people I represeut and to myself that I
should make known the facto as they actually exist in regard
to this road; that I should point ont to the Comnmittee that,
in asking to take this power, the company are asking to take
power to cross the Ottawa at a point which is not the most
suitable point for making the connection that was asked for
in thoir original Act of incorporation. I leave it for the
Committee to decide whether this amendment shall be
accepted or not.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). If you, Sir, declare the amend-
ment lost I would like to move another amendment, and I
will say very little about it. In this clause, you will flnd
the expression to cross the Ottawa River at Allumette
lsiand, which stretches 14 miles up and down the Ottawa;
and, according to all the engineering information I am able
to obtain, there is only one point, if this company proposes to
cross and conneot with the Canadian Pacific Railway,
thro2gh the whole length of Allumette Island, from east to
west, at whioh a practical crossing can be made, and that is
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at Allumette Rapids. I would ask leave to strike the word
" Island," which my hon. friend from Pontiac says is a very
indefinite term, and to insert in its place the word "Rapids."

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Really my hon. friend is not reason.
able. lie knows that the company which is building this
road, after having made three or four different surveys to
cross the Ottawa, have decided, being obliged to deposit
plans in the Railway Department, to cross at the point wbich
is advocated by the hon. gentleman. My hon. friend bas that
gnarantee. What necessity thon is there to force the con-
pany, by enaciment, to go there, when, -perhaps, by acci-
dent or after further surveys, it might be found that some
deviation for the crossing of the road would be necessary.
By the charter, the company is obliged to go from Hull to
Pembroke, and by this amendment we oblige the company
to go to the town of Pembroke, and this is the important
point for the member for Renfrew. The site the most suitable
for all interests has been decided for the company by the
Government of Quebec, which is giving the largest subsidy,
and by this Government who is also granting a subsidy. I
think my hon. friend should be satisfied with the assurance
that he bas, and may fuither have, by going to the Depart-
ment of Railways, that most likely, unless there are insuper-
able difficulties, the bridge will be built at the point which
he really wants for his county and constituents. It will be
built at the most suitable point for all interests. I think
the hon. gentleman is not fair in putting that amendment.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). The hon. gentleman himself
bas given the best evidence to the Committee that I am
both fair and reasonable in asking what I ask to beinserted.
He stated that, after careful examination and several sur-
veys, the company has decided the best crossing is the very
point I ask him to fix in the Bill. But he adds, although
the company know it to be the best point, and although
they have deposited their plans with the Government fixing
that point, they do not wish it to be inserted in the Bill.
You will remember, Sir, that the company has also deposited
their plans with the Government fixing the other point, to
which I asked the Committee to assent a short time ago.
Two or three years ago, ut the time they entered into the
contract for whieh this subsidy was allowed to them, they
deposited with the Government their plans, fixing the point
of crossing ut the mouth of the Coulonge River. Now, the
hon. gentleman says they have deposited plans with the
Government fixing the point ut Allumette Rapids, and they
have done that after three years examination, after having
had the fullest opportunity of deciding as to where was the
best point of crossing. Yet my hon. friend says I am not
reasonable in asking to have that inserted in the Bill.
I think there is the strongest possible evidence in lis own
statement that it is reasonable to ask that, instead of having
the crossing made at Allumette Island, which is 14 miles
long, as the hon. gentleman knows, instead of having
it made at that indefinite point-if I may be allowed to use
a contradiction in terms-it should be fixed ut the only
point, as I think the engineers will agree with me, which
can be substituted if you go west of the mouth of the Cou-
longe River. Therefore, i think, I am both fair and reason-
able in asking that these words should be inserted.

fr. CHAPLEAU. We eau change it when we have de-
posited the plan ut any time of the year. If a difficulty is
met with it can be changed by the consent of the Govern-
ment, but, if you define it by Act of Parliament, we would
have to wait a year before we could make the change. We
have decided to do it-

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). You have had an examination,
and what more do yen want ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We do not want to have to come to
Parliament for power to make the change if found necessary.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. WHIrr (Renfrew).

On section 10,
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). By this, the time is extended

for constructing the road. I have no objection to the
extension of the time for the construction to Sault Ste.
Marie, but I ask the Committee to fix an earlier date for the
completion to the town of Pembroke, and I do it on this
ground : In the first place, I think about 40 miles of the
road have been constructed in the last eighteen months, and
there are ouly about 20 miles now to be constructed. It is
asked by this clause that the time be extended to the 1st
September, 1890. That would be considerably over three
years to construct the 20 miles, whereas, as i have stated,
40 miles have been constructed in eighteen months; and,
as this company has a subsidy of 9,200 from Quebec and
from the Dominion, I think it 'would not be unreasonable
to ask that an amendment which I have prepared should
be introduced. I move that the tenth clause be amended
by striking out the word " September " in the third line and
substituting the word "December," and by striking out the
word "ninety " in the fourth line and substituting "eighty.
eight." That would give the company until the end of the year
1888 to complete the 20 miles of road yet to be constructed.
In addition to what I have already said, I have an agree-
ment here made by a gentleman who, I believe, is the presi-
dent of the company, in which he undertakes to complete
the road to Pembroke by the 1st December, 1888. There
appears to be a mistake in the notice of this amendment,
which should read the lst December, whereas it reads the
1st September. I propose also to ask that the following
proviso be inserted :-

Provided always that the work of building the bridge or bridges
acroas the Ottawa River-

Because it will require bridges if the road is to go in the
direction this Bill fixes-
authorised by the Act 43 Vie., cap. 55, shall be commenced within
three months after the passage of this &t, and shall be completed on
or before the 1st December, 1888.

That will reduce the time for completing the road to Pem-
broke to the end of 1888, and will fix the time for the com-
mencement of the work within three months after the
passage of the Act.

Mr. BRYSON. I think an amicable solution would be
arrived at if the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr.
White) would consent to say that operations for the build-
ing of the bridge shah be commenced within one year after
the passage of the Act, and completed within two years.
If he will make that change I will accept it.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Very well.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think it might go as it is. The
road will be profitable to the company only when it reaches
Pembroke. The ambition of the company is to reach Pem-
broke, and putting longer delays in the way is not calculated
to advance the company's interests nor Pembroke's, because,
as long as they do not reach Pembroke the road is not likely
to be profitable. It would be better to leave the clause as it
is, leaving as a guarantee the fact that the company shall
go to Pembroke as soon as they possibly can. I would
suggest, however, that the hon. gentleman should consent
to go half way, and to that end I would substitute the
word "eighty-nine " for the word "ninety."

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Say one year for commencing
the bridge and two years for building the road to Pembroko.
that will bring it till June, 18t9.

Mr. CHRAPLEAU. I move in amendment to that amend-
ment that the word "1889 " be put instead of the word
" 1890." That is going halfway of the hon. gentleman's offer.

Amendment to the amendment agreed to.
Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.
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Sir IHECTOR LANGEVIN. I think, with the consent
of the louse, we might give a little more time for Private
Bills, in order that they may pass this evening and go to
the Upper louse.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hour is fully up,
and there are several Bills here upon which we may spend
the whole of this evening, judging from what happened the
other evening. The other evening we sat till- 11 o'clock
discussing Private Bills. I have great respect for the
rights of private members, but it is not quite fair that those
of us who have to stay hero to se the Estimates through,
should be kept up till two or three o'clock in the morning
to give precedence to these Private Bills.

SUPPLY.
House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)
Estimated grant to supplement the Indian F and...$40,725.50

Sir RICGARD CARTWRIGHT. Indian schools, $14,-
287.50. I observe in this vote, which is an exceptional vote,
no doubt in itself, that there is a decrease of 84,700. I de-
sire to know what is the reason of that, wheroas $19,000
were required last year, $ 14,000 are supposed sufficient this
year. Hias the number of schools been reduced, or what is
the state of the cause ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The additional amount re-
quired last year over this year, was for the orection of
schools.

Payment of annuities under the Robinson Treaty....$15,588

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. To provide a salary
for Chief Augus Cooke, 850-What is the object of this little
special vote ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
remember the troubles about the Oka Indians. There was
a great deal of difficulty, and the seminary, in order to sottle
inatters, bought a large tract of land in Gibson, Ontario, for
the Oka Indians. A good many of them have gone there,
and we hope the whole of them will go there. Angus Cooke
is the Indian reeve of the township. He is a poor man, ho
is not like a white man with means, and this small amount
is to pay his expenses there while ho is acting as reeve in
Gibson.

Mr. DA WSON. I would like to ask the Minister what
progress has been made with the Ontario Government in
settlement of the large amount due the Indians. The
question was lately brought up by the hon. member for
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien), and I merely rise to say that
it is highly desirable that some settlement should be come
to whereby the Indians might, at least, get the advantage
of a portion of the very large amount due them. Under
the Robinson Treaty the amount due is very large, and in
the meantime the Indians are in many cases suffering. If
the arrears due were at the disposai of the Government, it
would enable them to provide for the maintenance of
schools in different parts, and ameliorate the condition of
the Indians generally. I must say that, as regard the
Indians in Algoma, a great deal has been done for them of
late years in the way of establishing schools, and the
Department of Indian Affairs has shown a very great desire
to assist them, and has been very successful in ameliorating
their condition. From one end of the district to the
other, you never see a drunken Indian now, or at least
very rarely. ln former years wherever you went you
found Indians in a state of intoxication about the landing
places. That is never seen now, and the Indians have be-
come a very law.abiding and well-behaved community in
the district which I have the honor to represent ; and ail
my regret is that the Government has not more means at its

disposal to provide schools among them, and if the large
amount due them under the IRobinson Treaty, I cannot say
the sum, were paid, it would be very much to their advant.
age. lin the meantime the Indians should not be kept
without it. If there is a dispute betwoen the two Govern-
monts, let the Indians be paid in the meantime, and I would
suggest that when the next Session comes round an appro-
priation should be asked for, for the purpose of sottling
those Indian claims.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman should in-
form the Committee as to how the Oka Indian matter
stands.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The matter stands in the
same position as it did last Session. The hon. gentleman
will remember the unhappy trouble in Oka. The seminary,
a body which always acts within its rights andaccording to
law at ail events, agreed to assist in the purchase of a tract
of land in the township of Gibson, bonght from the Province
of Ontario. It was hoped that the whole of the Indians
would allow themselves to bo transferred from Oka to Gib-
son, where I think they are much more prosperous and
happy, if they would only think so, than they wore at Oka.
Those who have been transferrod are quite satisfied. Still
for some cause or other, perhaps from the natural adbesion
of men to the places where they were born, a considerable
portion of the Indians of Oka still remain there. We voted
$5,0G0 to assist them in their transfer from one place to
another. They have not taken advantage of it. The vote
has not been used; but we desire to keep the vote still, so
that if the Indians or any portion of them go tbey will be
transferred. It is really a very small ntter as regards the
number of Indians, but it has been a sore question. We will
keep this vote so that if the Indians will leave Oka and go
to Gibson, we shall be able to pay their expenses and con-
clude that long.suffering evil.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Has there been any progress
made in getting Indians out of Oka who were thore last year ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman knows that

the difficulty was a religions one, that a number of the
Indians have given up the faith to which they were converted
by the early missionaries, and the proprietors of the semi-
nary regarded their remaining there as in a great moasure
using the funds of one church to support those who wore
really adherents of another church. Which class has
remained behind ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Those who remained
behind are, 1 think, Protestants, as well as those who have
gone to Gibson.

Mr. DESJAR DINS. They are mixed. Thore is a cer-
tain number of families Catholies.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are mixed perhaps,
but there they are. I think it would be of very great im-
portance, and would sottie the question, if the whole of them
were removed to Gibson. I may take this opportunity of
saying that I believe the seminary has acted altogether
within their rights by law. I know they have acted most go-
neronsly, and have spent large sums of money for the pur-
pose of settling this question. They have their own peculiar
views, and those views can be carried out under the law and
within their rights, and so we cannot dispute them. But in
order to settle this question they have spent large sums of
their own money; they have put up houses for the men
at Gibson, and are still willing to do ail in their power to
conclude this religions war in a small way by contributing
liberally of their money for the transfer of the Indians.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am not making any criticism
on the conduct of the seminary. I dare say they are acting
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strictly within their rights ; at all events that was the advice
the Department received, and I think the hon. gentleman had
un elaborate opinion from Mr. Laflamme and from exjjudge
Badgley with regard to the respective rights of the semi
nary and the Indians. All I desired was to elicit informa
tion with a view to seeing what progress had been made
in persuading the Indians to go elsewhere Of course the
seminary will have very much less objection to those of
their own faith remaining with them than to those of the
opposite faith, and that was the reason I asked the hon.
gentleman which class of settlers remained on the land.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I think it is very desirable that the
Government should take some further steps towards settling
this question. I know it is understood that if the Govern-
ment showed its willingness to aid in this matter, it would
go very far towards settling the question in a peaceable
way.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This vote shows the will-
ingness of the Government to assist in transferring such
Indians from Oka to Gibson. They will be helped whenever
they choose to go.

Nova Scotia Indiana .......................................... $5,032

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. The only fact that is
noteworthy is the disappearance of the item for schools. I
do not know enough about the situation to be able to judge
whether it is possible to send the Indian children to school
or not; but it is rather curions that the item should disappear
altogether, although it is a small one. Is any effort being
made in Nova Scotia to educate the children of Indians?

Sir JOHN A. MA£DONALD. I think so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is being done in

that direction, for I think the Indians have no funds of
their own ?

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. The item of $400 last year
was for a school house at Schubenacadie, which has been
built.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see that the $90 for-
merly voted for schools in Nova Scotia is dropped. la there
no provision of ary sort for Indian schools in that Pro-
vince ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are not, in Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick, regularly established Indian
schools, but there are a number of teachers who receive
regular salaries for teaching the Indians.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. From what fund are
thi y paid ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Some from the school
funds, but generally, in the lower Provinces, from the
parliamentary grant. In Ontario, as the hon. gentleman
knows, the Indian fund is rather a rich fund. In Quebec it
is not :o valuable, and in the Maritime Provinces it is almost
nil, and, therefore, the Indian schools have been supported
by Government grants.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman, I think,
has never taken any steps to extingiih the Indian title, and
secure a fund.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think we Lad better let
sleeping dogs lie.

Indians, British Columbia....... .......... $78,425

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Herethesumis nearly
doubled. What is the cause of the increase?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The salaries in 1886-87
were $19,780, and there is an increase of $40, making $19,420.
Relief of distress, $1,000 last year and the same this year;
seed grain, agricultural implements, &c., $1,200 each year;

Mr. Mines (Bothwell).

medical attendance and medicine, $1,800 last year, and
1 $2,400 this year, an increase of $600. Day schools, last

year, $2,150; this year the estimate is $3,350 making an
- increase of $1,200. Last year there were no industrial

schools, as we are only commencing the system in British
Columbia and we ask a vote of $17,250.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How many industrial
f schools is it intended to establish for this sum, and in what

fashion are they to be worked ?
S&r JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are two industrial

schools to be established. The Indians of British Columbia
are of quite a different race from those in the North-West
and in the east. There is a gool deal of Mongol blood in
them, and they are more industrions and self-reliant than
the Indians farther east; they work in the mines and on
the railways, and they are, as I am sure my hon. friends
from British Columbia will say, a hard-working people.
They do not ask for anything but schools, and they have
been asking for schools, and especially industrial schools,
for some time.

Mr. SHANLY. They get no rations ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh no, they earn their
own living in every way. The Government think it well to
establish one industrial school on the Island of Vancouver
and another on the mainland, after the fashion of the in-
dustrial schools which have been in successful operation for
the last two or three years in the North-West. I believe,
and in fact I am sure, that this experiment will be a very
successful one, because they are a fine people with a prom.
isingfuture before them, if their edacation is promoted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is true that they cost
very little in the way of maintenance, but there are two
points to which I would like to direct the hon. gentleman's
attention. One is that an immense proportion of the sum
paid appears to go for the salaries of a few white men, and
it is not easy to see what these persons can do for Indiana
of that type. I should think the Indians would rather
prefer having the money spent in some other way than
spending $30,000 of this amount in paying some half a dozen
Indian agents, though, not having visited the country, I
cannot speak with authority. With regard to the industrial
schools, is it proposed to take a number of Indian pupils
into the schools, and support them and teach them trades,
or will they attend there as day scholars ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As regard the expen-
diture for officers, the hon. gentleman must remember that
British Columbia is a very large country. We scarcely
appreciate the enormous area it covers. With regard to
the salaries, they have not been increased in our time, nor
has the number of officers been increased. They are there,
but perhaps by degrees they may be reduced in number.
The expense is not very great. I think the hon. gentleman
will admit that. All of the salaries in the Province of
British Columbia are included in the sum ment.oned in the
Estimates.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Indians of that class
hardly require protectors.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, we find that when
there is no Indian agent there is trouble. I must confess
that we have great difficulty in getting the right kind ot
men to be Indian agents in British Columbia, though we
have some very good .men there. With regard to the
industrial schools, the building for the one on Vancouver
Island is not yet put up. It will cost 82,500, and will
accommodate twenty-five pupils at a cost of $130 eah per
annum. On the mainlard there will be two schools; the
buildings will cost 05,000, and the cost of teaching twenty-
five pupils there will be 83,500.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are these Indian
children to be taught trades-carpenters, blacksmiths, &c ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, that is the meaning
of industrial schools.

Sir RICHARD CAIRTWRIGH T. Are they to be sent
back to their tribes afterwards, or will they become a por-
tion of the white population?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. I fançy that the Indians
in British Columbia taught in the schools could be safely
allowed to join their tribes. They will work like white
tradesmen. In the North-West, where we have several
industrial schools, we have found, on the recommendation
of all the heads of those schools, and of the different religious
denominations who have taken charge of them, that it is
hopeless to expect to reclaim a young man, even if he is
taken to an industrial school and educated, if he goes back
afterwards to his tribe and marries an Indian who is uned-
ucated. We have, therefore, established at Qu'Appelle a
women's-school, and we have another at Battleford, which
the outbreak caused an interruption of; and it is hoped, by
educating Indian women and Indian men in those industrial
schools, that both will be drawn from the domestic influences
of their tribes, and will intermarry, so that we shall have a
valuable class of educated and industrious children.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In British Columbia
are the pupils to be all boys ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As yet we do not propose
to establish a women's school.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I suppose the hon. gentleman
does not propose te go so far as Frederick, King of Prussia,
and provide for compulsory marriages.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman may, of

course, get an ideal system without any coercive measures,
but that portion of the hon. gentleman's scheme remains
yet to be tested. I see that he is taking a vote of upwards
of 825,000 for British Columbia more than he took last
year, and I believe the greater portion of this 852,000 voted
for Indians is expended on white people. 'It would be
interesting if the hon. gentleman had laid a statement be-
fore the Committee showing how this money was applied.
British Columbia stands in a different position from the
North-West and Ontario. There was no purchase of public
lands there from the Indians by way of extinguishing the
Indian title. The most that was donc was to set apart
certain reservations for the occupancy of the Indians under
the Crown. For the purpose of setting apart those reserva-
tions, there was in 1875, I think, a commission appointed
by mutual understanding between the Government of
British Columbia and the Dominion Government to locate
those reservations. It was supposed that that work would
take about three years, but twelve years have gone by and
the hon. gentleman has just as large a sum this year as
ever for the payment of those reserve commissioners.
Surely the work of those commissioners must have been
completed years ago. There are less than 40,000 Indians
in British Columbia, and if a reservation were set apart for
each Indian, and the whole Province were hunted over for
reservatione, in twelve years this work ought to h1ave been
done.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a different ques-
tion from the one we are discussing. I am afraid I cannot
hope that the expenditure on surveys wilil be stopped yet a
while. The hon. gentleman ought to remember that there
was an arrangement between the Dominion and Provincial
Governments for a joint commission to lay out those surveys.
From the difficulties that arose the Provincial Govenment
refused to go on with that commission, and they repudiated

all the surveys that were made by the Hon. Malcolm Sproat.
All those surveys are valueless, unless they are sanctioned
by the Provincial Government. I tried to induce them to
sanction those surveys, and they positively declined to re-
cognise any of the surveys made by Mr. Sproat. Since
that time Mr. O'Reilly has been, by mutual consent, ap-
pointed commissioner in place of the two commissioners.
He has been acting for both Governments, and the leader
of the late Government, Mr. Smyth, agreed with myself
that he would confirm any and every survey made by Mr.
O'Reilly. I have reason to believe that was done with the
sanction of Mr. Davie, who was the attorney general, and
who is now the Premier, so that I have no doubt
ail those surveys of reserves that were made by
Mr. O'Reilly will be confirmed. The hon. gentleman muet
remember it is an enormous country, and Mr. O'Reilly is
going on from year to year, as it is thought well, assigning
the Indians to their reserves. Hie is going on very well,
and it is satisfactory to know that all these surveys have
been confirmed. There was some trouble, I may say to the
hon. gentleman, not only some trouble but serious trouble
and apprehension in the mind3 of the Government of Bri-
tish Columbia, as to disturbances up in the Metiakatia
country. We are trying to deai with that as best we can.
The Indians complain that the allowance of land under their
reserve is insufficient. I ara at this moment in communica.
tion with the Provincial Government, and the Provincial
Government are willing to allow the Indians a larger roser-
vation. I hope, therefore, that this matter, which was really
threatening two weeks ago, will be settled.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwel). The commissioners who were
appointed to make this survey, in thl first instance, were
appointed with the consent of the Local Goverument, and
the Local Government, of course, bound itself to abide by
the decision of the commissioners, just as they have now
bound themselves to abide by the decision of Mr. O'Reilly.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They agreed to do so.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes, it wa binding in the one case
as in the other. Those commissioners went on and made
selections of land. They chose reservations, in some cases
not larger than the Indians demanded. The hon. gentleman
knows that there was a correspondence between the Indians of
Washington Territory and the British Columbia Governmont,
and if it had not been for the defeat of the Nez Percés by
the American army, there would, in ail probability, have
been an Indian waron the Pacific slope, embracing Washing-
ton Territory and British Columbia. It was with the view of
conciliating the Indians that the commissioners dealt with
them in the way they did. I do not think the quantity of
lands granted the Indiana was extravagant at al. On the
contrary, looking at the mode of life of the Indiana as a
pastoral people, the amount was very moderate. The
whole Indian population is less than 40,000, and those
commiesioners, although the territory is large, should
require but a moderate time to make the selection.
The numbers of reserves at most would be very fe w to
meet the wants of all the Indian tribes, and yet this
commission has taken 12 years to mark out reservations
for the Indians. Now, the hon. gentleman says that the
Government repudiated the work done by Mr. Sproat and
the other gentlemen associated with him. Supposing that
were the case, the Indians had their reservation marked out;
and, although the Government might not agree wiLh them,
until the Local Government indicated what change they
desired, the Indians would continue to occupy those roser-
vations, and I think we ought to see what these commis.
sioners are doing for the salary they receive. How many
reservations were set apart last year ? Where were they
marked ont? For what Indians ? What progress has
been made ? Or has Mr. O'Reilly simply been drawing a
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salary and waiting for the Local Government to agree to set
apart these reservations.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Are these industrial sc0hools to
be under any particular denomination ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, I should think not.
I think those industrial schools should be secular in British
Columbia. In the North-West, matters were otherwise.
There is a large number of Indian bands who are Catholie
Christians. At Qu'Appelle, for instance, the Christian
Indians are all Catholics. There we have an industrial
school for both men and women, under the charge of
Father Hugonnard. Then we have, at the foot of the Rocky
Mountains, a school under charge of Father Lacombe. At
Battleford, wo have a Protestant school under the charge
of the Rev. Mr. Clark, who is a clergyman of the Church of
England. It is, however, in no respect a Protestant school,
but is open to all. In fact Mr. Clark was there at the
time, and was a teacher among the Indians. He is very
much esteemed by them and knows the language well,
so that, practically, it is an Anglican school, though
ali the Indiann can go to it. Then, tnere is an
industrial school in charge of the Methodist conference
lately established, and there is a Presbyterian school as
well. That is in the North-West, because the various mis-
sions of these varions religious denominations have estab-
lished their missions there, have had a very large number
of converts, and naturally these industrial schools have
fallen into their hands. So far as I can learn, in British
Columbia, that is not the case. 'The two schools on the
rnainland and one on the island, will be secular. If it
should prove that a particular clergyman from any denomi-
nation bas particular aptitude to be the master of an
industrial school, he will be appointed; the fact of his being
a clergyman would not be a reason for his not being
appointed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
did not reply to the question of the hon. member for Both-
well as to what had been done by Mr. O'Reilly. le it not
the case that Mr. O'Reilly, some two or three years ago,
was incapacitated by some accident for doing work at all?

Sir JOHN A. RACDONALD. That is quite true.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has he not been unable

to do work since ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, he is doing work

now. Mr. O'Reilly suffered a very severy accident, and it
was thought at one time he would be incapacitated for life.
He has, however, thanks to a good constitution, survived
that serious accident. Previous to the time he was incapa-
citated, he had laid ont sufficient surveys on the ground, so
that he could wait until the surveys made on the ground
were completed by the surveyors. He is now completely
restored, and I hope will long continue to carry on that
work, and the chief reason why I wish that he should be so
employed is this: that he is agreeable to the British Colum-
bia Government, and can always get them to assent to
whatever he does. And from his manner and adaptation
to that work, he is agreeable to the Indian tribes.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to have some
information from the hon. gentleman with regard to the
reservations in British Columbia-the one at Metlakatla,
formerly under Mr. Duncan. I understand Mr. Duncan
had same m:sunderstanding with his bishop, and that Mr.
Duncan, who was, perhaps, the most successful of all our
white men in dealing with the Indian population, had the
Indians with him in that dispute. That these people, from
a condition of barbarism, became, as compared with other
Indians in the surrounding country, an industrions, thriving
population, and had been self-sustaining, and in no way
were dependent upon the Government. I understand that

Mr. MILLs (Bothwell).

the Government interfered against the Indians and against
Mr. Duncan on behalf of the bishop, and that the property
that the Indians claimed there was taken possession of, and
that the Local Government were authorised to transfer
that property, with the honorable gentleman's consent, to
other parties, and that the result -is that arrangements
are being made to voluntarily remove these Indians
to a portion of Washington Territory in the United States,
in order that they may get rid of the injurions surveillance
of the Government and the meddlesome oversight of the
Protestant Episcopal Bishop there. There is another
reservation in that Province-and I mention both now in
order to facilitate the progress of the hon. gentleman in
his work-the reservation in the immediate vicinity of the
city of Victoria. Certain parties were anxious to get pos-
session of that reservation and to remove the Indians to
another portion of Vancouver Island, and to place them in
possession of property far less valuable than that which
they actually occupy. Hon. gentlemen know-I believe
the hon. gentleman from the city of Victoria knows-that
this reservation in the immediate vicinity of Victoria is
especially valuable, and I understand that this property
was transferred, or is abjut being transferred, to certain
parties for a mere fraction of its actual value, and that the
Indians, contrary to their wishes, are being pressed into
accepting property elsewhere in lien of that which they
have long held in the immediate vicinity of the city of
Victoria. . The hon. gentleman can tell us, with regard to
both these matters,.what the actual situation is.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In regard to Metlakatla,
the survey was made by Mr. O'Reilly some years ago. I
believe it was made on the most liberal scale, and until late
years no objection was made to that survey. There is a
question which has arisen with which the Government
have nothing in the world to do. It is a question as to the
title to the two acres at Metlakatla which are claimed by
the Anglican church-I suppose the bishop may be consid-
ered the representative of it-I do not know how the statute
stands, but that title is recognised by the Gôvernment of
British Columbia; they say that the Church of England
bas a title to these two acres that are disputed by Mr.
Duncan, who.poses as the representative of the Indians at
Mettakatla. That is a question with which we cannot
interfere.
a Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Indians built the church
et alileveuts.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well,the [ndians built the
church, but there is at this moment a division amongst the
Indians themselves. There is a not inconsiderable minority
of the Indians at Metlakatla who are Anglicans and do not
go with Mr. Duncan. Mr. Duncan and the majority, per-
haps, acting under the idea of right, have interfered with
that property. The Provincial Government have protected
the right of the proprietors of these two acres. We have
nothing in the world to do with that.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Will the hon. gentleman say
when the British Columbia Government gave the title to
these two acres ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is believed that the title
was given by Governor Douglas. Mr. Duncan went there
originally as a lay reader of the Missionary Society. He
las been a man of great merit, of'great administrative talent,
of great enthusiasm, and I understand and believe that he bas
been of great se vice among the Indians there ; but h is a
man, I fear, who cannot brook control of any kind. For some
theological reason or other, he severed himself from the
church of which he was a lay reader, and has established a
religion of his own, perhaps as good as the religion that he left,
but, at all events, ho started a religious system of his own,
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and ho rosista the claim of the church, of which ho was
once a member and an officer, to this property. While lie
was a member of the church, of course he would defend the
rights of the church. Now ho has taken a different course.
I am afraid there is a little of human ambition mingling
with his desire for the advantage of the Indians, but,
however that may be, it is a matter that we have nothing
whatever to do with. The Canadian Government neither
admits nor denies the claim of the Church of England to
these two acres. They have not anything to do with it.
Al they want to do is to have the Indians living quietly
on their reserve, and we shall try, as far as we can, to pro-
tect the Indians, and, at the same time, to prevent them
from breaking beyond their bounds, and, under mistaken
advice, becoming disturbers of the public peace. Then,
with respect to the reservation in the vicinity of Vic-
toria, that is a very valuable property, and the Indians
make no use of it at all, they are living there in the
immediate vicinity of a large town in which there
is a seafaring population. I believe my hon, friend
from Victoria will be able to speak as to the demoralisa-
tion of thepe Indians from that. The intention of
the Government and of the Department is to get the
full value for that land, and out of the sale of that land to
purchase in the first place a habitat for these Indians at a
considerable distance away from the seductions of a town
and the degradation which results both for men and women,
and to fund the balance of the money, as bas been done in
the older Provinces, for the benefit of the Indians.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The sale has not taken place
yet ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has not taken place
yet.

Mr. MARA. In reply to the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) in his remarks as to the two acres at the Mis-
sion Point, I may say that that reserve was made in 1864.
Here is the letter :-

"CoLoNIAL SE0RETARY's OFFICE,
"I27th September, 1864.

"SIa,-I have the honor to acquaint you, with reference to your
letter of the 30th May last, that the Government Reserve at Metlakatla
has been, by direction of the Governor, extended to a distance of five
miles on each side of the Mission Point, and five miles back from the
cosit-line.

" His Excellency has also directed that the two acres ofland known
as Mission Point is to be held in trust by the Government for the benefit
of the Church Missionary Society."

Those are the two acres that have been in dispute for some
time. The dispute between Mr. Duncan and Bishop Ridley
has been altogether of an ecclesiastical character. The Pro-
vincial Government appointed a commission to enquire into
the whole matter, and they found that Mr. Duncan was alto.
gether wrong, and ordered a survey of the two acres, which
settled BishopRidley and the society in their rights. I was
glad to hear the First Minister pay a compliment to the Brit-
ish Columbia Indians, as compared with the Indians of the
other Provinces, They are thrifty, self-relying, and self-sup-
porting. If the hon, gentleman will turn to the last report
of the Department of Indian Affairs, ho will find that whilst
the administration of the Indian Department in British Col-
umbia cost only, S1.25 per head, that of Manitoba and the
North-West, $35.90 ; Nova Scotia, $2.79; New Brunswick,
$3.41; Prince Edward Island, $6.17. Of the whole sum
of 848,283.69 expended in British Columbia, a very large
portion was paid for laying out and surveying the
reserves, .Now, the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) is wrong when ho states that these reserves
were soettled some years ago. Many of the reserves laid
out by Mr. Sproat at that time were not satisfactory
to the Provincial Government, and in some cases they
were not satisfactory to the Indiana. In addition to
that, his work was not completed, and although it may seoem

las

1997
a long time to lay out a few reserves, the hon. gentleman
ought to bear in mind that those roserves are not laid ont
in large blooke. They vary in extent from 10 to 300 acres
along the coast line, many of them incltding fishing stations
that belong to different tribes, and each tribe wishes to
have its particular fishing station lai ont as a reserve by
itsolf. Now, when we look at the small cost per head of ad-
ministering the Indian Department in British Columbia, I
think it speaks a great deal for the economical manner in
which that Department has been managed; it also speaks
well for the Indians. Taking this statement in connection
with the tabular statement of agricultural statistics, it
shows that the Indians there depend altogether upon
themselves and not upon the Government. I am,
therefore, very glad to know that the Government have,
even at this late day, decided to establish three agricultural
schools, two on the mainland and one on the island. For
some years past the Government have been giving small
sums to missionary societies to assist the Indiais in day
schools. Experience has taught both the missionaries and
Indian Department that the Indians learn very little in
these schools. They are, to a certain oxtent, still nomadic,
at all events they have their hunting seasons and their
fishing seasons, and when the head of a family goes
hunting or fishing, he takes the whole family with him ; so
that an Indian lad who may have gone to school for two
months is absent for two months more, and forgets all ho
has learned. In the industrial schools, I take it for granted
that the Indians, besides being taught the three R's, will be
taught both farming and trades.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The trades, prinipally.
Mr. MARA. Then all the botter. After those Indians

have returned to their homes, they will be the best mission-
aries and the best civilising agents the Government can
possibly have. In looking at the small amount of $1*,000
that the right hon. gentleman says he intends to set aside
for that purpose, I cannot help but contrast it with the
amount dLevoted to industrial schools in the North-West
Territories. In the North-West Territories, where there are
only 30,000 Indians, the sum, of 853,929 is set apart for
industrial schools; but in British Columbia, with over
38,000 Indians, only $817,000 are allowed for that object.
In the one case the schools are all in operation, but in the
case of British Columbia the cost of building is to be taken
from the appropriation. It is but tardy justice done to the
Indians, and I only regret the sum is not larger, and that
there are not more schools. As British Columbia covers a
large area, and the Indians are scattered all over the
country, there should be at least five or six industrial
sehools, because you cannot expect the Indians to go more
than 100 miles to a school. Now, with regard to the
amounts paid to the Indian agents, exception has been taken
by the hon. member for Bothwell that those are too large,
and that the Indian agents are not required. I say they
are required for several reasons: they are required to teach
the Indians habits of thrift, to teaeh them, to a certain ex-
tont, in farming, to prevent their reserves from being
encroached upon, and more than all, to settle disputes that
frequently arise between the neighboring whites and the
Indian tribes. From my knowledge, both of the Indian
tribes and the Indian Department in British Columbia, I
have no hesitation in saying that I believe it is well and
economically managed.

Mr. BAKER. I wish to refer to a remark of the right
hon. gentleman in reference to the Indian reserve of Vic.
toria. I have no doubt that he spoke unwittingly, but ho
said that the seafaring population would have a tendency
to demoralise the Indians, because of the close proximity of
the reserve. Well, Sir, being a seafaring man myself, and
a representative man, I hope the hon, gentleman did not
apply his remark to me; at the same time I think that
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reserve should no longer be an Indian reserve. It could be
better utilised for the terminal point of the Victoria and
Esquimalt Railway, or other beneficial use. Perhaps the
hon. member for Bothwell is not aware that the reserve to
which ho refers forms part of Victoria Harbor. It is
situated at the left hand entrance to the harbor, and only
takes five minutes to go from there to the densely populated
portion of the city. On frequent occasions these Indians
have a ceremony of what they call making a medicine man,
or a medicine dog, and the noise they croate on that reserve,
when they are there for such an occasion, is exceedingly dis-
agreeable to the citizens. I should be very glad to see said
reserve turned to some botter purpose, and a more suitable
one found for the Indians much more remote from the city
of Victoria. I hope the leader of the Government will have
in view the offers that have been made for that reserve in
the past, as I have no doubt lie will, and see that the
Indians get a fair price for their property, and that a suit-
able one is purchased in place of it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I was not objecting at all to
the sale of this reservation. I quite admit that it is
right that the Government should dispose of it, but
I do mot tbink they ought to make a private sale of some
part of this reserve for far less than it is wortb. It was to
considerations of that sort that I directed my observations.
I did not know how far the hon. gentleman had carried out
the negotiations, or at least had accepted the offers which
had been made, but it did not seem to me the proper way
of disposing of lands which the hon. gentleman holds as
trustee, so to speak, for tho Indians. Now, I have just one
word to say with regard to the observation of the hon.
gentleman. If lie examines the Auditor General's report
ho will find that a large portion of this $48,000 spent last
year, was not spent for the Indians in any proper sense at
all. Now, for the Kamloops agency, there was $905 spent, of
which $120 only was spent for medicine, and $360 for seed
grain; the remaining part, more than one-half, went as salary
to the party in charge. At the next agency where the amount
expended was $412, thore was expended for supplies only
$34.36, all the rest of that sum went to the agent for the
payment of his salary and matters of that sort. When only
$34 out of $412 goes to the Indians the hon. gentleman will
see it is a very small proportion, and it is questionable
whether the Indians might not be more benefited by an
expenditare of a much smaller sam than Parliament appro-
priates if it was spent in some other way. Out of $477 for
Okanagon agency only $28.87 were received by the Indians
as supplies. All the rest was appropriated by officials.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman says cor-

tainly. If the organisation is such that less than nine per
cent. of the appropriation goes to the Indians and 91 per
cent. is spent on the organisation itself, I would be inclined
to think, as the pub:ic will be, that the scheme is a failure.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is not
serious in talking that way. The hon, gentleman says there
are 91 per cent. of the appropriation spent in keeping up
thpj establishment. These appropriations are not to help the
Indians ; the Indians can holp themselves. There is a
certain number of officers to look after them, just the same
as in the North-West, there is an agent, clerk and inspector.
You might just as weil point to Prince Albert where there
is an agent, two or three other collectors, an inspector, an
excise officer and a number of officials, and say that they
spend ail the money and the people got none. It is merely
the organisation of society. These mon are sent to the dis-
tricts of British Columbia occupied by the Indians, and they
of course receive salary, but tho money is no more to he
divided than it might be expected that Mr. Mowat, who has
been appointed sheriffat Toronto at a very large salary,

Mr. BAKER.

ought to give a certain amount of it to the people of Toronto
Those officers are sent to the different places to do their
work. They are part of the organisation, and the hon.
gentleman had the organisation when he was Minister.

Mr. MILLS. No.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg your pardon.

organisation has not been altered in any way.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes, it has.

The

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not from the doctor to
the lowest agent has it been changed since the hon. gentle-
man was head of the Department.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman is mistaken.
He came down and proposed to the House to divide British
Columbia into districts, and ho established separate agencies.
The hon. gentleman certainly ought to be botter informed
with respect to what he as done himself.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not understand where
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) got his calcula-
tion,

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I read them from the Auditor
General's report.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We have in the Estimates
under our hands asked for $52,520. Of that sum $20,620 is
for salaries. We have relief of distress, 81,000 ; seed grain,
agricultural implements and tools, $1,200; medical attend-
ance and schools, $3,350; industrial schools, 817,250; travel-
ling expenses, $4,200; office expenses, $2,500-total, $52,000.
There is no percentage as the hon. gentleman has said. Out
of $52,0S0 there was 820,620 paid for salaries.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I read from the Auditor Gen-
eral's report, but I could give the hon. gentleman further
details.

Mr. GORDON. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
seems to think those agencies are an unnocessary burden on
the country, and ho complains with respect to the division
of British Columbia into agencies. If there is one thing in
the administration of Indian affairs that reflects greater
crodit on the Government than another, it is the division of
that Province into agencies, and the appointmont of agents at
the different points. One who has lived in British Columbia
for 27 years, whoremembers the condition of the Indians at
that time, how unsafe a man's life was in travelling along
the coast before the Indian agents were appointed, can ali
the more readily recognise now how much those agencies
have effected in affording peace and security to life and
property. Time was when a gunboat was frequently
required to bombard the Indian camp, to punish murder,
and to enforce regard for the constituted authority I May
say in regard to Vancouver Island, take the west coast,
since the agent was appointed there las not been a single
murder along that coast. In the district of Cowichan,
where there is an agent stationed, 27 years ago the Indians
were in a savage state. I desire to ask a question of the First
Minister with respect to eo me of the agricultural communities
of Indians. Last year a sui of money was given for prizes
for the Indian agricultural exhibition at Cowichan. The effect
on the Indians has been very marked, and wili tend more than
anything else to do away with the bad system of potlach which
previously was one of their savage rites and debaucheries.
lhope the First Minister will continue that policy and
extend it as far as possible to every agricultural Indian
settlement, for it will tend, in conjunction with expe-
rimental agricultural schools, to elevate the Indians at
a very rapid rate. In fact, to-day, as already stated,
they do not require the support of the Government
in regard to food or raiment; they cen earn enough to pro-
cure their own clothes, and some of thema wear as good
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clothes as do members of this House, and they live as well
as most of the people. But those agencies are essential in
order to settle disputes, not only between white men and
Indians, but between the Indians themselves. More than
that, they are always on the spot, and when men in small
boats come from the American aide with whiskey and pro.
ceed to soli it to the Indians, the agent takes the first oppor-
tunity to punish those parties. In that way the Indian agents
have effected a great amount of good along the coasts,
especially in the district that I have the honor to represent.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think the hon, gentleman who
has last spoken bas afforded the strongest evidence that an
increase in British Columbia is not called for. The hon.
gentleman has shown that heretofore the Indians were in a
demoralised state, so unruly as to require an organisation of
this kind to preserve life in some localities ; but now the
Indians are in a very much improved condition. If that be
so, and the greater portion of the money, according to
the Minister's own statement, is for the purpose of
keeping up the organisation, and does not directly
benefit Indians, there is no reason why the Govern-
ment should make this increased appropriation annually.
If at the expiration of 1886 the sum of $48,000 answered
the purposes of the Indians, if they have improved wonder-
fully since that time, if they are much more civilised now
than they were thon, if there is less danger of their doing
any serious mischief to the inhabitants there, why, I ask, is
it necessary that there should be now over $78,000 required
for the same purpose ? I hope the First Minister and the
Government will take the advice of the hon. gentleman,
and will say that there is no longer a necessity for this
large expenditure and that they will accordingly reduce it.

Indians, North-West Territories.............,.............$843,195

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Before we enter on the dis-
cussion of the separate items, I think the First Minister
will agree that, perhaps, now is the best time to enter upon
the discussion, which I mentioned before, when this subject
was broached, of discussing at some length the question of
Indian management in the North-West Territories.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think we took the item
over in the general Indian discussion. I was asked when
we came to the subject of Indians in Civil Government not
to pass the item, and it bas not been passed. It was under.
stood that the general discussion should be taken up when
we came to that item. I think, therefore, that it would be
better to confine this discussion to the question contained in
the Estimates and keep the general discussion, as was origi-
nally proposed, on the item we have reserved for that pur-
pose.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If we did, I think we were
unfortunate in doing it, as that item will pass, of course, so
that it will make no difference.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was at the request of the
hon. gentleman that we passed by that item, and it was
understood that the discussion should take place upon it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). 1 dare say it was, but, as far
as I am concerned, I shall not make any discussion of that
item. But as the First Minister is in his place, and it is
early in the evening, [ think it will be botter to discuss it
now than at another time. I think it is necessary that
something should be said upon this question, because it was
a common subject of discussion in the House last Session,
but, unfòrtunately, the First Minister took sick-a fact
which we all regretted-and was not able to be in the
flouse all the time, although he was in the House when I
made my last speech on that occasion. He thon referred to
the speech of another hon. gentleman, in which very specific
charges were made, and I see ho bas issued, or some one
has issued, a pamphlet with the authority of the Indian

Department, and in that pamphlet they put somo remarks
or statements I made, and I do not propose that the accur.
acy of any statements I made in a previons Session shall
be called in question, without my endeavoring to substan.
tiate them, when I believe them to be correct. I call the
First Minister's attention to the fact, which I mentioned
before in the House, at a time when ho thought it was
not a proper time to discuss it, that in his reply
to the speech of the other hon. gentleman and my-
self-though ho had more particular reference to the
statement of the other hon. gentleman-ho had replied
to the challenge that a commission be appointed by
saying that ho would accept the challenge and appoint the
commission. He pledged himself that it would be an im-
partial commission, which would go into the whole facts of
the case, and ho would abide by the result. I called his at.
tention to that statement, and te the fact that a commission
has not issued. The reason ho gave was that ho found all
the charges made were so absolutely incorrect-false, I
think was the term ho used-that it was not necessary to
have a commission at all. At the same time ho stated that
ho had documentary evidence bearing on this question, and
ho would submit it to the House, and have it scattered and
put in the hands of hon. members. Well, there was a
document prepared and sent out some time in the year-I
do not know when-but it bears the imprint of the Depart-
ment of Indian Affaire. It bas no date upon it; it has no
signature attached. I do not know when it was issued; I
do not know who compiled it; I do not know who is respon-
sible for it, but I know that it charges inaccuracy, and seeks
to fix the charge of falsehood upon one who was a member of
this House, if not upon one who is now a member
of the House. I think the Committee are entitled to
know who assumes the responsibility for this pam-
phlet, and the statements it contains. I think we
should know who issued the pamphlet, who compiled
the pamphlet and I think we are also entitled to ask the
First Minister why another promise that ho made is not
fulfilled, as far as I know, that is that all the evidence ho
had should be laid before the House. We have been in
Session some months; ho said it was too late last Session
to bring the evidence down, because it was still coming in,
but ho said that even thon there was enough to disprove
the charges which were made. But I have missed the evi-
dence which is reported to be in this book, if it bas been
handed in. This book does not cover the First Minister's
promise. Here are extracts taken-I do not know by whom,
or on whose responsibility-extracts from certain letters
and speeches and reports-little extracts or paragraphe. I
remember that the bon. member for West Huron was
charged with garbling,because ho did not thon give the whole
context of a subject. The same argument would apply with
reference Vo this, because I do not think the hon. gentleman
will say that the reports of clergymen, or officers, or others
who were asked to report are to be found here. We have
these cullings and selections from those reports. We want
the reports; we want te know whore they are. The state-
monts which were given by gentlemen on this aide of the
House were from official reports to which, if anything was
left out, hon. members could refer and find what the con.
text was. But here is a book which obtains circulation,
which bears the imprint of the Department of Indian Affaira,
which is sent broadcast over the country, which assumes to
involve the charge of falsehood as regards other mon, and
still this charge is based upon selections made from docu-
ments which are net before us. I am not prepared to accept
it in that way, and still less when the First Minister was so
distinct in his promise with reference to the whole matter
being put befbre us. Here is what was said:

"Sir R[O HARD OARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentleman issue this
document over his own signature, or does he propose to make use of the
officers of his Department 7 Because I can see that rather serrous inooa-
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veniences will arise if gentlemen at the head of Department ecall upon
their officers to issue what la, to all intenta and purposes, a political
pamphlet. I do not object to the hon. gentleman making any speech or
using any declarations when he sees fit, but I do not thik is officers
should do it.

" Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. I will take my own course about that;
and it will be under my responsibility it will be issued. The hon. gen-
tleman says the answer ought to be made here. It could not be given
here, because we have to trace up the facts and the evidence of the
statements of sundry agents which the hon. member for West Huron
quoted."

Then he goes on to reoite some information, and he con-
cludes :

" I would have been very glad to have laid the evidence before the
House, but it was only the day before yesterday that I received it from
the far North-West. It will, however, be published and distributed.

"i Mr. BLAKE. We will all be anxious to receive the exculpatory or
explanatory statement ofethe hon. gentleman, but why sould ie not lay
the material now on the Table befors publishing it, since ho has the,
material ? The hon. gentleman had the right to make, from the evidence
that reached him, what charges he chose, but on examining it we find
the evidence altogether fallacious."

There is evidently a little misprint there, I think it should
be " might " find it fallacious, because the documents were
not on the Table-

" Sir JOHEN A. MAODONALD. I must analyse it.
"Some hon. MEXBERS. Let us analysecit.
IlSir JOfIN A. MACDONALD. I muet clasaify it undor the difféent

charges. You shall get the whole of the evidence, I can assure you of
that. 1 shall have it carefully prepared in narrative from and distribute
copies to every member, besides furnishing copies to the constituencies."

.Now, I say that we were entitled to have this, and we have
not got it. Here are extracts, apparently selected from it,
just the course they blamed members here for. They said
the hon. member from West lfuron had not given the
context. Here is precisely the same thing. The hon.
gentleman will not pretend to tell me that the little ex-
tracts which we have here are all the report that has been
made. How do I know that the context would not affect
the meaning of them ? I should not be any more unfair in
assuming that than hon, gentlemen opposite wore in assum.
ing the other, and I should be still less unfair, because they
had the opportunity of referring to the reports which we
quoted from and seeing the context, but I have not had the
opportunity of seeing the documents from which they quote,
because they have not been laid on the Table, as the First
Minister promised they would be. Therefore, I say it is not
fair that judgment be asked on this question upon the
recital in this document. But i want to say this : I sup-
pose this document answered the hon, gentleman's purpose
politically, which it was intended for; but I think the First
Minister will admit that it is not the proper way to answer
statements and charges made on the floor of Parliament
that there should be no answer given at the time, but that
ho should instruct his officers, if tbat was the way it was1
done, or that ho, even if ho did it himself, after Parlia-i
ment rose, should prepare a document from information
which he had received, but which were not public and open
to everybody else-that ho should select from that certain
cullings, place them in narrative form and send them to the
country, and say: "Judge from that how false was the
judgmentigainst us made by gentlemen opposed to us." I
think the First Minister will not contend that that would be
a fair inethod of parliamentary procedure at any rate,
whatever object it might serve in a political campaign. It
is on the floor of Parliament where charges should be made,1
and it is there that the answer should be given, and in this
case the answer was net given. But the House must
remember that I said that I do not make a charge
against the Firat Minister, because ho was very ill at the
time; but it seemed to me that when ho recovered sufficientlyi
to be in the flouse, and bad a certain amount of evidence in
his possession which, ho said, would refute those charges,
we shoul4bave had that evidence placed before us. At any
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rate, we should have the evidence before us that was
promised by the First Minister before we came to discus
this item to-night. I will not attempt to go into a criticism
of all the speeches of other gentlemen. Another gentleman
made a speech, in which he took up the contenta of this pam-
phlet, and gave his version of it. I have not the least doubt
that if ho were in the House hé would ho prepared to sub-
stantiate what hé believed to be the correct statements he
made at that time. But I will say emphatically that I will
not allow the First Minister, or any member of this House,
by himself or through any of his officials, to cast doubt or
discredit on statements I made here, without giving methe
opportunity to show that I was correct in what I said, or
having found that I was incorrect, to say so and express
regret. I am not in the latter position ; I have not found
that the statements I made were incorrect. I maintain that
the statements in thitis pamphlet with reference to what I
said-and the only question deait with in it is the flour
question-are incorrect. This pamphlet has this motto on
it: "Every breach of veracity indicates some latent vice or
some criminal intention which the individual is ashamed to
own. " They thon take an extract from my speech and
place it inside the cover that bears that motto. I do not
propose te rest under this imputation. When I made my com-
monts on the Indian Department I made them realising that
those who criticise that Department must remember that it
is a d ifficult Department to manage, that they are dealing
with a class of individuals very difficult to manage, and I never
did desire unduly to press the Department in these matters.
I was calling the attention of the Government to the fact
that it seemed to me that, in some cases, our officers in the
North-West neglected their duty and were carelese in the
performance of their duty, to the great injury of those poor
ignorant wards of the nation, thus imperilling the peace of
the country; and it was with the view that the good name
of Canada, enjoyed in the past for fair dealing with the red
man, should be maintained, that I spoke with reference to
these matters. I pointed out that with reference to some of
the officers of the Minister in that country, that there had
been gross negligence, and that suffering and even death had
occurred in consequence, and I made those statements on the
authority of the reports of their own officers. If the First
Minister will look through.the remarks I made at that time
ho will seo that I expressly bore testimony to the kindly
feelings shown by the Deputy Minister of his Department.
My charge was not against the officers of the home Depart-
ment, but against the officials in the North-West, whose
conduct I thought should be investigated, and if those
charges were found to be true, other men should be put in
their places. But I found my remarks were not received in
the same spirit, and an effort was made to show that the
report from which I quoted did mot bear out my stato-
ments. They say here :

"1Tum QusTrow OP FLOUE.

"Having dealt with the speech of Mr. Cameron,.it may be proper to
conaider that of Mr. Paterson of Brant, respecting flour of inferior
quaity dehivered to Blood Indians l a1883. Ris text was areport made
by Dr. Girard, who said :

"' Since the 27th of September, over twenty deaths occurred on that
(the Blood) reserve, and most of them from the same complainth-ery
sipelas, swelling of the glands of the neck, dyspepsia, &o. On aIl tle
reserves, except that of the Stonies, I found the houses of the Indians
too close one to another, and on the first occasion I shall advise them to
pull them down another year and bave a space of about 100 feet between
each louse. The beef issued is of first quality, but the supply of flour iu
very poor and of bad quality. The instructor told me he used some of
it and the dough, though prepared with hop yeast, made a poor and
doughy bread. The quantity now on hand wili just last till May or June
next 1 pity them.'

"1on the strength of this testimony, Mr. Paterson argued at great
length that the Government was supplying the Indians with food which
caused sickness and death.

11It wil l s noticsd tht there la some disa.greemont between Mr. Pat-
erson and Mr. amoeron. The lattersaya they coul net get beef ant-
were forced to eat pork. 'The beeft, baya Mr. Paterson's witness, 'is
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0f fir1 a dity, buit the flout is-bad.' ' The gon,' says Mr. Pater-

°on, , seae and death among the Indians of the North-West
TerritorlL

Now, yop sb ho*r manifestly unfair that is. The member
for Hedn *ws probably speaking on some entirely different
points from what i was speaking of. I was not bound to
makW âig staternent arding Treaty No. 7 harmonise with
the rep.tts made by te hon. member for Huron about
Trea NO. 4. Yet, we are bore in this document, which is
said t give the people fuil knowIdge, placed in the position
as if*e were speaking with reference to the same band of
Indiansà,dealixig with the same subject. I am dealing with
the report that came under my own notice, with reference
to the hIdians under Treaty No. 7. The writer of this docu-
ment'does nôt give the full report, though he muet have
had aeess to it, because it was in the speech I gave the
House; "I gave the whole text of the report, and it was not
on Dr. Girard's letter that I based my charge.
1 did not base my charge solely on this testimony. I gave
other testimony which is reported in Hansard. On refer-
ring to that report, the First Minister will find I was justi.
lied in the statement I made, not alone from what Dr.
Girard says, which atone is quoted in this document, but
from other testimnony. I quoted the statement of the
Deputy Minister that such was the case. Here is the
morn. which the Députy Minister sent to the First Minister
with respect to this four:

" Department of Indian Affair.-In connection with the report of Dr.
Girard, the medical attendant upon the Indians interested in Treaty No.
7 North-West Territories, to the effect that h considers the aiknrseu that
bas prevailed among Uiese Indiana durinIthe peut yeer, which resulted
in many cases fatally, is attributable to e quality of the flour the un-
dersigned bega to report"

He thon goes on to report that he submitted samples to ex-
perts who condemned the four as unwholesome. There l
what the Deputy Minister wrote, and, as I stated in my
speech on that occasion, there is another report of Dr. Gir-
ard's giving more express testimony. I referred also to the
fact that the .Deputy Superintendent General was among
the Indians, and that ho stated the sickness and death
among the Indians was attributable to the bad quality of
the flour. In the concluding part of his statement, after
detailing to the First Minister the stops that had been taken
to recover the amount of money illegally got by these con-
tractors for the delivery of this flour, the Deputy Superin-
tendent General adds these sentiments which do credit to
his beart :

" But the sufering which the poor Indians have endured from sick-
ness by feedirig on this unwholesome flour, and the number of deaths
which have occurred are above l 'considerations of loss of a monetary
value bWing suth as caniot be remedied, but can only be deeply deplored
by the Department which has just been unwittingly nsed as an instru-
ment for contributing towards this suffering and mortality."

The gentleman who compiled this pamphlet states that the
charge that the flour was unwholesome and the cause of
deat h was a charge made by myself, who never saw the
flour, and knew nothing more than was gathered from t ho
officia report; fond ho adds that the Indians died from
discase not occasioned by bad fkour, but by their living in
overcrowded bouses and Eo on. Now, the only statement
which 'I made, which is called iùiquestion, 1 with reference
to flour; and ny stateient bas been borne out by the
Doputy Superintondent GeneraL. Samples of flour were
brought downù to Ottawa, and submitted to experts there,
Ivho reporied that it was unfit for human food. There le
also the testimony of the medical superintendent, and the
deduction drawi from it by the Deputy Minister, and the
further.fact that ho states expressly that the sickness which
lefsultcd fatally was caused by the unwholesome flour. It
is evideit freni the correspondencoe there were other reporte
froni Dr. Girard *hich are not given. The matter was one i
which sliould fairly ho bîougt before the House. It j
was fidi& tuglit, not fôr political capital, but for the pur.

pose of showing the 3Government the necessity theré was
for greater vigilance and care. I asked at that time whether
the agent Denny, who subscribed his name to the statement
that that flour was correct, was in the employ of the Gov-
ernment, and I said I was glad to find that, though bis
name appeared ln the pay list of that year, it was dropped
the subïequent year. i hoped he had been discharged
altogether, but I find that another officer, who had aiso cor-
tified to the flour, was still retained. I mention this because,
when it is brought to the notice of the Department that
officials have neglected their duty, or been guilty of con.
nivance, or proved themiselves unable to tell good flour from
four like that, should be removed from the Department.
On a subsequent occasion I referred to another report
respecting the management of the Indians, show-
ing that there were some 2,000 of a band, for some
months, without hardly any attention at all being
paid to them. The First Minister did just touch
upon that charge, and said they were Sioux Indians
who should have been on their reserve, and the policy of the
Department was that they would not obtain rations until
they would go on the reserve. There may be something
said on that, as it is tho policy of the Government to force
them to go on the reserve ; yet, after all, we find that the
Government did not intend to lot them starve. The point,
however, to which I call attention is that Mr. Dewdney
did not seem to pay any attention at all to the remonstrances
sent him. Colonel Irvine telegraphed him on the 23rd
ef September, 1882, the state in which the Indians were.
Mr. Frank Norman, on the 2nd of October, sent him a com-
munication making strong represontations to a like effect.
Then, Fred. White, on the 19th of October, nearly a month
after the first dispatch, sonde a very pressing telegram re
presenting this condition of affaire. So that the letter of
the 23rd of September, froin Lieutenant Colonel Irvine, who
feared danger from the Indians, and asked for an immediate
answer, was not answered until the 27th of October by
Lieutenant Governor Dewdney, though other officers had
reported in the meantime. Even thon, there was no relief
given until, I think, about the 26th of February, when
there were instructions given to increase the rate. At that
time, I called attention to the fact that, if the First Minis-
ter's explanation that it was a part of the policy of the De-
partment to force the Indians to go on the reserve, and
therefore, to make them starve, in order to compel them to
do that, was correct, and his statement that, if they went
on the reserve, they would be attended to and their wants
supplied, was true, another medical officer reportcd from
the reserves that there was a state of destitution and star-
vation there also, which made tho Indians reckless. I may
repeat it, so that the First Ministor may see for himself
that the charges wbich I made from reports which were
brought down to the House, I was warranted in making,
and that some explanation should have been given. The
offler of the Govern ment on the reserve of Pi-a-pot and the
Assiniboines, in 1884, made a report, not in reference to the
Sioux, who would not go on the reserve, but in reference to
those who were there, and who, according to the policy of
the Government, were entitled to be attended to. After
enumerating a number of diseases from which they were
suffering, ho adds:

& And starvation, if the lest can be recorded as a disease. I find
that in the last three monthe, thirteen deaths have taken place in each
reserve, in all twenty-six, a very heavy death rate, and from aIl 1 cen
gather, death has been accelerated, if not immediately caused, by the
scant supply of food served out to these Indians. At the present time,
this condition cf starvation is more evident among the Assiniboines, as
the Grees have lately obtained supplies by cutting wood. I saw several
children in the Assiniboine camp worn and wasted, and unless properly
fed must die in a few days. The old medicine man asked me if 1 could
give hin some medicine to have by him, that would be helpful when the
indians fainted, as from their scanty and insufficient rations a nu aber
of them suffer in that way. It may not come within my province to
report this condition of starvation, but I am well satisfied thet if they
were sufinciently fed, there would be less tendency to illness among
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them. I may also add, that from the way tbey have been allowed to
starve, a firm determination was expressed by both Pi-a-pot and Jack,
that as soonas they could travel they would forsake the reserve and go
West u.gin."

I have read that from ffansard, but I have the document
under my hand of the officer of the Minister who reported
that. i think that hon. gentlemen will agree with me that,
when reports come down and come under the observation of
a member, when they are brought before the attention of'
the House, they are not to be met by a statement that it is
not so, or by being ignored, or by saying that a pamphlet
which bas not been sabmitted to Parliament or scrutinised,
the contents of which are taken from documents not before
us, is to be alleged as a proof, and we are to take it for
granted that the matter is thus proved. I called attention to
that because the First Minister said he would attend to the
Indians when they were on the reserve, and these Indians
were on the reserve, and the effect of the treatment was
such that they had become dissatisfied with the reserve and
told this Government officer that, as soon as they could,they
would leave the reserve and go west again because of this
condition of things. I made this statement without wishing
undaly to press a charge against the Government, because I
recognised that it is a difficult matter to administer this, but
it seems to me, as I said a moment ago, that, when we have
such an item for general expenses as we have here, 8125,000,
when it is remembered that out et a total of $843,00 0, there
is only about a half that goes to the Indians, and that a
large sum of tons of thousands of dollars of this monoy
which is voted by Parliament goes for officers who are
appointed for the very purpose of looking after and attend-
ing to these matters, I claim that, when they are found to
bo neglectini cf thoir duty, as is abandantly proven by
these reports, thoir conduct is toibeareprebated, and that,
if they are allowed to remain in thoir positions, and vo
cognisance taken of their action, it would do harm, and
the record which the Canadian people have had, as dis-
tinguished from the people to the south, would be in danger
of being marred. That was my justification for bringing
forward this statement, and I do not feel that it was proper
that a pamphlet should be issued in this way, when the
documents from which this pamphlet is in part compiled
were not laid on the Table of the House, so that we might
have an opportuniLy of investigating them. I do not say
that there was the same sweeping assertion in regard to
myseif in this pamphlet as in regard to another gentleman.
Be has not asked me to enter into the defence of his state-
ments, but there was a document issued from the Depart-
inent charging a member of this House with having made
statements which were false and incorrect, charging that in
some cases he had not given the full text but only a selec-
tion, while the Department itself was giving only seluctions,
and those not from documents which were accessible to
others than those in the Department itself. That was not
a fair way of discussing public questions. It may serve
political purposes, but it will not serve the interests of par-
liamentary discussion and parliamentary investigation to
conduct our affairs in this way. I have trespassed thus far
upon the time of the Committee, and for doing so I make
no apology whatever, because the First Minister expressed
a desire that this matter should be talked over when the
opportunty presented itself.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can have no objection1
to the bon. gentleman making the statement he has made,i
or to the tone and temper in which ho bas made it. He
bas spoken of a reference made to his speech in a previous
Session in this pamphlet 1 I say at once, without any
hesitation, that that pamphlet was issued by the Depart-
ment of Indian Affairs, and I have no hesitation in taking1
the whole responsibility for that pamphlet. I have no1
hesitation in saying that that is the statement which I
desired to make in reply to the speech of Mr. Cameron
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when he was a member of this flonse. The hon. gentle.
man has stated truly that I could not answer the statement
of that hon, gentleman, because for nearly two months I
had been confined to my house; but, if I had been bore and
had heard his speech and that debate, I could not have
answered it any more, I could not have answered it at all,
from the fact that his speech was an elaborate excerpt
from statements of varions officers in the North-
West, compiled caref ally and astutely from a series
of reports covering several years. Those were the
reports and statements of officers and others from
different points in the great North-West, spreading from
the foot of the Rocky Mountains to Port Arthur.
I had no means of answering any of those charges had I
been in my place, had Iheard the charges which were made
against the Government. Ail I could do, as the head of
the Department was to send that speech up, marking the
charges which were made against the several offloors and
affecting several reserves and several banda of Indians, and
to call for a full report. That was a matter of necessity ;
and when those replies were received, I felt it my duty to
myself, my duty to the officers, my duty to the Department,
my duty to the North-West, to state, as I believe, calmly,
candidly, and without violence, the answers that had been
furnished to the Department by the varions persons who
were charged in the North-West. That pamphlet was pub-
lished, it had to be.published. The iansard was published,
the papers in the interest of the Opposition were loaded
with these charges brought against the administration of
Indian affairs. It was absolutely necessary, in self defence,
that that pamphlet should be issued, and I say that that
pamphlet bas nover becu answercd, and cannot ho answerecl.
It is a truthful pamphlet. Thene may bein going over a state-
ment of an infinity of details, small errors of date, and
small particulars, but I believe that that pamphlet is an
honest, a truthful, a satisfactory answer to the speech that
was made by Mr. Cameron; Mr. Cameron is not bore, so I
shall not characterise, in bis absence, as I have done else.
where, bis speech. I have not the same charge at all to
make against the hon. member who bas just spoken. The
bon. member is, I think, an ardent politician, and would be
just as glad to make an effective attack upon the Govern-
ment as Mr. Cameron. But I draw a great distinction bc.
tween the hon. gentleman and Mr. Cameron. I believe the
hon. gentleman is incapable of making a statement that ho
does not believe to be true. I believe that the bon, gentle-
man, who has taken a great interest in Indian matters, folt
it his duty-I have a right to suppose and believe that he
felt it his duty-to bring up that subject about the flour that
ho now speaks of. The answer which is published in that
pamphlet, is the reply given by the officers of the Depart-
ment. I do not think it would be necessary, I do not think
the Committee would listen with patience if we entered into
a re-discussion of that question about Indian matters. Lot
us have a field day, if we are both spared, early next Ses.
sion, but not as we are approaching the dog-days.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Mr. Cameron might po3sibly
be here from some constituency.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If Mr. Cameron is here,
thon I shall be able to state more strongly my opinion
about what he bas stated than I can do in his absence. I
do not think it would answer any good purpose; I will
only say one thing about what the hon. gentleman bas said.
Ie says these Indians on the reserve have suffered, that we
allowed them to starve. Well. with regard to the Indians
that were not on the reserve, I stated before in Parliament
what the policy of the Government is, what it will be as
long as I have anything to do with it. The Indians like to
bang about-and I would ask my hon. friends- from the
North-West if it is not so-they liko to bang about the
police stations, the land agencies, wherever there is a chance
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to get food. They will beg from the employés, and if
there are but few white men there, they will threaten them
in order to get food. We will not allow them to congregate
in large bodies, especially in the vicinity of the boundary,
where they can slip across from one country to another,
and where they are a source of danger. In the case of the
Indians to which the hon. gentleman bas alluded, there was
a large body of them there. They were a source of very
considerable uneasinees, they were communicating
with the Indians across the line, they had no
business there, they ought to have gone to their
place which was reserved for them and where
they would be taken care of. But they would not go, and
day after day we had to put them on half rations, on quar-
ter rations, and we had to reduce them to starvation point
before wa could get them to go to their reserve. And thon the
hon, gentleman says they were not treated well on the re-
serves. Why, an Indian who is healthy is a strong man,
and just as able to work as a white man. The white man
goes up to the North-West and works for his living. What
does the Government do? The Govern ment gives the Indian
a reserve, he has lands reserved for him, he has seed grain
given to him, he bas implements of husbandry given to him,
ho bas cattle given to him in order to plough his land, ho has
everything requisite to start in the successful cultivation of
the land. The white man goes there and has to furnish all
these things for himself. But because these Indians are too
lazy to work, they cat the cattle instead of ploughing with
them, they throw themselves upon the provisions they have
a right to get, they eat the seed grain, and thon they
eay they are starving, and thoy won't work, and they
are made the object of sympathy by people who do
not know anything about them. Those are the real facts.
The reserves are carefully chosen, the Indians are consulted
in the selection of the reserves, the Indians are carefully
taken care of. We have an Indian agent on every reserve
of any importance. If they are small ones, an agent will
attend to two or three of them. We have farrm instructors,
carefully selected, and, on the whole, the selection of those
instructors has been very successful. Occasionally they
have broken down, occasionally they have proved unworthy,
and they have been dismissed, and oth ers have been omployed
in their places. But, on the whole, I say that the adminis.
tration of Indian affairs in the North-West has been exceed-
ingly successful. I havelately received the strongest means
of saying so, because I have the communications, which 1
need not trouble the House this Session to read, but which
I may lay before the louse next Session, with reference to
the conduct, for instance, of Lieutenant Governor Dewdney,
who has been attacked most severely for his administration
of affaira ; I have documents signed by every man of im-
portance in the North-West, commencing with Bishop
Grandin and with Father Lacombe, with the Anglican and
Methodist clergymen, with the members of the Council, all
speaking with the greatest gratitude of the manner in which
Indian affaira have been managed during the lst two,
or three or four years. Hon. gentlemen who come from
that country, and who can speak with some knowledge,
can say that the administration of Indian affairs in the
North-West has been careful, has been humane, but has
been firm, and whenever complaints have been made it is
because that firmness did not suit the lazy, indolent
Indians set up by interested parties who desire to have
confusion instead of peace and order. During the troubles
that arose ia the North West there was no discontent among
the Indians. I have no hesitation in saying there was no
discontent among the Indians. They were coaxed by those
who tcok up arme, for various auses to which we need not
refer just now, the savages were coaxed to resume their old
habita of warfare. Warfare was the delight, the game of the
redmen. The young men were animated by the stories told
by their fathers and grandfathers, the old warriors, who

could count their scalps and call the young men of the pre-
sent day women. The Indian tribes could only b. restrained
by kindness and firmness, and those have been successful,
and not a shot would have been fired by the Indians on
account of discontent on the part of the Indians themselves.
I mast refrain from entering into this subject at greater
length, because it is not exactly germane to the questions
that are before the Committee to-night. Whether the Govern.
ment of the North-West has been good or bpd, we muet pass
these votes. These are the annuities granted by treaty,
these are supplies which muet be given to the Indians;
and, therefore, I will say no more. But I repeat that if
we are favored with the presence of Mr. Cameron in Par-
liament next year, and ho is a very able man, and I dare
say will be an efficient addition to the ranks of the hon.
gentlemen opposite, I have no doubt this subject will be up.
I can only say that I believe and know tbat the Depart-
ment of Indian Affaire has been managed honestly, with an
earnest and sincere desire to do good to the Indians. I
beelive that the staff of officers, both at headquarters and
on the plains in the North-West, is as efficient as any
Department that can be found, consisting of so many men
with so many characteristices, and with so many extra-
ordinary duties-I believe that, on the whole, we have got
a body of mon of whom we may be proud. Thore
are men of different degrees of capacity, there are
different degrees of smartness and tact in the management
of Indians ; but I can only say this, whenever they hear
any statement at all authentic respecting any men
employed in the North-West, that either from bad conduct or
from indisposition to do the work, or inability to do it-
and there I think, want of tact and ability to manage the
Indians is just as bad as if an officer had committed a posi.
tive fault-we transfer him to some other place where ho
can ho useful, and if ho cannot be useful ho is dismissed.
The result is that we have an efficient and good body of
officers. Of course, the Committeo are aware, I understand,
that mistakes may occur and unfortunate mistakes. A
misapprehension on the part of an Indian or Indian tribe
may cause most serious consequences. We, therefore, take
the greatest pains in weeding out mon who, for want of
temper or ability, cannot manage the Indians. I am glad to
speak in the presence of bon. gentlemen who come from the
North-West and who know the Indians, and the services of
the Indian Department; and I can confidently leave to
them, if this debate is to be continued, the vindication of
the general conduct of the Indian Department in the North-
West.

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. There is one point
which the hon. gentleman bas not touched and which I
think it would bave been well he had alluded to, and that is
this : When last year the hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron) made a sories of charges against the hon.
gentleman's Department, the bon. gentleman on lis return
to the House, to the best of my recollection, took the
occasion to state formally in his place that ho proposed to
cause an impartial commission to be issued, before which
commission ho invited Mr. Cameron to appear and prove hie
charges. That was, I think, the right way to meet charges
made with the circumstantiality that Mr. Cameron made
them in his place in the House. The Minister did not do that.
He has caused his Department, on hie own responsibility,
to issue a sort of polemical reply to Mr. Cameron. We can-
not accept this statement made by the accused parties, that
is to say by the Indian Department, as at ail equivalent to
such a commission as the bon. gentleman proposed to issue.
Those who know Mr. Cameron know perfectly well that ho
would have been sure to have taken advantage of that
commission, and even at considerable personal inconveni-
ence would have appeared before it and there substantiated,
to the best of his ability, the charges ho made. Before
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such a commission,, where witnesses could have been
examined if need be on oath, these matters could
have been properly investigated, and if, after the evi-
dence was publishedlit appeared that the Department was
free from blame in these matters, the Prime Minister and
the Department might have been, held fairly exonerated ;
but I do not think the mere issue of a reply from the
Department is at all a satisfactory answer to charges pre-
ferred by an hon, gentleman in this louse. Either they
should have been dealt with by a committee of this flouse,
or before such a commission as the hon. gentleman proposed.
I have had not had time to examine into this pamphlet
minutely, but a considerable number of the statements relied
upon appear to me to be fragments from letters, and from
reports, of which the House is not in possession, of documents
in the hands of the Department itself. That is not the way
in which I think such charges a sMr. Cameron made should
have been dealt with. Moreover, the House I think should
have had that information before it in full, not mere ex-
tracts of it. The whole matter cannot be dealt with to-night,
it would be too late to go into it; but in common justice to
Mr. Cameron it must be observed that as yet no such oppor-
tunity, as the First Minister has proposed to give him, has
been granted to that gentleman of proving those charges he
thought fit to make, and until tbis is done no one can say
that Mr. Cameron bas been unable to prove what ho alleged
in his place in this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite true that I
did make that statement that a commission would be issued,
and that commission has not been issued. One of the
reasons, as I have stated already, was this : that I did not
think any person who read Mr. Cameron's speech and who
read the pamphlet would ever think of asking for a, com-
mission, the answer was so complete and thorough. I do not
think the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) bas read the pamphlet; ho heard the spech
The hon. gentleman said, and so did the hon. memcr of
Brant (Mr. Paterson), that this pamphlet contained a num-
ber of extracts. They were to meet other extracts made
by Mr. Cameron. You take extracts that are pertinent
out of a report. You do not publish the whole report. Mr.
Cameron made a number of extracts and quotations, some I
was going to say garbled, but I will not say garbled, but, at
all events, they were not literal; and the pamphlet, if it is to
be read at all, must pursue the same course. I look upon it
in this way: if I had been present when Mr. Cameron made
his speech containing an infinity of quotations from the
reports made by the officers of the Department covering
many years, and if I had been supernatural as regards
information I would have arisen and met the quotations,
and with the answers the House would have been satisfied.
Mi. Cameron made an attack on the Department; ho made
certain quotations and extracts from the reports, and if I had
arisen and made an answer, and quoted such portions of the
various reports as would be a sufficient answer, the flouse
would have accepted it. But as I could not do that, as no
mortal man could do it, a pamphlet was written in answer
to the speech of the lon, gentleman, just as if I had dehi-
vered it in this louse. If any hon. member will think
4ext Session, after considering the whole matter, that the
country should be put to the expense of a commis-
siôn of enquiry into the workings of the whole machinery,
the, Government will not object to it. But I think
it will be money thrown away. We all know the spirit
in which the attack was made by Mr. Camoron. Mr. Blake,
whose ab3ence I greatly regret, whose ill-health 1, as a
Canadian, deplore-Mr. Blake, in the electoral campaign
which preceded the election, at one place quoted two
grounds of attack upon the Government, upon the Indian
Department, from Mfr. Cameron's speech, and ho said that
ou those two grounds he was satisfied to rest the indiotment

Sir Riodgn CARTWaIQHT

against the Indian Department.- The% aft4 rWards, when
he saw that pamphlet ho stated that those quotations which
ho made, those subjects of attack which h mo, l nmdwer e
made on the responsibility of Mr. Cameron, and that ho
would not be responsible for them, that he had rne wish, or
desire, or inclination, to follow the mater furtIer because
he siw-it was patent in the yidence to Mr Blae -that
that statement was untrue.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, h. did not say
that.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD. I do not say that Mr. Blake
said so, but I say so. I say it was so patent to him that ho
stated ho threw the responsibility of the charge ho brought
against the Indian Department upon Mr. Cameron, and ho
had no desire or inclination or wish to follow it any further.
He cannot follow it further, because the evidence was clear,
and beyond the possibility of a doubt, that Mr. Canieron
made a statement which was at variance with the facts of
the case.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is the point at
issue. Mr. Cameron makes certain assertions, and the
Indian Department makes certain assertions. It is true, I
have not verified the statements in the pamphlet t? Nhich
the bon. gentleman refers; it would take some time to do
that. I did not say that I had not read it, but I said I had
not had time to read it carefully. I examined it, and I saw
that there were gross contradictions between Mr. Cameron
and the Department, or the hon. gentleman at the hëad of
the Department, whichever it b; and the position I took
was this : that where two hon. gentlemen, the Prpinier on
the one side and Mr. Cameron on the other, are practically
contradicting each other in this Hgouse, the prope way to
deal with those matters is either on the foor pf this
House, if they happen to be hore, or through a couynission,
as the hon. gentleman proposed fairly enough, before
a committee of this House, if the subject is too tangled or
intricate to enter upon here; and I agree with the hon.
gentleman that, if we were to enter into that discussion
here, it would not be this night, or the next niglht, or the
next night again, in all probability, that we should b able
to thresh it out. We cannot go into this discussion at this
stage of the Session, nor could we well do it this Sess'on if
it is to be done before a committee, or a conmmissios n,.But
the hon. gentleman may remember that he usQd very strong
language indeed about Mr. Cameron, and Mr. Cmeron, no
doubt, used pretty strong language abopt him. n that
respect I may say, withont offence, that there wasa pair of
hop. gentlemen ; they bestowed very s1trog terni op each
other's conduct in the matter. But es Mr. ameron, is not
here and the commission has upt been, granted I takre the
point that it would be necessary, in comnimon faiç pla and
justice, that Mr. Cameron sboild .have an opportnnity, at
any rate, of making good his chargesiif hecan make them
goodi; or else, until that opportunity i giP hirp, iq is not
reasonable or fair to condemn bim for stating.what.heioald
not prove,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have been va-y gaurded
in my remarks about Mr. Cameron.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) I do not propose to enter into a
lengthy discussion on this matter tb-night. As the right
hon, gentleman bas said it will probably take many nights
to thresh it out, and as the hon. Mnember for South Oxtord
(Sir Richard Cartwright) says, we could not think ofenter.
ig in the dying hours of the Session, upon an examination
of the speech made by Mr. (ameron, and thé reply issued
from the Indian Department, and endeavor to diraw conclu-
sions which of these statements is the true one.."'But I may
say this very frankly, that I have also read the speech made
by Mr. Cameron with great care, and I have aiso read with
great care the reply which issued from the Indiarn Depart-
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ment. I took the trouble to compare the citations made in
the Indian Department pamphlet with the original from
which they were supposed to have been taken, and I also
compared the citations made by Mr. Cameron in his speech,
with the reports from the Indian Department from which
they purported to be taken; and, after spending a great deal
of time over it, I came to the conclusion that as Mr. Cameron
was not in .the flouse it would be nothing but fair to him
that I should take advantage of a few hours to explain the
conclusions I came to as to who was telling the truth. And
I may say frankly, while Mr. Cameron's quotations in one or
two respects, and t hose of a trival character, are not correctly
reported in the copy of the Ransard from which the Indian
Department quoted when they published this document,
still, substantially, every quotation made by Mr. Cameron
in his speech is correctly transcribed'in the corrected copy
of the lansard. Hon. gentlemen know well that when the
Iansard is first issued, after a long speech has been made,
particularly when that speech bristles with quotations, there
are often verbal inaccuracies and mistakes; and when the
Indian Department came to reply to Mr. Cameron they
took care not to take the corrected copy of the speech in
Bansard, but the original and uncorrected copy of Hansard
and hold him bound by that Now, hon. gentlemen will see
that that was an unfair way of treating the question, I have
taken the corrected copy of Hansard, and have compared
Mr. Cameron's corrected copy of his speech with the Indian
Department reports from which he purported to make the
extracts, and I find in every case where ho has made a
substantial charge, the proof can be produced from the de.
partmental reports themselves.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They cannot; I deny it
entirely.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Well, the hon. gentleman says
himself he has not taken the trouble to do that and I have
taken the trouble. That is the difference between us.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To do what?
Mr. DAVI ES (P.E.I.) To verify the accuracy of Mr.

Cameron's quotations from the Indiaû report.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 have gone over every

paragraph in the pamphlet.
Mr. DAV[ES (P.E.I.) Bon. gentlemen may differ as to

the deductions to be drawn from certain statements, but I
am speaking with reference to the statements themselves.
Whether Mr. Cameron drew proper deductions from them
or not, will be a matter we will discuss at lçngth when this
question comes up. I hope sincerely that the Opposition
will have the advantage of Mr. Cameron's presence at the
beginning of next Session, when the hon. gentleman says ho
proposés to have a field day upon this question; and I pro-
mise him that if he does, Mr. Cameron will be enabled to take
the documents themselves and read from them and prove
that the citations ho made at the time are correct citations,
in every substantial case. There are one or two little
inaccuracies which d, not affect the charges he made, but
substantially the charges are supportel by the citations
he made, and those citations are correctly transcribed in a
corrected copy of the Hansard. It would take a long time
to go into this to-night. I do not propose to do so, as I am
sure the flouse would not liko to have a two or three houri
speech on the subject. I do not wish to take up the time
of the House, but I have the material and I have spent a
good deal of time over it, because of the strong charges
which the hon. gentleman brought against a man whom I
respect very highly, and who, I believe, proved his case.
I will say of the hon. gentleman that 1 had the honor of
sitting with him in this House for four years, and while ho
struck hard against bis opponents, he always struck straight
from the shoulder and not below the belt. He was a gen-
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tleman with whom I, at any rate, was proud to be associa.
ted in political life. I will not go into a lengthy discussion;
but, after having examined the charges made againt him, I
have no hesitation in saying that, in very many instances,
these charges will be found to have been deliberately falsi-
fied in this book which is not signed by anybody.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not the case.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I can prove that some of the

quotations here are incorrectly copied from the books they
purport to be copied from.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not the case.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I can produce the book, and I
promise the hon. gentleman that when his field day cornes,
if my hon. friend from Huron is not here to do it, I will do
it for him.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the point I brought
before the First Minister ought to receive attention. What
I say is this : The First Minister said he would give a
commission; ho did not do it. Ho said ho would lay ail
the evidence before the fHouse ; he has not done that, and
I want him to do that. We do not want extracts; we want
the whole ovidence before us; we want to know where
these quotations are from, and I think we are entitled to
know it. Our statements are made from reports of the
Department brought down from the flouse and accessible
to everyone, and the supposed refutation of them comes in
the shape of extracts from documents that the House is not
in possession of, that we nover saw, that we have only the
word of the Department for. I do not doubt it, but I want
to see the documents,

Mr. PERLEY (Assiniboia). I do not desire to take up
the time of this Committee at any great length, but having
lived in the North-West some four years, and having been
intimately acquainted with the treatment of the Indians
there, I may be allowed to say a word or two. I went into
the North-West Territories in the spring of 1883, and since
thon I have been closely associated with four or five re-
serves-that of Chief Piapot, who as you are aware, has been
reported a troublesorne Indian, and ho no doubt is; Jack's
reserve, which is close to my place; the Crooked Lake
reserve, the reserve north of Regina, and the File Hills re-
serve. Now, I state here from my own actual knowledge
that the statements made by the First Minister are in every
respect correct, so far as these reserves are concerned ;
every letter of them is correct; and it is fair to infer
that when they are correct as to those reserves, they
are correct in regard to other parts of the ccuntry.
I say that this talk about bad flour and bad meat is also
incorrect. I have been on those reserves, and I have found
that the Indians are getting good meat and good flour ; the
officials are a gentlemanly and well-conducted class of mon ;
and the Indians, I think, are treated as well as Indians
ought to ho treated. I can tell you this : in that country
the general opinion is that the Indians are treaed toc well ;
many have felt that they are treated better than the white
settlers are. The statements made and circulated through-
out the country about the Indians being starved are
entirely incorrect, and I would not ho doing my duty as a
representative of that country, knowing the Indians as I do,
if I allowed those statemonts to go uncontradicted. I do
not want to take up the time of the House more than sim-
ply to say that the statements made by the hon, leader of
the Government are correct in every particular.

Mr. DOYON. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I do not
rise to make a speech-I do not wish to take up the time
of the House-but I only wish to make a few remarks on
certain facts which are probably unknown to the Govern.
ment. The hon. Premier said, a few moments ago, that the
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Indians were able to work, and that the Government had
even furnisfied them with seed grain. [ would like to know
whether seed grain is distributed to the Indians of the
North-West with as much impartiality as is shown in the
distribution of seed grain among the tribes of the Province
of Quebec. The Government are aware that, in the county
of Laprairie, which I have the honor to represent, is to be
found a rather numerous tribe, which is composed of rich
people only. Some few weeks ago the Government caused
to be dirtributed 8 tOO or $150- worth of seed grain in order
to aid the poor people of that tribe in sowing their fields,
and in order to help them in supplying themelves for
next winter with good bread and good meat, as the hon.
member for East Assiniboia (Mr. Perley) bas just put it.
But if my information is correct, it would seem that these
grains, potatoes, &c., were distributed to the friends of the
Government only, that is to say, to the people who at the
last election voted in favor of the ministerial candidate.
For the last few days I have heard hon. members accusing
the Government of favoring their own political friends by
giving them offices and grants for public works in their
counties. I have, myseif, charged the Government with
dismissing, for political reasons, people who faithfally fal-
filled their duties. For all of this the Government have
found an excuse, but I would like to know whether the
Government will find an excuse when it is a question of
humanity, and when they take the people's money to dis-
tribute it to the poor and give it to the rich, as I will prove
to this House. The list of distribution was not prepared
by disinterested parties. it was prepared by one of the
chiefs, who was the right hand of the ministerial candidate
at the last election, it was prepared by the agent of the
Government himself, and, subsequently, it was found im-
possible to have it approved of by other chiefs. They re.
fused to approve this list of distribution becaus, they found
it was unjust, because they found it was iniquitous. And you
will be able to judge of the matter, Mr. Speaker. Grain
was given to Mrs. Michel Nolan, whose husband is employed
by Mr. Jockes and earns $2 per day, and they have a son
who is sixteen or seventeen years old and who also works
every day. I ask whether these people had any need of
the help of the Government to procure seed grain? But
we bave better still. Help was given to the chiefs
brother, Mr. Jockes; a bag of potatoes was given to him.
It appears that he was ashamed to take it.

Several hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. DOYON. (Translation.) I am not making a joke;

I am stating a fact. This man has been selling .potatoes al
winter. Well, I ask the Government whether they distri-
bute seed grain in the North-West as equitably as they did
with regard to the tribe at Caughnawaga, whom I represent
and who are perfectly known to me. Such are the remarks
which I take the liberty of making. Mr. Louis Beauvais,
who is the present chief of the tribe, was requested to ap-
prove the list and he refused. It was not through Party
spirit that he was unwilling to approve this list, for he
refused to vote, either for my opponent or for myself, but
be refused to approve it because ho found it unjust. I make
these remarks to the Government, because I say that when
the Government distribute money, or grant offices, to en-
courage people to support them, people may complain, but
others may approve them. But, when it is a question of
humanity, there should be but one voice to blame the Gov-
ernment for pursuing such a course.

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the Minister how
many Indians have withdrawn from the treaties in Mani-
toba ?

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. Altogether about 2,000.
Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask how many have with-

drawn from Treaty No. 1, and Treaty No. 2, and if anyj
Mr. DoYoN.

applications have been made by the Indians who have with-
drawn to be reinstated ? I also see that a number of the
Indians who have withdrawn from Treaty No. 2 have asked
to be allowed to keep their old holdings which they have
held for years under the Manitoba Act, and I would like to
ask if it is the intention of the Government to allow the
Indians now classed as half-breeds to retain these holdings ?

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. I will get the information,
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Those who have withdrawn

from the treaties are in exactlythe same position as other
settlers who go into the country, except that they get
their scrip.

Mr. WATSON. I find that the agent on the Fairford
Reserve, Treaty No. 21 says:

" This reserve continues to be one of the largest and most pros-
perous in my agency, although several half-breeds have withdrawn
from the treaty. These half-breeds, before entering the treaty, resided
upon the reserve, and were in occupation of the same previous to the
transfer to Canada, and in many cases have made valuable improve-
ments, which tbey state they claim under the Manitoba Act, and they
ask to be allowed to remain undisturbed on the reserve."

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is an entirely different
question, and itis under the consideration of the Govern-
ment at this moment, how they can arrange with these
people.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I notice that there is a reduc-
tion of $8,615 in annuities.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That decrease in annuities is
caused by the withdrawal of Indians under Treaties Nos. 1,
2 and 5, which affects a reduction in the amount of $8,615.

Mr. SCARTH. I can corroborate what the hon. member
for Assiniboia (Ur. Perley) bas said with regard to the
Indian reserves in bis vicinity. I have visited all these
reserves, and not only these] but the Touchwood Hill
reserves, the reserves near Carlton, and the reserves in the
Edmonton district. In every instance I can corroborate
what the hon. the First Minister said. I bave found these
Indians contented and satisfied with their instructors, and
improving their position. I wished to add my testimony to
that of the hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Perley), as I
have visited so many reserves, and I found them all in the
sarne position.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am not going to enter into a
discussion of the abuses which have grown up on these re-
serves, but the quotations made by the hon. member for
South Brant (Mr. Paterson), and those made in the speech
of Kr. Cameron, were quotations from the reports of the In-
dian Department; and I must say if those gentlemen had
read the report of the officer of the Department, they would
have seen it was not jpst the thing to say the Department
was all right, that there had been nothing to complain of,
and to bear personal testimony in this kind of way. If these
statements made by tEe hon. gentlemen are correct, and no
doubt they are, so far as they come under their own per.
sonal observation, it is clear everything is not right, be-
cause an officer who would deliberately convey to the head
of a Department information representing that disbonesty
had been practiced by cartain parties connected with the
publie service, is not himself a fit man to be retained in the
public service, if he is bearing failse testimony. If the tea-
timony of these hon. gentlemen is correct, the testimony of
the publie officers with regard to the Department with which
they are associated, is falée. If it is, theyeshould not be
retained in the public service.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I was in hopes we had got
through and would have a few estimates passed.

Ur. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman's friends
have been making statements, and I refrain from taking up
the time of the House, beyond what is barely necesary to
answer them.
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman has just
made a counter statement.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I have here a circular issued by
the Department, and this circular is based on the fact that
information of the kind I have mentioned was given by the
public officers, and the Department warns its officers, on
pain of dismissal, not to put in an official document any
information of the sort :

" Yon will, however, confine yourself simply to a narration of such
facts as should appear in a report to be made public, and refrain from
suggesting therein any policy which, in your opinion, the Department
should adopt in the management of Indian affairi; as suggestions which
may or may not be approved of and acted on by the Department should
not be made in an agent's report which it is proposed to publish.
Failure to oomply with instructions in this respect will hereafter be
regarded as an act of insauordination on the part of the reporting
officer."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. With regard to the item,
agricultural implements $26,511, the different reserves are
now tolerably well supplied. The amount asked for is to
provide against wear and tear and to supply new tools.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). le the sane rule follawed
of calling for a special make of certain instruments, for in-
stance, John Deer plough, Emery binder, or is it open to
any maker to compete ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will make a note of that.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That le the last we will
hear of it. The hon. gentleman bas more notes than ho
can read over.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As respects thedecrease
in the item, seeds and grain 815,674, I have no objection to
the hon. gentleman trying to practice a much needed
economy, but I doubt very much, in some of these cases,
whether the actual results will correspond. The reduction
in this case is enormous, being from 820,000 to 84,000.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is a gratifying decrease.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have seen these
decreases over and again put down on paper in the Indian
estimates, and then bad $300,000 or $400,000 taken ont by
Governor General's warrants and other means of the same
description to make then good. I doubt from what we
know of the extent to which cultivation has progressed on
these Indian reserves whether the Government will be able
to supply the Indians with the requisite seed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is quite true there was
great discrepancy between the amount taken out and the
amount required, and that the Governor General's warrant
had to be resorted to, and I drew the attention of the
officers of the Indian Department and of my right hon.
friend to it. I am assured these estimates have been made
up with the most careful attention î that point, and it is
believed that they will not require teobe supplemented.

Mr. MITCHELL. When these Indian estimates were up
in the last two or three years, I always took occasion to
call the attention of the right hon. the Firet Minister to
the fact that I thought the manner ofletting these estimates
and the delivery of the goods in bulk quantities was scarcely
the course that ought to be pursued. And I think, on the
last occasion that I called the attention of the right. hon.
gentleman to that fact, he stated that, while ho quite
approved of the suggestion made, ho thonght the time had
scarcely arrived for it. I ask now whether the system is
observed of letting the amount in bulk quantities to large
contractors, or whether the system is pursued of allowing
the delivery on different reserves or at given pointa, and
so allowing the people Of the country the facility of deliver-
ing them ? Thore was a kind of pledge given that the
system suggested would be adopted at an early day, and I
would like to know whether that system is now being
adopted or not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think that the
hon. gentleman quite apprehended what I said on that
occasion, becauseI did not at ail wish to be understood to
say that the contracte should be given out to large contrac-
tors, and that they should send their supplies to central
pointe, and that the local transport should be used. I think
that would be a mistake. We are obliged to economise, and
it is quite clear that the present system of making contracte
with parties who will deliver the articles at the place whore
they are wanted for consumption is an economical course.
If, for instance, you were to make contracts to have supplies
delivered at some of the principal points along the line of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, you are to bueat the mercy
of the casual transport which you can get from those points
over the whole of the prairie, and it would be found greatly
to increase the expense. Of course it would be a good
thing for the people in the vicinity of the varions points if
they could get their ponies and their little carte employed,
but it is not in the interests of economy and certainly not
of delivery. When you get largequantities-and our con-
tracts are for large quantities-it is well that you should
deal with large firme who can give substantial security, and
whose names without security are sufficient of themselves.
It is much more economical to get them to deliver the arti-
cles at the different reser 7es or at the points where they are
required.

Mr. MITCHELL. I perfectly understood what the right
hon. gentleman said. He may have misunderstood the
proposition which I put forward on the several occasions to
which I referred, which was exactly what I have stated
now, and 1 understood the hon. gentleman approved of the
suggestion, but said that the time had not arrived and the
country was not sufficiently advanced to carry it out. As
ho says I misunderstood him, I am bound to accept his ex-
planation, and that compels me to call attention to the-
reasons which justify the suggestion 1 have made. I
thought, when quantities of flour, of bacon, of fresh beef. of
clothing, of boots and shoes, and all that kind of thing
are required, the advertisements should not be in bulk,
For instance, it puts the clothier out of the market. He
cannot go in and tender for flour or bacon or fresh beef
and that kind of thing. One tender should be for fresh
beef, another tender should be for clothing, another
for boots and shoes, another for bacon, and so on for the
different articles. This would give the advantage to our
own people, and would enable the merchant in Ottawa, or
in Toronto, or Montreal, or Quebec, if a tender for clothing
is wanted, to tender for that clothing, and the goods may
be delivered along the lino at three or four central
points. The same thing would apply te flour and to the
other articles I have named, and the advantage of it, as the
hon. gentleman admits, is that it would give the advantage
of employment to our own people instead of letting it go
into the hande of two or three large firme in that country.
We know what immense sums have been paid to I. G.
Baker & Co. and the Hudson's Bay Co. They have re-
ceived large contracta each year. They have, no doubt,
performed their work well. I have nothing to say to that,
but we ought to give our own people an oppportunity of, at
all events, doing a portion of that work in the western
country which they ought to do, that is the transport por-
tion of it; and I think we ought to give our own manufac-
turers in Canada the right to deliver these goods at given
pointa, without allowing then te go through the bands of
middle men, sch as the Hudson'a Bay Co. and I. G.
Baker & Ce. I have made this point before, I have made it
in three succeessive years, and I understood the Firet Minis-
ter to approve of it. He saya I misunderstood him. I do
not think I did. But now I do not want to misunderstand
him. He says the present system is an economical one.
No doubt it is one that gives les trouble to the officials of
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the Department, but I have yet to learn that the country
is made for the officiais. I think the officiais are made for
the House and the country. If it gives them the greater
trouble, that is what they are paid for, and, if this will give
an opportunity to our people to obtain some return for the
great outlay they have made in that country, the principle
ought to be adopted, if it is a right and fair one. So far
from increasing the expense, I believe it would decrease the
expense though, [1admit, it would not pay such large profit
into the hands of the large operators. I do not believe there
would be any difficulty in getting perfectly responsible
people in this country to do the business, and I do not see
why two mammoth corporations in that country should have
the monopoly of that work and make the whole people of
that country subservient to their interests and under their
control. I think these points are well taken, and I believe
that the people of the country will approve of this proposi-
tion, which I think deserves more consideration than the
Department seems tob have given it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. i think we are at cross
purposes. I thought the hon. gentleman was speaking
merely of transpDrt,-

Mr. MITCliELL. No, I meant the whole.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD,-but he went on further,

and stated that contracts could not be given for any particu-
lar article, that, for instance, a man could not make a ten-
der for cloth or saddlery or anything else, but must tender
for the whole. 1 hat is a mistake. Any party can tender
for any individual article mentioned in the advertisement.
That is a mistake of the hon. gentleman. No doubt that
was the mode in earlier days, but now the tenders are re-
ceived for any given article in the advertisement. As to
the question of transport, the Government cannot be going

.round making contracts at every station where there is a
delivery of supplies. It would be an interminable business,
and -not only troublesome but very insecure. The contrac-
tors who agree to deliver flour, or pork, or anything else at
any particular place furnish the transport. It makes no
difference whether the Government or the contractor pays
the carter to take the goods to the point where they are
to be delivered. The market price is paid just the same for
the carriage of these goods. They do not lose it at aIl. It
would be really a trouble and an insecurity if at every sta.
tion from Port Arthur to Calgary where they may be de-
livered, there must be a separate contract, first for the Gov-
ernment themselves, and, second, at every station for the
transport of the goods to the reserve which is nearest that
station.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand the right hon. gen-
tleman to say that there is a separate contract given ? For
instance, a separate contract for clothing, or for boots and
shoes, and a separate contract for agricultural implements ?
That separate tenders are received for these leading articles.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONA LD. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Then thus far the principle J have

advocated has been adopted.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. That portion of what I have been ad-
vocating for three or four years has been adopted. On the
question of transport, of course, there may be a difference of
opinion. I want to see the people of our own country get
the preference in availing themselves of these contract, so
far as they are accepted, for this reason : A man in dry
goods may get a contract, a clothier may get a contract,
and he has to deliver it on the different reserves. Now, I
contend that the effect of its being required to deliver it on
the different reserves, still throws the contract into the hands
of other large dealers who have monopolised it for years,

Mr. MITOIELL.

and it places the manufacturer and the small dealers at the
mercy of those middle men. I can see no great difficulty
in having three or four leading stations along the line at
which goods might be delivered. Of course, if the Depart.
ment refused to avail themselves of that suggestion, I shahl
still feel that I have done my duty.

Mr. WATSON. 1, as well as my hon. friend, have brought
this matter to the attention of the Government on previous
occasions. My attention was first called to it by some small
traders in the city of OLtawa. They claimed to be able to
furnish goods much cheaper to the Government than is done
to-day, if they could deliver them at some important sta-
tion along the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway. I have
been told that certain traders could carry these gooeds as
cheap, if not cheaper, than they are cari ied to-day, and
there would be a great deal more competition for the trade
if the merchants had simply to deliver their goods to any
station. But a person taking a contract for goods to be
delivered at a certain reserve, suppose the contract amounts
to a couple of thousand dollars, it does not pay him to go to
the far west and secure freighters to carry the goods to the
reserve. I think the system shuts out ail the smaller dea-
lors, and the goods furnished to the Indians to-day are nearly
all furnished by large corporations who, pracptically speak-
ing, have a monopoly of this business. While I am on my
feet I would like to ask the Minister if there las been any
application on the part of Indians or half-breeds who with-
drew from the treaty to go back to the treaty again ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I believe there has been.
Mr. WATSON. In what district ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I could not'toll. I know

there are half-breeds who are considered as Indians. They
lived with their tribes for years, and when they heard there
was a chance of getting scrip, they immediately declared
they were not Indians and became half-breeds. They got
the scrip, and now they are going back to the Indians again.

Mr. WATSON. I am informed that even the Indian
agents have advised these Indians that unless they went out
of the treaty before the laI May, 1886, and took their scrip,
they would be shut off from any chance of ever getting scrip
when they did go out of the treaty.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They were cither îndians
or they were not.

Mr. WATSON. They were led to believe that the
treaty would be cancelled in a short time, and unless they
went out of the treaty at that particular date they would
not be entitled to scrip.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. A treaty *cannot be can-
celled.

Mr. WATSON. J have been informed that an Indian
agent or an instructor of Indians around Lake Manitoba,
informed them that they would not receive the scrip unless
they withdrew at that particular time. I would also men-
tion that this was done for a special purpose. I am informed
that quite a number of those Indians are now asking to be
reinstated on the reserve and to receive the treaty. I also
desire to inform the Minister that there is no protection to
the Indians on the shores of Lake Manitoba from receiving
liquor. I am informed that large quantities of liquor are
taken up there every winter and traded off to the Indians
for fish. I know for a fact that during the L cal elections
some 60 or 70 of these gentlemen who had gone out of the
treaty, received a bounty and were placed on the voters'
lists for the Local elections, and there was a most diegrace-
fui scene took place on the reservations on polling day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAùD. J hope the hon. gentle-
man did not countenance that.
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Mr. WATSON. I did not countenance it. During the
Local elections I was not there; but I am informed that
large quantities of whiskey went there. 1 think there
ought to be one or two mounted police placed in that dis-
trict in order to protect those Indians from liquor being
distributed amongst them.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I would like to ask if the hon. gentle-
man could give us the names of the party who supplied
canned beef to the Indians last year?

bir JOHN A. MAUDONALD. No canned beef bas ever
been purchased by the Department for the Indians. After
the outbreak, some canned beef was taken over from the
Militia Department, and I suppose that is used up.

Mr. MoMULLEN. My reason for asking the question is
this: when I was in the North-West last year, I stopped at
one of the stations whore there were a few Indians. I
noticed that they had canned beef, and that it came from
Chicago. I want to know whether it was supplied by the
Department or whether they had supplied it themeelves ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Most likely the Indians
bought it themselves.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. With respect to the
item of $33,122 for farm instructors, what is really being
done in the way of improving agriculture among the Indi-
ans by the farm instructors?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are farm instruct-
ors on al] the important reserves. I think now we have
got, on the whole, a very good body of men. At first when
the system was establisbed, there were some mistakes; mon
were appointed who did not turn out to be very efficient
and they were rapidly removed. The present instructors
bave not been selected for high scientific farming, because
that style of men would be useless, but they are rough and
ready men, accustomed to work on a farm, and they have
more than sufficient agricultural knowledge to be efficient
instructors of the Indians. I believe they are very good
men.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much land is
under cultivation ?

Sir JO HN A. MACDONALD. I think that will be found
in the report of the Department.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are any of those instructors
working on the plan which the hon. gentleman firat adopted,
or are they ail on reservations ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are on reserves
now. It was found when the first instructors were outside
of the reserve, they thought more of their own farms than
of instructing the Indians. The instructors are now work-
ing on the reserves with the Indians.

Mr. TROW. Are any of those self supporting or likely
to be so in a short time? I have not heard anything of the
products and results of these larms.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
find al that fully stated in the report of the Indian Depart-
ment, for everything is charged against the instructors, and
credit given.

Mr. TROW. I find an amount in connection with annuity
payments to Indians. I presume the Indians, particularly
along the lino of railway,and in fact throughout the North-
West and Manitoba, with the exception of Peace River, are
gathered on reserves, and there should be no difficulty in
paying thom their annuities without making provision for
their having a general wake. Is the system followed of
the Indians gathering together and having a jollification
for several days, and thus consuming a large quantity of
provisions ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentleman is
thinking of gatherings that are now almost of the past.
Formerly, when the Indians were about to receive their
provisions, they assembled in great meetings, first under
the Hudson Bay Company and afterwards under the
Government, and had their jollification and their sun dance.
This has been by degrees altered, and at this moment on ail
the important réserves, if not on ail the reserves, payments
are made to the Indians there instead of allowing them to
assemble at a central point.

Mr. WATSON. With respect to the item for Sioux, I
wish to call the attention of the Minister to the fact that I
mentioned last year that there is no sum placed in the
estimates for schools. I again call attention to the fact
that in Portage la Prairie some charitable women have
established an Indian school, and I think they have memori-
alised the Government to give them some assistance to get
teachers. They have been doing this by the contributions
of citizens, and they have not only been teachiog a day
school but they have been keeping a kind of boarding school,
taking lndian children and keeping them there ail the
time. I am glad to inform this House that the school bas
made wonderful progress since last year, and it is worthy
of some encouragement at the hands of the Minister.
There has beerr a lady toacher kept in that school for the
last eighteen months, and the childron have been given
meals and encouraged to dress well and keep themselves
clean, and the effect of the children going to school is
being shown among the older members of the tribe. I say
this is a matter well worthy the consideration of the
Government, because these Indians I speak of never re-
ceive a dollar from the Dominion; they are self-sustaining
in a sense, but they do not care to spend any moncy on
educating their children. It is a matter well worthy of the
consideration of the Government to assist those ladies who
have been in the past endeavoring to educate the Indian
children.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is an increase in
the vote this year of $370. That is for the purpose of sup-
plying a school among the Sioux. These are American
Indians, who were driven to this country in consequence of
the massacre of 1860. They are not treaty Indians, and
they do not obtain supplies from the Government in any
way, yet they are self-supporting. It is rather a caution to
the Government that these Indians who have not received
supplies, but have been treated as the Sioux have been
treated, should be self-sustained.

Mr. WATSON. Is that amount to be expended ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is to provide a school build-

ing at Buffalo's Band.
Mr. WATSON. That is not the band at all. I hope the

Minister will make a note of this point, and will see that
this school, which is worthy of the consideration of the
Government, will receive some assistance.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps the hon. gentle.
man will give some explanation in regard to the item
$125,953 for generol expenses.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It arises from increases of
salary, $19,997; for medical attendance, $3,400; printing
and stationery, 81,017, and other amounts making altogether
an increase of $33,539.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How is this increase
of 819,000 required ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will read the memo-
randum furnished by the Department. The increase in
this item provides for the salaries of the officers in the Terri-
tories who have entered the service since the estimates for
the current year were prepared, and for whom conse-
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quently no estimates bad beforo been made. The only
exception to this is the item of 82,500 providing for new
clerks in the Regina office, as those now employed there
in training are sent to other places. A list of the names of
those clerks and their salaries is submitted, together with a
list of the employés in Manitoba and the Territories, and
the salaries having increased since the Ist of July last, pro
vision must be made for them.

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. That is simply saying
that the Department wanLs $20,000 more for salaries, but
how should that come about? The number of Indians is
about the same, the work in connection with distributing
annuities and such matters is less than heretofore, owing to
the completion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and, as my
hon. friend from Marquette (Mr. Watson) remarks, living
is cheaper than it used to be, so that I fail to see that the-e
is any reason at all for the increase of nearly fifty per cent.
on the salaries paid. An increase of the salaries from
$48,000 to well nigh $70,000, there being no apparent addi-
tional work thrown on these officers, certainly does seem to
require more explanation than that.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The explanation is, I am
instructed, that it is found that a considerable number of
additional agents were required. Where au agent was
employed for a certain district, it was found necessary to
have two or three to discharge all the duties. There was
not sufficient assistance, so this amount was found to be
necessary after the estimates previously prepared.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I understand that, in 1885, at the time of
the outbreak, one of the great difficulties in dealing with the
bands was just this : that there were not a sufficient num-
ber of persons in the position of officers to look after them.
For instance, at Qu'Appelle there was only one man em-
ployed there-a very efficient man, it is true-but he had
charge of fifteen reserves, and it was physically impossible
for him to attend to all the duties of his position. I had
personal experience of the work he had to do, and when
any real trouble arose, so that when he had to move from
one place to another, it was impossible for him to discharge
the duties imposed on him. I understood at the time that a
change was about to be made, by which a much greater
number of officials should be employed, so that on every
important reserve there should be some one residing there
ail the time, and if this is i be cause of the increased number
of officials, I think it is a wise and prudent step on the part
of the Department. The expense, no doubt, is great, but I
am satisfiied that something of that kind is essential. I
think the number of persons in charge of these reserves was
not at ail sufficient to meet the necessities of the case. Of
course, when everything was quiet, and there was no trouble,
it might be all right, but the moment any dissatisfactionor
discontent arose it was physically impossible for the agent
-at ihat particular. place, at any rate-to discharge the
duties which feull upon him.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant), I wirh to ask a question with
refer ence to one other subject, and then I shall be done as
far as this item is.concerned. I wish to ask the First Min-
ister if he could tell how much it cost to bring down the chiefs
who were brought down last summer to Ontario and the
other Provinces? In asking that question I desire to say, in
anticipation of the answer, that I consider, that even if the
amount is somewhat large, it seems to me it was a happy
thought on the part of the First Minister to bring them down.
I do not know whether I voice the sentiments of ali hon. gen-
tlemen on this side, but I unhesitatingly say that is my own
opinion, and I am pleased to say that in that matter, at any
rate, I think the Government have acted with a good deal
of forethought. We give the Indians schools and all that,
but it seems to me there was in that visit an education
given through the eye to these chiefs that could not be
given in any other way, and when we remember-

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

Sir JOHAN . MACDONALD. Yon mean Crowfoot ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, Crowfoot and the other
Blackfeet, the Crees and the Bloods-the prominent men of
those tribes. We know the influence they have among
their own people, and I feel sure that this money was money
well expended. I think four or five of them had an oppor-
tunity of being present when we unveiled the Brant Monu-
ment at Brantford, and I think it will not require a great
deal of thought on the part of any hon. gentleman present
to imagine what effect an event like that would have on
these Indians of the North West, who came down to a Pro-
vince like Ontario; and in the heart of one of the cities of
Ontario, fbund a monument, which is not exceeded for its
beauty anywhere, erected to one of their race. I think the
effect must be good, and, therefore, I ask the question with
regard to the expenditure in no captious spirit. I would
like also to know if the Department have heard from their
officers whether the reports that these men took back to
their trib3s had a beneficial effect, as I feel almost sure they
would have.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say, in reply to the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright),
that it will be observed that on the whole thiA estimate for
Manitoba and the North-West shows a net decrease of
$7,589.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say, in answer to
my hon. friend from Brant (Mr. Paterson), that the reports
as to the effect of the visit of these chiefs are, as he may
'well anticipate, very pleasant. It is pleasant to know that
Crowfoot, who is not only a great chief but a great man, a
man of great ability and one who, under other circum-
stances, might perhaps be concerned in the government of
a greater people than he is now-is, I believe, tboroughly
convinced of the power of the whites; he is thoroughly con-
vinced of the necessity of his being friendly with the whites
and with the Government. I believe, too, that he is very
grateful for the kindness which has been shown to him.
The whole expense I am told-though it is merely. an
approximation, for I have not the accounts before me-of
bringing down these Indians and letting them see Canada
is about $2,000.

Mr. MILLS (Bthwell). Can the bon. gentleman say
whether anywhere in the North-West the farm instructors
are utilised as Indian agents?

Sit JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, the instructors do
not act as agents.

Mr. MI ILS (Bothwell). Because I think where you
have Indian instructors there is no reason why they should
not sometimes act as agents on the reserves.

Sir JOHN A. MAUDONALD. I think that would be
rather starving the service. The agent has work to do and
the instructor, if he does his duty, should be employed de
die in diem in his own work. We can afford to pay for both
mon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. How many reserves
are there ?

Sir JOHN A. MA.CDONALD. Botween eighty and
ninety.

Sir RICHARD CAR f WRIGHT. Because that bears
materially on the point raised by the hon. member (Mr.
O'Brien) who spoke before him and who supplied an argu-
ment which the Government themselves did not supply. It
may be a very good argument, but if eighty or ninety are the
total number of reserves, that would not require a great
number of additional officers to look after them, I should
judge.
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North-West Mounted Police...............$763,426 Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the number of

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As this force bas now, men?

I suppose, become a permanent regular force, I want to Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are 45 men in the
enquire whether the Minister has under bis consideration force, including medical men. The officers consist of a com-
any project for retaining the men for a somewhat longer missioner and an assistant commissioner, eleven superin-
period than was at first contemplated, or whether any tendents, 32 inspectors, one senior surgeon, six assistant
allowances in the way of grataity or pensions are likely to surgeons and two veterinary surgeons.
be made for those mon who may romain, say 20 or 25 years. Mr. WATSON. I notice a charge of 15J tons of coal at

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am very glad the hon. 816 a ton, purchased at Medicine Hat. These figures are
gentleman bas asked me that question. It is a question of very exorbitant for coal in that region.
a very great importance, and if I had ail the information
which was necessary I would most likely have corne te Par- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman may
liament this Session with a measure for a regulated scale depend upon it that purchases are made as cheaply as pos.
of payment or pension to the Mounted Police force. It is a sible. The supply may be wanted in a hurry, and it may
most invaluable force; I do not think there is a be bard coal. At any rate, the supplies for the Mounted

finer force in the world than the 1,000 men who form the Police are all got by tender, and the Government accept the

Mounted Police. They are pretty well paid; but they best article they can get at the lowest price.

have exceedingly bard work to perform. They are now Mr. WATSON. It is a mistake to furnish hard coal
patrolling night and day from the Red River to the foot of at $16 a ton when soft coal can be had so much cheaper.
the Rocky Mountains, and there is now a requisition from Soft coal is sold in Winnipeg at $7 a ton, and what is good
British Columbia to send some men there, and .1 have enough for the city of Winnipeg ought to be good enough
a body of men ready to march night or day in case for the Mounted Police.
of disturbance among the Indians, of which the Local Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. SurelytheGovernment
Government bas some appreohension. The work is so bard Say JOHN buyiNg c f the ovwn corps
that very many of the mon are invalided, young, healthy may ho trusted for buying coal for thoir own corps.
fellows going up apparently fit for their work break down; Mr. WATSON. They are trusted with paying 816 a ton
they have not the fibre to stand the work; and we find that for coal to supply the pblice barracks in a coal region.
after two or three years' service they are unwilling to re- Unforeseen'expenses, expenditure thereof to be under
main. The conseqence is that we have too many recruits, Order in Council, and a detailed statement to
and it is of very great consequence that we should keep the be laid before Parliament within the firet fit-
mon who have been well trained. A man who has been teen days of the next session.. ..... ...... $25,OOo
trained and has been in the force for five years is worth five Mr. MILLS. I remind the hon. gentleman il is most
men who have been there one year. The continual c0m dosirabte, with a view of bringing the mator before the
plaint of the commandant of the force is that he cannot keep Ommittee, that we should have the judgments givon by
his men. It is of great importance that these men should the judges in the varions contested elections in the varions
be thoroughly trained, not only in a military sense, but as a Provinces, reported 10 Parliament, as welI as the ordinary
constabulary. I propose, if I live, to submit to Parliament, report or the conclusion that is made for the Speiker. That
next Session, a scheme for inducing the men to remain i
the service. There are a great many educated men, men of and are easily accessible to the members of the buse and
university education, who one would say are fitted for supe- 10 the country. Inder the present system, the judgnents
rior stations in life, and we are promoting the best of them in the different Provinces are publimhed in the htw roi orts
as they rise to be non-commissionedl officers by giving them of those Provinces, and as we are administoring al
commissions in the force. But we find it difficult to get ovor the Dominion the sarn election law, itis desirabto,
mon. This year atout 300 mon will leave the force of 1,000, sce what opinion the coui ts express in the interpretation of
a most serious depletion, because most of these are men who the law in ail the Provinces. In order that wo may have
have served from three to five years, and who are perfect that, it la necessary Ibis Honse shoutd take somn stops with
soldiers and perfectly understand their duties. a viow to the publication of those judgments. They might

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How many horses doo5 be pnbiisbed la the same form, the outavo form, as the
the force maintain? Statutes; that would ho only one volume for five years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are 850 horses for The expense would not ho very groat. There la just one
1,000mater would suggst 10 the First Xnster and the Min-

1,000mon.ister of Justice, and that is how far thre evidence should ho
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On a good many occa- included atong wit the judgmont. 0f course, if the judgo

sions in former years i called the attention of the First la not carefut and does Dot fully state tie roason for
Minister to the expediency of having a reasonable number iis judgment, it may be ncce8sary 10 have the evidence;
of light pieces of artillery provided for the use of this force. but if an opinion ho expressed by the Ministor of Justice on
J would like to know how the force is provided for in that that subject, porhaps the jndgmenls would ho made
respect, and what arrangements are made in the way of sufficiently fuito dispense with publication of the evidence.
training the men for artillery practice, if any. It would be very convonient if Ibis wero donc, and I avait

Sir JOHUN A. MIACDONAL D. The artillery foi ce con- mysoîf of Ibis opportunuty to bring il beforo tire Committoe.
sists of four 9-pounders, six 7-pounders, and two mortars. Sir JOHN A. MA iCDONALD. T e bon, gentleman spoke

Sir RICHA.RD CARTWRIGHT. You have no gatling t me about Itis the other day, and showed me tre report
guns? of an olection case in England. I is important on every

Sir JOHN A. MACDONtLD. No. ground th a ait tire decisions connected witb controvrted

se what AI~a,.~ opinion the cou ts express in theineptaioln of

Su RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you employ Indian ister of Justice will agree with me it is exceedingly expedi-
scouts at all? ont that all the reports of the varions election trials should

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are some Indians be grouped together, published from time to time in a
and some half-breeds. Ton Blood Indians were employed volume and laid before Parliament. The Minister of Justice
this year near the Rocky Mountains. will consider the point raised by the hon& member, as to
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whether, not only the judgment, but the evidence should be bridges, on court houses, on works of a character such as
published. those that would be built on behalf of a Province, or on

Commutation in lieu of remission of duties on articles
imported for the use of the army and navy...........$2,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe that in the
the Auditor Generat's report of 1882, quarterly allowances
of $15.62 are made. What is the principle on which that is
arranged ?

Mr. BOWELL. They are the different officers belonging
to the different corps of the Imperial army that are stationed
in the different stations of the Dominion from Victoria to
Halifax. The commutation is made upon the presumed duty
that they pay upon the articles imported for the use of the
mess. It is the sum arrived at some years ago, and it covers
as the hon. gentleman is aware, the wines and sncb articles
as are required in the daily mess. Formerly it cost $4,000
and $5,000. Gradually it bas been diminished, until now, I
think, it is $2,000.

Expenses of Government in North-West Ter-
ritories.. ...... ..... . $96,70? 29

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. I do not see any
memorandum as to this.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is an increase of 81,500
for the cost of elections, an increase of $200 for stationery,
telegraphing, postage, &c, an increase of $8,000 for roads
and bridges, an increase of $12,507.29 for schools, an in-
crease of $300 for legal advice, which was formerly given
to Judge Richardson. The sum now proposed is $500
instead of $300 as lormerly. There is a decrease of $500 in
the rental allowance to Lt.-Col. Hugh Richardson in lieu of
the free residence he had formerly at Battleford. There is
also a decrease in regard to the vaults which wore built last
year, and the amount for which is not required to be re.
peated. There is a decrease in the matter of the safes and
indexes, and so on, in the registry office at Rdmonton.
There is an increase for the clerical assistance in connection
with the North- West Council amounting to 81,600. There
is an increase of $500 for law books and subscriptions to
newspapers for the North-West Council, and there is an
increase of $500 for contingencies. I could give the hon.
gentleman further details in regard to this as furnished by
the Lieutenant Governor.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This expenditure which
is thrown upon us now amounts to about $100,000. Has
this Government in the North-West, as now existing, any
revenue of its own at all, or is it expected that it wili have
any revenue of its own, or are we, as the wants of the
country increase, to go on increasing this vote ad infinitum,
because it may come to be a very formidable item in a few
years?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There isa revenue, and a grow-
ing revenue from licenses and permits, and, as hereafter the
Territories become Provinces, they will have the same
sources of revenue as they have in Manitoba.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man assign to them-it might fairly, I think, be assigned to
them-any portion of the revenue derived from the lands
which the Government own, from timber limits and so on ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is nothing of that kind.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask whether any

stops have been taken-it always seemed to me that such
steps should be taken-to keep any account of the expondi.
tures made that a Province would make on ita own behalf,
so that, when the time comes to admit these Territories as
Provinces into the Union, they would be in a position to
state the amount to be allowed to them for their debt and
their obligations. I should like to know whether there is
any account kept of the moneys expended on roads and

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

local railways.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There are full accounts kept.

For instance, I can give every item with regard to educa-
tion, the number of schools and everything of that kind.
There is no difficulty about that. The accounts are kept as
they are in any Province, and the statement could be made
up at any time.

Expenses of Govern'nent in the District of Keewatin..$1,500

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is a bad spelling.

Sir JOHL-T A. MACDONALD. Yes; it should be Key-
waydin. That is a very pretty name, but Keewatin is as
ugly as possible. That had better ho amended.

Extra clerks, for preparation of returns ordered by
Parliament. ...... ................................... $10,000

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is there any real
necessity for this extra vote?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The vote was taken to
meet the possible expenditure of last Session and of the Ses-
sion before, when we had rather a long Session. This vote
is morely taken, but I do not suppose it can be all used up.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. I should think it could
not. This vote crept in under exceptional circumstances,
and I do not think it is much wantei, and it is rather a
temptation to put the money in the way to be spent, if you
take the vote. Last year, 1886-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will reduce this to $5,O00.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think you may very

well. The amount spent last year was only 8 1,376.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think $5,000 will be

ample.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, [ should think so.
Mr. WATSON. I desire to call attention to an item

which lias been dropped, for exploring the Hudson's Bay.
I am informed that the Northern Light is doing nothing at
present, and that the captain of that vessel is not engaged,
and that for an expenditure of about 83,000 one of the
geological engineers might make a trip, and might make
some valuable explorations, and ascertain the state in which
he finds the straits and the bay, and I think it would be
well for the Government to put a vote in the Sup plementary
Estimates and make use of this steamer which is now idle.
For an amount of $6,000 an engineer could make a trip of
three months and gain valuable informatian.

Commercial agencies...... ....................... $10,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What do the hon.
gentlemen propose to do with this money ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is very desirable to have
a certain amount for matters of that kind. A gentleman
was sent to the West Indies and has just returned, and
there is an agent in Australia making a report upon the
prospects of establihing increased trade with Australia.
There was an agent also sent to the Sandwich Islands.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see that Colonel
Walker Powell made a voyage to the Sandwich Islands.
He is a very good officer. He is the Adjutant General I
suppose?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should think he was
a queer person to send to the Sandwich Islands to examine
into the merits of commercial agencies.

1112



COMMONS DEBATES·

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Colonel Powell, besides
being a very good Liberal, has been a merchant, and is a
commercial man, and the Government took advantage of
his going there to appoint him for this purpose.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. I have a good opinion
of Colonel Powell as chief officer of the Militia Department,
but I should say it was rather out of the way to assign him
that particular duty.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He wanted to go there,
and we employed him. He did good service.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. If you put it as a re-
ward to a deserving and meritorious officer, that is one
thing; if you put it on the head of commercial agencies, that
is another. I find in the Public Accounts: "A. Spencer
Jo'nes, writing and publishing in newspapers of Jamaica,
Ontario, and London, 100 columns of original letters and
articles, setting forth the advantages of closer and more ex-
tended relations between Canada and Jamacia, at $4.50 per
column-$450." I suppose an original article onght to be
worth $4.50 if it is really original. Thon I see writing 60
letters to members of Jamaica Legislature and other prom-
inent persons on the same subject, at 1 por letter. Two
trips to Ottawa to meet Sir John A. Macdonald, and Hon.
Mr. Solomon, of Jamaica, $40." This may be of considerable
service, but 1 do not think that either of these items are
likely to produce a very great spread of commercial rela-
tions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Jones is a Jamaican,
and a vory intelligent persOn.H ehas taken aavery great
interest in the matter, and bas written a good many letters,
both in Canada and Jamaica. His letters excited so much
interest in Jamaica that two members of the Jamaica Gov-
ernment came to Canada in consequence of his letters, in
order to see whether there could be any arrangement made
with the island in the way of commercial affairs. So really
he did some good service.

Mr. MILLS. Was ho in favor of political union ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know that he

wrote political union, but I know others did.
Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not.

Cost of organising Printing Bureau ......... . ............ $2,500

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is under the Act of last
Session, and is for general organisation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is it for? How
do you mean to use it?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is in the Department
of the Secretary of State. We will give that information
on concurrence.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRET. When matters of this
kind are allowed to pass, I think the hon. gentleman had
botter bring the information down the next day.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That shall be furnished to-
morrow.

Cost of plant required for Government Printing
Offs ie .......................................................... 107,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It strikes me this is
going to be a very expensive hobby.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is getting under way.
Yon have considerable ontlay to start it, alter that the
saving will come in.

Intercolonial Railway.................$2,600,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why is this large

increase required?
140

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The amount of the estimate
last year was $2,400,000, this year $2,600,000. The details
of that sum as are follows :-locomotive material, $893,000;
cars, repairs and running, $624,300; maintenance of way,
$645,000; stations, &c., $325,000; gen oral charges, $165,300.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is an increase of
10 per cent. on the whole. Io that caused by supposed
increased business, or what ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is caused by increased
business.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the deficit
expected for the year ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope there will be no defi.
cit for this year. There will be a considerable deficit owing
to the extreme difficulty of working the road.

Eastern Extension Railway ........ ................ 390,000

Sir RICRARD CARTWRIGHT. In all these sums there
are considerable increases.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There i'an increase of $15,000
on this, it is for renewals.

Oanais........,........ ............ 471,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There are considerable
increases here.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The amount varies from
year te year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The deficiencies ap.
pear to be getting always larger. What were the roceipta
for the current year ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. * We hope they will be fully
as good this year as last.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That will be a deficit
of how much ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have not the information at
present, but I will furnish it to the hon. gentleman.

Salaries and contingencies of Canal Officers..........3$37,236

Mr. MOMULL EN. I notice in the report of the Auditor
General that there are a large number of people sut down
here as salaried officers, who receive large sums of money
for their services. Here is one man named Morley who is
paid for 365 days work at $3 a day. Here is another man,
J. W. Burke, employed for 365 days at $3.50 per day-
every day in the year-for which ho was paid $1,277.50.
Here is R.C. Douglas who is paid for 365 days at $5 a day.
i think we should have some explanation why these men
are paid these large sums.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will the hon, gentleman say
what information ho wants?

Mr. MOMULLEN. I want to know what they are doing
and how they are employed overy day at these large sumo,
for Sundays as well as other days. i simply want to know
if they are working every day and how they are paid.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can only say with reference
to those officers that they are professional men and their
salaries are not at all inordinate. I take the case of Mr.
Douglas. Anybody who has read his reports knows that
ho is probably second only to Mr. Page in the Department.
His salary is here stated to be $5 a day, and suppose it does
include Sundays. It amounts to $1,8z5 for the year, for a
man of the highest professional attainment, who is charged
with very important work in connection with an important
branch of the service, I say that the salary ho is paid is one
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as to which nothing can be found fault with, considering
the work ho does, and I know personally what that work
is from having been Minister of that Departmaent. I see
gentlemen paid here at the rate of $2.50 per day, able ac-
countants, painstaking and laborious officers, and I do mot
think there is anything extravagant in those figures, as
these gentlemen are either professional accountants or pro.
fessional men in other capacities.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are they engaged on Sundays,
or do they work on Sundays ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It makes a portion of
the year's salary.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). But the hon. gentleman might
take a less offensive way of making the charge.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). They have to eat on Sundays.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And support their fami-

lies, and put something in the poor box.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I want to know simply -

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman will
tell me what ho wants to know, I will give the information.
I think I have satisfied him that the salaries, instead of
being excessive, are extremely low. I say that if ever I
have any fault to find with my successor in that Department,
it is as to his extra economy of the public money-his un.
willingness to make the smallest addition to the salary of
any officer in the Department. I can only say that I bave
exhausted all my powers of persuasion to do what I thought
was only justice, to get him to make a slight increase in the
salaries of some of those officers, whom I left in the Depart-
ment and in whose success I naturally felt interested.

Mr. MOMULLEN. I simply want to know how it is
these men are engaged-whether by the month or the day,
what they are doing, and how they are engaged ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman has the
information under bis hand. It tells him they are employed
by the day.

Mr. MoMULLEN. No, it does not.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The report states 365 days at

so much per day.
Mr, Mc MULL EN. What are they doing? Here is F. J.

Lynch, who is getting $200 a month. What is ho doing ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He is an engineer of high

attainments, a man of great ability, employed by the Rail.
way Department and engaged in professional work all the
time.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is ho permanently'employed at $200
a month ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, and a very reasonable
salary it is.

Mr. MoMULI 4 EN. He must be a very clever man to get
that amount continuously, for I know that engineers do not
usually get that sum. I know that some men of great
ability and extended experience might possibly get that
salary-

Mr. BAKER. Yes, $400 a month.
Mr. MoMULLEN. In some cases, but I know engineers

who do mot.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yon do not know Mr.

Lynch.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can assure the hon. gentle-

man, and I speak from personal knowledge, that there is
not a professional man engaged in the Railway Department,
from the highest to the lowest, who is not receiving a very
much smaller salary than gentlemen of the same attain-
ments and abilities are receiving from private companies.

Sir CiaL&us Tuppa.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Thon, undoubtedly, salaries must
have increased of recent years, because I know that on a
railway with which I was connected, we paid an eminent
ian, who is now chief engineer of the city of Toronto, Mr.
Sproat, $1,800 a year, or 8150 a month.

Mr. BAKER. He should have had more professional
pride than to take it.

Mr. SHANLY.
railway that was ?

Might I ask the hon. gentleman what

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAfLD. Cheap and nasty.

Mr. MoMULLEN. The Georgian Bay and Wellington.

Mr. SHANLY. What length of lino?

Mr. MoMIULLEN. The branch ho was connected with
was 30 miles long,

Mr. SHANLY. I think $150 a month is not an extraor-
dinary salary anywhere, but I think for a road 30 miles
long it is enough. Mr. Lynch's duties are very different
from building a road 30 miles long. He is a man of high
attainments and very moderately paid at this salary.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am simply stating the fact, and the
road to which I refer was not tuo small for the hon. gentle-
man to get a little salary out of the building of it.

Mr. SHANLY. What did the hon. gentleman say?

Mr. MoMULLEN. You professed to belittle the under.
taking because it was only 30 miles long.

Mr. SHANLY. I did not belittle the undertaking, but I
say if you build a road 30 miles long, you do not require
to engage an engineer of very high character, or at a very
high salary. It is not at all necessary to do so. Mr. Sproat
is not paid at that rate in the city of Toronto, because he
has much larger duties than ho would have upon a road
30 miles long.

Mr. McMULLEN. Perhaps this discussion may be a
little away from the point, but I say that you require
in some places on roads 10 miles long an engineer of the
same capacity as you would for 100 miles in others. It all
depends on the character of the work to be done.

Telegraph Unes, British Columbia........... . ..... ........ $6,500

Mr. BAKER. Why is there any expenditure for this
service now, since all the telegraph lines have been trans-
ferred to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is a portion that has
mot been transferred in the upper country from Caribou
downwards, and there is also a small lino at the mouth of
the Fraser River.

Agent and contingencies, British Columbia...... $4,

Mr. BAKER. I would like to ask when this is likely to
be discontinued.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is the agent at
present ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Trutch bas been the
agent. His general service expires on the lst of July, but
I understand that the Department of Railways desires, for
special reasons connected with the Canadian Pacifie Railway
construction on the Pacifie coast, to have his services until
the first of September noit.

Mr. EDGAR. Is not Mr. Trutch one of the officials paid
by the Canadian Government at a certain sum ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is suspended during this
term, so that ho is in receipt of a comparatively small sum
beyond what he would have received at any rate.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are there any special
increases here ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The increase of 85,452 in the salaries
of officers and inspectors is principally made up of statutory
increases, and there is an increase of four offmers altogether
throughout the whole Dominion. The increase of $2,600
for increased pay of officers at large distilleries and factories,
is owing to the fact that the work in the distilleries, under
the new system, will require the officers to be at work from
seven in the morning until six or seven in the afternoon, in.
stead of from nine or ton until four, as in the case
of ordinary offices. The increase of $3,000 .in the
preventive service, is represented by the reports of the
commissioner as necessary, owing to the restrictions im.
posed throughout the country, partly on account of the en-
forcement of the Scott Act, which has produced a tendency
to illicit distilling. The increase of 83,000 to enable the
Department to purchase wood-naphtha and similar articles
for issue to bonded manufacturers, is really not an increase,
because it is repaid by the manuftcturers. The only reason
we ask for the increase, is that we purchase the articles in
Europe rather than in the United States, and, consequently,
require to lay in a larger stock.

Committee rose and reported resolutions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask the hon.
gentlemen opposite if they will take short notice to move
that Monday be Government day ?

Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGH r. Very well.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) Does the hon. gentleman pur.
pose on Monday to take up Mr. Jamieson's Bill, and put it
on the orders ot the day as suggested.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is en délibéré. There
are two measures, the first on Publie Bills and Orders
which, with the assistance of the hon. gentlemen o osite,
i would like to move up and make Government •i11s, if
necessary. One is Mr. MoCarthy's Bill to enable compa-
nies to borrow on debenture stock, and the second Billis one
of a similar nature in the hands of Mr. Hall, the hon. mem-
ber for Sherbrooke. I am told thqr are really valuable in
a commercial point of vie v. In answer, I should ask the
House to allow them to be put on the Government papers.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) My attention was called by one
of the police magistrates of the county to the decision of Mr.
Justice O'Connor, in which ho denies the right of a magis-
trate of a county to take any notice of the violations of the
Canada Temperance Act in the towns or villages that are
without police magistrates, and insists, before the Act can
be enforced, that it is necessary appointments should ho
made for those towns, This, in a great measure, renders
the Act nugatory. My attention being called to the subject,
I was asked tocall the attention of the Government to it, that
they might take such measures as might ho necessary to
bring the Act into operation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No doubt the Minister of
Justice will take the matter into his consideration. I never
heard of it before. I move that the House do now adjourn.

Sir RIC HARD CARTWRIGHT. What business to-
morrow ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Bills first and thon Esti-
mates. It is understood that we sit from one to six.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 2 a.m.
(Saturday)•

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

SATURDAr, 18th Juno, 188'L,

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at one o'clock.

PatRyERS.

RULES RESPECTINGPRIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Special Committee
appointed by the House, in accordance with the report of
the Railway Committee, to assist Mr. Speaker in revising
the rules repecting Private Bille, in so far as they relate
to the incorporation of, and the amendments of Acte incor-
porating railway companies, have roported, and the report,
with the rules and model bill, has been published. The
Special Committee, as well as the Railway Committee,
were unanimous, and the report is in accordance with the
wishes of the Railway Committee. It is recommended that
there be a model Bill composed of all the clauses to be
found in every Bill, that passes the Railway Committee,
and those will b the standing clauses of the Bill. It will
save a great deal of trouble to the members of the commit-
tee, and will make uniform the legislation on railways. The
petitioners will fill up blanks, giving the names of the pro-
posed incorporators, the capital that will be required, the
time and places where meetings of the shareholders will
take place, the number of shares necessary to qualify a di-
rector, the amount of bonds to be issued per mile, which
depends on the length and cost of the railway, the time to
be given for beginning the railway, and the time within
which it must be completed. Thon, we have recommended
these three rules, which I will read :

" Ali Private Bills for Acts of incorporation of, or in amendment of
A ets incorporating railway companies, shall be drawn in accordance
with the model Bil adopted by the flouse on June, 1887, conies of
which can be obtained from the Clerk of the House; the provisions con-
tained in any Bill which are not in accord with the model Bill, shall be
inserted between brackets, and when revised by the proper officer shall
be so printed "-

So that the officer of the Railway Committee will always
have to examine Bills before they are laid before the com.
mittee, and certify that they are in accordance with the
rules.-

" Bills which are not in accordance with this Rule shall be returned to
the promoters to be re-cast before being revised and printed • and any
sections of existing A ets which are proposed to be amended s;iall be re-
printed in full with the amendments inserted in their proper places and
between brackets;"--

We have found that some promoters of Bille come down with
amendments to a long clause of the Railway Act, such as
leaving out one word, so that one cannot tell what the pro-
visions of the Act are unless he has it before him. Therefore,
we provide that both the clause that is wanted and the
clause that is proposed to be amended must be printed in
full.-
'' and any exceptional provisions that it may be propoued to insert In
any Bill shall be printed in the notice of application Jor the same."
We find also that promoters of Bills, after having iven
general notice, sometimes ask for special powers, whicti are
refused, and this causes disappointment to them and delays
their undertaking; but we must look to the interest of the
public before the interest of private individuals; and so we
propose as the second rule:

" No Bill for the incorporation ofa railway company, or for changing
the route of any railway company already incorporated, shall be con-
sidered by the Railway Oommittee until there has been filed with the
committee, at least one week before the consideration of the Bill a map
or plan, upon a scale of not les3 than half an inch to the mile, seowing
the location upon which it is intended to constract the proposed work,
and showing, also, the lines of existing or authorised works of a similar
character within, or in any way affecting the district, or any part
thereof, which the propoead work is intended to serve • such map or
plan to be signed by the engineer orother party makingte same;"--
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We find frequently that Bills are asked for lines which in-
terfere with some other lino, or which occupy the same
ground, and so we propose to require promoters of a Bill to
lay before us a plan showing the proposed location of their
lino, and the direction of the lino must be settled before the
Bill comes before the committee.-

4 and an exhibit showing the total amount of capital proposed to
be raised for the purposes of the undertaking, and the manner in which
it is proposed to raise the same, whether by ordinary shares, bonds, de-
bentures, or other securities, and the amount of each, respectively."

By this means we expect to prevent bogus companies being
inoorporated--companies that do not intend to build the
railway they are promoting, but who wish to have a charter
which they may soli afterwards. This will be prevented if
we require them to show us what are their means and what
are the prospects of building the railway. In that way I
think we shall be rendering a service both to the country
and to the committee and this House. The last rule is this :

" Before any Private Bill is considered by the committee to which it
may be referred, a report shall first be submitted to the committee by
the examiner, stating that he bas examined the same, and has noted
opposite each section, any variations from the provisionseontained in
the model Bill, and, to insure uniformity, the examiner shall revise and
certify every Private Bill passed by the committees, and the reports
thereon, before they are presented to the House."

Therefore, I move, seconded by Mr. Edgar, that the
report of the committee be adopted, and that the said reso-
lutions be made Standing Orders of this House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would suggest that
although that is a very desirable object and of great import-
ance, it ought to be in the hands of hon. members before
this passes. It has not been distributed as yet.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is printed in the Votes
and Proceedings.

committee would be greatly facilitated. Another thing
which occupied a great deal of time, was that there is no
requirement that any plan whatsover should be bronght in
by the promoters, to commit themselves to the location of
a railway, and they would ask power to wander all over the
Provinces with thoir railway charter. Their notices are of
a most general character, and we would have to decide, on
almost every Bill, as to where the termini of the road
ehould be, and what part of the country it should run
through. That would be entirely unnecessary if the pro-
moters had made up their minds, in a business-like way,
before they came to Parhiament. It occurred to some of us,
before the end of the committee, that this sort of thing was
undesirable. I suppose we may, as long as the Dominion
has control of nearly the whole of the railways under the
Act of 1883, expect a great deal of railway legislation every
Session, and it will be impossible to face it another Session
until we have such rules. The rules, of course, are not
nearly as stringent as they are in England, but it would not
do for us, in this country, to be as strict as they are, in any
particular.

Mr. MoCARTHY. I would move the adjournment of
the debate until Monday next and make it the First Order.

Mr. EDGAR. While it is compulsory that the Bill
should be submitted in that form, it is not compulsory that
the committee should- pass it in that form,

Mr. McCARTHY. Certainly not, but if this is to be the
model Bill, we should seo that it is the best of the kind.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS.

Sir JOHN A. MAQDONALD moved:
That, on Monday, Government measures and orders have precedence

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have not had time after Routine and Private Bills, and that Orders 81 and 32be transferred
to read it. to Government Orders.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Let it be left as a notice
for Monday.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, But there is another
matter I wanted to call attention to. It has been suggested
more than once in this House, and I believe it would be a
great improvement in our practice, if, in the case of these
railway charters, a substantial deposit, in proportion to the
magnitude of the work, were required to b made before
any party was permitted to obtain a charter from this
House. The practice of obtaining bogus charters, to which
the hon. gentleman alluded, has been of too frequent
occurrence; and although the suggestions made by the hon.
gentleman are useful and valuable, I doubt whether they
would completely check that practice, unless before any
party gets a charter from this House, substantial deposits
are insisted upon and rules are laid down which will involve
forfeiture if the work is not proceeded with. This is done,
if I am not mistaken, more or less in other countries, and in
this counfry it will b very valuable.

Mr. EDGAR. It is high time that something of this kind
should be done, because, during this Session, the work that
came before the Railway Committee was so heavy, that,
un1ess it had been for the very assiduous and almost daily
attendance by the members of that committee, assisted by
thoir indefatigable chairman, we could not possibly have
got through the work ; and the great cause of our labor
was that each charter was brought in with clauses drawn
up at haphazard, and we had to try and bring uniformity
out of that chaos. By propesing a model Bill, the clauses
of which would a plyto ail, that portion of the work of the

Sir HEcaToR lâ*GEVIN.

I mentioned this last night, and I am only moving with
the consent of hon. gentlemen opposite. If Monday is
given to the Goverument, they will press their measures
with all due zoal. I mentioned last night that the two
first orders on Public Bills and Orders are of a very
great commercial importance, the first (No. 31) is an Act
to amend the Companies Act, as amended by the Stand-
ing Committee on Banking and Commerce. Its main
object is to enable the companies to borrow on deben-
tures of stock as well as on other debentures. The other
is an Act to empower the employés of incorporated
companies to establish pension fande societies. I hope
my hon. friend, the leader of the Opposition, will second
the motion.

Mr. LAURIER The hon. gentleman has given me a
title to which I am not entitled. The hon. gentleman is
enough of a parliamentarian to know it is not safe always
to trust to newspaper articles. Speaking for my friends,
however, I may say there is no objection to these measures,
and I suppose the Governmont have nothing new to intro-
duce at this period.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have exhausted our
repertory except that we will ask some very modest votes
in aid of railways.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. What does "very
modest" mean ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It means what it says.
There is not millions in it.

Moton agreed to.
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LAND SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS-N. W. T.

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell) moved that the Roue resolve
itsef into Committee te consider the following resolu-
tions:-

(C.) That it is expedient to authorise the Governor l Council to grant
to the "Alberta and Athabaaca RailwayCompany," Dominion lande to
an extent not exceediag six thousand four hundred acres for each mile

qf the compana s railway from some point on the Bow River or the
Qanadian Pacine Railway, at or between Calgary and Orowfoot (reek,
te a point on the Athabasca River, crouuing the North Baskatchewan
near to the town plot of Edmonton, a distance of 300 miles.

(2.) That it l expediént to authorise the Governor in Council to grant
to the I" Qu'Aplle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan Railway and Steam-
boat Oompany, 'Dominion lands to an extent not exceeding six thon-
sand four hundred acres for each mile of the companyls railway from
the northern termination of the portion of that rail already com-
pleted to a point at or near where the 52nd degree of titnde crosses
the South Saskatchewan, a distance of about 130 miles, and from thence
to t he elbow of the North Saskatehewan, a distance of about twenty-five
miles, with a branch to Prince Albert, a distance of about eighty-five
miles, and also a branch to Battleford, a distance of about eighty-
five miles, making a total of about 325 miles.

(3.) That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to grant
to the "Medicine Fat Railway and Ooal Company," Dominion lands to
an extent not exceeding six thousand four hundred acres for each mile
of4he conpany's railway from Medicine Hat Station, on the line of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, to the Medicine Hat Ooal Mines, on the south
bank of the Saskatchewan, a distance of abont eight miles, to be selected
out of such landa as are at the disposal of the Government in the proxi-
mity ofthe line of the company's railway.

(4.) That is expedient to provide that the said grants shall be free
grants, subject only to the payment bythe grantees respectively, of the
cost of the survey of the lands, and incidental expenses, at the rate of
ten cents per acre in cash on the issue of the patents therefor.

He said: If the House is willing, I would like te go into
committee on these resolutions now. I laid on the Table
last night the papers connected with these proposed grants
se that hon. gentlemen will have an opportunity of seeing
the grounds on which they are te be made. There are only
three; one is for the construction of a railway from a point
near Calgary t .Edmonton. Hon. gentlemen will admit it
is of great importance to get a line between these pointe as
soon as possible. And we are assured that the gentlemen
who have this enterprise in hand, are actively engaged now
in fgoating it,and that we are likely to have the construction
without delay. The next is the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake
and "Saskatchewan Railway and Steamboat Company, who
propose to continue their road from its present point te
Saskatoon on the Saskatchewan or te some point near that,
with branches to Prince Albert and Battleford4 The third
is for a short line which bas been petitioned for from al
parts of the North-West, from Medicine Hat, from Regina,
from Moosejaw, fr'>tn nearly all the points in the North-
West. It is practically te assist in the developmont of im-
portant coal intereste near Medicine Hat. These are the
only three grants which are proposed at this time, and,
wi the consent of the House, I move that the Rouse go
into committee upon them.

Mr. EDGAR. I have gone hastily through the papers
which were brought down yesterday by the hon. the Minister
of the Interior te explain the reason for these grants, and I
find that only in one case, that of the Alberta and Athabasca
Railway Company, has the Order in Council been brought
down. In the Medicine Rat case there are a lot of petitions
but there is nothing on earth to show that an Order in
Council bas been passed, and, worse than that, among the
Qu'Appelle papers which are brought down there appears
te be the wrong file, because there je an Order in Couneil
referring to the former grant, with the conditions of which
they had not complied, and asking that they should be re-
lieved slightly from the conditions, but the application
brfoght down is not for a grant of 6,400 acres a mile, but
for a grant part in money and part in land. At leuat, that
is one of the petitions. The other is for an annual guaran-
tee ofj4½ per cent. on, L think, $16,000 a mile. These are
not theipapers or the Order in ouneil upon whieh this
grant ie prepoSed.

Mr.WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman is quite right
in regard to the application for the Regina, Long Lake and
Saskatchewan Bailway Company, asking for a guarantee
of bonds on the basis of the land grant proposed to be given;
but the Government did not see its way open to adopt a
new policy in regard to the North-Weet, which might re-
sult in serions eonsequences, and that was not adopted. The
reason why an Order in Council was not brought down is
that an Order in Council was not passed, and the final con-
clusion was only arrived at the day before yesterday in the
hurry of work ; but it seems to me that Parliament may
grant the lande if it so chooses without a previous Order in
Council. The provisions as to the conditions are the same
as those which have been embodied in other Acte hereto.
fore, and in the Bill which I will introduce we wili take
power to give the land in townships instead of in sections
if the Government so desire, but the terme of the charter
granted by Parliament limit the time for constrntion, and
no grant can be made in the case of the Long Lake Railway
until 50 miles are completed.

Mr. SPROULE. Io this Long Lake IRailway to be of the
ordinary gauge of 4 feet 8 inches ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes.
Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Com-

mittee.
(In the Committee.)

On resolution 1,
Mr. EDGAR. As the hon. Minister proposes to make

these grants in townshipe, how is he going to get rid of the
school land reserve and-the Hudson's Bay reservel? l ho
going to do it in the same way as last year ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes, the Bill proposes to get
rid of these reserves and also of the trails for the settlers.

Mr. EDGAR. I see that the Act of last Session, which
was brought in to get over that difflculty, required that
such an exehange of lands had to be assented to by the
Rudson's Bay Company. Does not that make the grant
rather uncertain and practioally useless ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman will let
the resolutions go through and discuss that point on the
clause in the Bill I think it would be more convenient.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGT. Has this Alberta and
Athabasca Railway Company done any work at all up to
the present time, or is it a new company ?

Mr. WHIpE (Cardwell). That company has done no
work, except in regard to the ordinary exploration of the
country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have had a great
deal of trouble in other cases by giving these lands to com.
panies which turned ont to have no means whatever of
going on with the work except what they derived from soll-
ing the charter and the land grant. Before we give
2,000,000 acres-for that is practically the amonnt-to this
company, I think we should be careful, and I desiro to
ask the Government what security they have taken that
this work will be bond fide proceeded with in the event of
this grant being made to the company.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). They will get no lands at all
until fifty miles are bult, and I think they have to be con-
stituted within twelve months. That is pretty good security
that they will go on with their line.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is, if the gentlemen
stick to their bargain, but next year, if there should be·any
inoonvenience in getting the money out of other pockets,
the probability is that te time will be extended and ex-
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tended again, if possible, and I really do think, having in
view the transactions which are already well known to the
House in connection with those lines of railway, some sub-
stantial deposit should be insisted upon to ensure that these
men are really honestly intending to go on with the railway.
I would not be disposed to insist on an unreasonable deposit,
but there should be such a deposit as would enable the
Government to inflict some penalty if these people practi.
cally lock up this land, and this route for a considerable
term withont doing anything in return.

On resolution 2,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGT. What is the position of

this Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan RailWay
and Steamboat Company; is it also a railway which has
done no work ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell.) No, there are about twenty-
five miles bailt.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who are the parties
concerned in this company ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell.) Mr. Pugsley was the chief
promoter of the railway. ie is still in it, and Mr. Fuller,'
of Hamilton, is still in it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this the company
in which Mr. Maynard is interested ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think so. I would not like
to say.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I repeat the caution
which I gave with respect to the other one, that, although
it differs materially from the Alberta and Athabasca Rail.
way Company, I really think that where millions of acres
of the publie domain are parted with, parties should be
compelled to make some deposit, or do some work. Here
the extent of twenty miles of railway, which the hon. gen.

a tieman states is comploted, is, of course, a reasonable
guarantee.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think these appropriations,
and the immense amount of legislation proposed during the
past two Sessions, shows the propriety of not continuing
the system of reincorporation. The hon. gentleman pro.
poses here to make an appropriation to certain railway cor-
porations. Those companies may never undertake the
work, and this legislation may be to no purpose. If we had
a Bill going through Parliament, proposing to grant this
aid to any railway company that would undertake the con.
struction of either of these lines, and if it provided, as I
proposed to provide at one time, that when parties deposit
their plans with the Minister of Railways, or the
Minister of the Interior, and deposit a certain amount as a
guarantee of good faith, they would be entitled to incorpor-
ation as a matter of course, and they would receive this
grant. A great deal of time would be saved in Parliament,
and a check would be given to this business of charter-sell-
ing. I do not think there is anything more discreditable
than the system of a company obtaining charters here, and
thon going to New York, London, or elsewhere, with a view
to selling them at a profit. Now, that is discreditable to
this Legislature and to this country, because it is a thing
that cannot be done without the connivance of Parliament.
Wherever Parliament grants charters in this way, it is act-
ually conniving at proceedings of this sort. Certainly if
there are capitalists ready to underlake the construction of
these lines of railway, and they pay something to these
charterlholders for the priviloge of doing so, they will be1
all the more ready to undertake the work if no such burden,
was imposed on them. It seems to me that it is the dutyi
of the Government to submit to Parliament a well-consid-i
ered plan of froc incorporation. They can decide where
these railroads can ba built that are entitled to aid, and1

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT,

whether the road is built or not, should depend upon the
profits that the Party sees are likely to be derived. It
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would leave them to be undertaken the same as any
other commercial enterprise. The hon. gentleman who has
no doubt, given some attention to this question, knows
what a revolution the adoption of this plan has worked in
railway incorporation on the other side, and how complote-
ly the Legislatures have been relieved from all pressure
from lobby men and others, and how the credit of the Logis-
latures has been preserved by this change in their public
policy. Now, I say that we are getting very much into a
condition of things such as prevailed in some of the Ameri-
can Legislatures before the change in their policy took place.
We know that many parties are expecting to profit by ob-
taining charters of this kind. Men withont capital, men
without any resources, without any money to invest in
railway enterprises, come here and obtain charters, and
stand in the way of those who have money to invest, by the
possession of those charters. I do not think thore is any
subject to which hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches
could turn their attention to more advantage to the people of
this country, than this subject of free rail way incorporation.

Mr. EDGAR. I think before the House is asked to
make a grant of 6,400 acres per mile, they ought to know
that the company expects to be able to construct the rail.
way with that assistance. Surely that is a self-evident pro-
position. Well, from ail I can see in those papers that
have been brought down, the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and
Saskatchewan Railway Company do not even suggest that
they can construct the railway with land grant alone. Oa
the contrary, you cannot help inferring from the papers
that they do not think themselves able to do it, because, in
one section, they ask for $3,000 in cash and 3,400 acres per
mile, and they say that, if they get that, they can go on.
Thon a little further on they seem to have had another
scheme in their mind, because they ask a guarantee from
the Government of 3j per cent. on a bond issue of $15,000
per mile, for a period of 20 years ; and they think thon
that they can build the railway if they get that. Now, in
these papers, there is no application to the Government, that
I can find, for the 6,400 acres per mile merely, much lees is
there any statement or allegation on the part ofthe rai lway
company that if they do get that they can build the road.
Well, why should we give a grant and tie up a lot of land
in that country in favor of that company, unless they say
that it affords them a reasonable basis of going on and con-
structing the railway ? There1is another course proposed.
I see, in a letter from another railway company altogether
from the South Saskatchewan Valley Company, asking, in
a letter to the Minister of the 6th of June, 1887, that the
land grant of 6,400 acres which has been promised to them,
and not to the Long Lake Company, should be given to
the Long Lake Company, because they are going on.
Now, the Long Lake Company does not seem to have
been a party at all to the application of this grant.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The question raised by the
hon. member for Bothwell is, of course, a very large and
important one, and no doubt deserves great consideration.
But just at this moment, Parliament having chartered
these railway companies, 1 do not think it would be worth
while detaining ihe House to discuss that at this time.
Thon as to the general question raised by the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and thel hon.
member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), I wish to point ont
that there is no land locked up in any way whatever. Al
the lands these companies can get for constructing a rail-
way are such as are available by the Government; but, in
the meantime, all this land is open for homesteading and for
sale, if the Government choose to sell it. It is quite in the
hands of the Government, and is no more locked up than if
these resolutions had not passed at ail. The only thing is that
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as soon as the eompany build 50 miles they will be entitled to
a grant of such lands as are at that time unappropriated, in
payment of the subsidy; if they do not build 50 miles they
get nothing. Of course, it is for Parliament, from year to
year, to determine whether they will extend the time, and
whether the company have shown such god faith as to
justify an extension. We have often done the very same
thing. People oome here from year to year to get their
railway charters extended, and it is scarcely within my
recollection that an extension has beon refused them. The
only case in which it was refused was in the case of the
railway at which the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) evidently hinted, and in that case it
was extended only up to a certain date, and thon to lapse
unless certain things were done. Those things were not
done and the charter lapsed.

Mr. CHARLTON. With respect to the proposed grant
to the Medicine Rat Railway and Coal Company, I may
say that this is a short lino of railway, a more spur to a
coal mine, and to be built for the express purpose of mak.
ing the coal mine more valuable.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). For the purpose of developing
and giving the people cheaper coal.

Mr. CHARLTON. It might be questioned whether that is
a work of public utility in a sense to justify the Government
in making a large appropriation to a mining company for
the purpose of making their property valuable.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The property is only made
valuable by its development as a means of increasing the
supply of coal to settlers all through the North-West, and
the competition created in that way will be the means of
giving them cheaper coal. We granted, a year or two ago,
a subsidy to another railway and coal company in the same
way, and great advantage bas resulted from it. This par.
ticular grant is petitioned for by people in all parts of the
North-West. Perhaps no grant to a railway in the North.
West seems to be so earnestly desired by the people of the
country themselves as this is, and they believe it will
devolop the coal mines, increase the coal supply, and, there-
fore, cause lower prices.

Mr. CB &RLTON. If that was the only source of coal
supply, there would be more force in the hon. gentleman's
arguments than they really possess. It strikes me, on the
face of this proposition, that this is a company owning a
coal mine eight miles from the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
in order te develop the property and render it valuable, it
is necessary to have a short lino to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and the company feel that it will be more to their
advantage to obtain it from the Dominion Government to
render valuable this particular pro perty, than to expend their
own money for that purpose. This House should not grant
6,400 acres per mile to aid the building of a short line of
railway the benefit of which will accrue to the coal mine
owners. I do not apprehend that it will make Very much
difference to the North-West. There are a great many coal
mines, and they are being constantly opened. It is not stated
to be essential that this particular mine should be opened, but
it would undoubtedly be a great benefit to the owners of the
mine, if the Government would build this railway. I question
very much the propriety of thisgrant. It is not a road for the
general benefit, but it is a short lino for the purpose of reach-
ing a coal mine and rendering the property more valuable.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville), With respect to this partica.
far mine, I may say that, when in the North-West luat
fall, I visited Medicine at, and I know the people there
felt very much the want of some competition that
would open communication with that coal mine. Farther-
more, I was informed that petitions had been sent here ask-
ing the Government to make a grant either of land or cash

subsidy, in order that the company might construct a road
from the Canadian Pacifie Railway to their mine. I see no
reason why a company of this kind, formed to develop a
coal mine, ought not to reoeive a subsidy just as much as a
railway company organised to run through any part of the
country. I have no interest whatever in the Medicine Hat
Coal Mining Company, but, having conversed with many of
the residents of Medicine Hat, and the people above and be-
low, I know as a matter of fact-and my testimony is of an
independent nature-that the people there are very anxious
that this particular subsidy should be given and this partie-
ular mine opened up.

Mr. DAVIN. I have no interest whatever in this com-
pany further than that of a property owner in Regina, but
I may tell the hon. member for North Norfolk (Ur. Charl-
ton) that he is under a misapprehension in supposing that
this lino can be looked upon only as a means of inmproving
the proporty of the coal mining company. The fact is the
problem of cheap coal in the North-West bas not yet been
solved, and, as a consequence, in a country where there is
so little timber as in the whole of Assiniboia, there is a
strong desire that there should be more competition in coalh
The competition between the Anthracite Coal Company of
the States and the Gait Company has not brought down the
price of coal so as to secure coal at a reasonable price.
What it bas done is this : the Galt Coal Company lowered
the price from the exorbitant figure of $17 a ton, first to
$15, thon to $14, and last year to $13.50 at Regina; it waa
higher at Medicine Rat of course. That is an enormous
price to pay for fuel. The price paid for Gait coal is $7.50;
that is, I need not say, too high a price to pay for soft coal.
So we have not yet got the competition that will bring down
coal to a price that will enable the settler to have the full
advantage of our splendid coal fields, and I think it is a very
wise act for the Governmont to help this railway company.

Mr. SCARTH. Unlike some of my hon. friends, I have a
very great interest in this grant; I have the interest of the
citizens of Winnipeg in this matter. Petitions have come from
citizens of Winnipeg, as well as from the people of many
other places in Manitoba, asking that this grant ehould be
given. Winnipeg wants cheap coal, and the more bitumin.
ous coal mines yon open up, the cheaper the citizens of
Winnipeg, the principal city of Manitoba, will get their coal.
I hope, therefore, in the interest of Winnipeg, as well as in
the interest of Manitoba, there will be no objection to this
grant.

Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps the hon. Minister will in-
form me as to who the owners are of this coal mine, and the
projectors of the short lino to the mine ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The owners are gentlemen in
Toronto and some parties in the North-West; I cannot
remember their names.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, I it an incorporated
Company ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes.
Mr, CHARLTON. Will the hon. gentleman inform us

where the Act of incorporation is to be found. I have a
little curiosity to know the names of the gentlemen.

Mr. WATSON. At a previons Session, when the
House was passing a resolution for the Galt Company
Railway, I called the attention of the House to the import-
ance of the Government, in order to regulate the price of
coal, giving other c3mpanies power to carry coal over that
railway. The apparent danger I pointed ont at that time
has proved to have had an effect on the price ofcoal. The hon.
member for West Asainiboia (Kr. Davin), bas said that the
competition they have to-day between Galt coai and A mer-
ican coal ha not brought down the price as low as it should
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be. The land grant given te a private company for the
purpose of opening up and developing their own coal mine
had not the desired effect of reducing the price of coal, be.
cause they control the railway carrying the coal from the
mine, and, consequently, they control the price of coal. We
find that coal is at a very high price in the North-West, a
stated by the member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin). He
spoke of the price of coal at Regina, and I see that the price
paid by the Government at points farther west, at Medi.
cine Rat, is, I think, $16 per ton. I had hoped that the open.
ing of railways and the Government giving a large grant to
railways, would have enabled, not only the settlers to obtain
their coal at cheaper rates, but also the Government. I find
the Government are paying $16 a ton still for coal at Medi-
cine Hat.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is for hard coal.
Mr. WATSON. For anthracite coal. I say that this

western coal, if it is worth opening up and developing by
such large assistance as this House has granted, ought to be
coal suitable for the police force of the North-West, and
should be good enough for them to use. I would suggest
to the Minister that, when this Bill is introduced, he should
take power to give running powers to any company for the
carrying of coal over this road. When the coal fields are
opened up and developed in that country, it might be
necessary to grant a subsidy to another coal company run-
ning parallel to this, for the purpose of giving us compe.
tition and cheaper coal. Coal shonld be much cheaper in
the North-West than it is to-day, and the reason that it is
high is not that we have not an abundance of coal, but on
account of the rates charged by the railway, and if the
Government have power to regulate rates over those roade,
and if they have power over the Canadian Pacific Railway
to regulate the freights on coal, it is their duty to reduce
those rates so that Manitoba and the North-West may have
coal much cheaper than it is to-day.

Mr. EDGAR. There is no doubt that this coal company
is a very philanthropic concern. I see that they propose, in
their prospectus to deliver coal infinitely cheaper than it is
now delivered in the North-West. I notice that the docu-
ment is signed by a number of gentlemen in Toronto belong-
ing to the same profession that I do.

An hon. MEMBER. That is the only objection to it.

Mr. EDGAR. I see also a number of other Toronto gen-
tlemen who are sacrificing themselves for the benefit of the
public, among them being Hector Cameron,barrister; Arthur
A. Boswell, barrister; John Small, Esq.; W. G. McWilliams,
barrister; Thomas Davies, brewer; Charles McMichael, bar-
rister, and a number of others. Now, I dare, say, they
will get the coal out as wel as anybody else. I am
glad to see them developing the country, but when you come
to give a land grant to a short line of eight miles, I think
the suggestion of the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson), that the Government should make some condi-
tions in connection with running powers over that railway,
is a very prudent and proper one. This is not a railway
company, it is a coal company, and it merely has incidental
rights to build a line to the mines.

Mr. SCARTH. I may tell tbe hon. gentleman that, as far
as Winnipeg is concerned, it is fully prepared to take the
benefit of the philanthropie views of the barristers of the
city of Toronto, whom the hon. gentleman bas named; and
we are glad that members of the same profession as my
hon. friend are so philanthropic as to go up there and oeil
us cheaper ceal. We are glad, also, that the Government are
joining with them in endeavoring to get us cheaper coal.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think, however, the
Government would do that more effectively if they would
act on the suggestion of my hon. friend from Marquette

Mr. WAToN.

(Mr. Watson), and insist on the road so subsidised granti g
similar powers to other companies, if they have ocaxin to
ran over it. If I recollect aright the geographical Jtion
of. the mines, they extend for a long distance from t'ia par-
ticular locality at Medicine Hit; and it is quite true, as the
hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) observed, that a
little further on other coal mines might be developed, so that
I think it would be both convenient and proper that on this
subsidised road we should reserve running powers.

Resolutions reported and concurred in.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 164) to authorise the granting of certain subsidies
in land for the construction of the railways therein named.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.
Mr. 'WHITE (Cardwell) moved the second reading of

the Bill.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

FREDERICTON AND ST. MARY'S RAILWAY BRIDGE
COMPANY.

Sir CHARLES TIPPER moved that the House concur in
resolution reported from Committee of the Whole, respect-
ing a an to the Frederiction and St. Mary's Railway Bridge
Company.

Motion agreed to, and resolution concurred in.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 165) to provide for advances to be made by the
Government of Onada to the Fredericton and Saint Mary's
Railway Bridge Company.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first and second times,
considered in Committee, reported, and read the third time
and passed.

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT.

flouse resolved itself into Committee on Bill(No. 152) to
amend the General Inspection Act.-(Mr. Costigan.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. LAURIER. This is according to the

the Montrea Board of Trade, is it not ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is

it?

resolution of

the object of

Mr. COSTIGAN. The object of-this is to add the follow-
ing as a sub-section to sub-section 30 of the Act:-

" Whenever flour is sold by sample and the inspector or depaty in-
spector l requested by the owner or the purchaser of such flour to inspect
the same by such sample, he shall, notwithstanding anything in this
Act contained, inspect the same accordingly."
At present a good deal of flour is sold by sample. Millers
send their agents with samples of flour, and agree to deliver
say a thousand barrels according to the sampld. When the
flour is delivered, if a dispute arises, as the iaw now stands
the merchant who receives theofleur cannot avail himself of
the services of the inspector to see whether it comes up to
the standard of the sample or not; and this clause will give
that power to our inspectors. That is for the convenience
of trade between the millere and the wholesale trade partie-
ularly.

On section 2,
Mr. COSTIGAN. This is to repeal the old classification

of flour and to substitute the classification in the section.
At present most of the flour manufactured in tho country is
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manufactured by what is known as the roller process, and
our inspectors have no power to grade that four, which is
admitted to be of suprior quality; and the object of this
clause is to give that four a grade. This provision has been
approved by a meeting of delegates representing the Cham-
ber of Commerce of Montroal, and the different boards of
trade of the different cities, held in Ottawa lat fall.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

EXPROPRIATION OF LANDS.

Bill (No. 141) to amend the Revised Statutes, chapter 39
respecting the exgropriation of lands, was again considered
in Committee, ana read the third time and passed.

TIRE SOLICITOR GENERAL.

Mr. THOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.
42) to make provision for the appointment of a Solicitor
Gencral.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time, on a
division.

louse resolved itself into Committee to consider a certain
proposed resolution (p. 191) respecting the salary of the
Solicitor General.

Resolution reported and concurred in, and reforred to the
Committee on the Bill.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 42)
to make provision for the appointment of a Solicitor Gen-
eral.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed, on
a division.

LICENSING OF WEIGHERS.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved the second reading of Bill (No.
136) to confer certain powers on Boards of Trade as to the
licensing of weighers.

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

(In the Committee).

Mr. JONES. This is not intented to apply to Custom
house weighers?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No; it only applies to the weighers
at the grain elevators. I have prepared a clause by which
the boards of trade are empowered to license weighers for
the purpose of weighing grain in elevators.

Mr. EDGAIR. Can the Boards of Trade appoint any num-
ber they like.

Mr. COSTIGAN, At prosent there is no system. Any
clerk may be engaged to do the weighing. We simply want
to put it in the hands of the board of trade to say who these
weighers may be. The reason for this is that in the old
country the weighers are sworn, and naturally their state-
ment, in case of dispute, is taken in preference to that of
our weighers here, who are not sworn. This is to put them
on the same footing, but we make it optional with the
board of trade to adopt the system of sworn weighers.

Mr. EDGAR. But anybody eau weigh, whether sworn
or not?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No, after the board of trade has provided
for that, we put a penalty on the weigher who is not sworn ;
for instance, if the Board of Trade in Toronto decide to leave
things as they are, thon anyone can weigh, but suppose the
Board of Trade in Montreal decide to have sworn weighers,
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then the elevator company would be compelled to take the
sworn weighers.

Mr. EDGAR. How far does thejurisdiction of the board
.of trade extend ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. In this Bill, we simply refer to the
board of trade, to the district for whiceh th board exista
for other purposes. I suppose that is provided for by some
other Act.

Mr. JONES. This is intended to apply to grain only?
Mr. COSTIGAN. To grain only.
Mr. JONES. In the case of vessels loading grain whore

there are no elevators-in Prince Edw Island, for
instance, where large quantities of grain are shipped for
the English market-what would the resuilt of this provi-
sion bo?

Mr. COSTIGAN. It would not apply there, because it
has only reference to elevators.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). How are they to be paid ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. I presume the board of trade will

regulate that by a fee. We do not propse to pay them.
At present the elevator company pays thein.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Have the board of trade
any power to impose any fee?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Those who employ them wifl pay
thom.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The parties who employ
them pay them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is a voluntary matter ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, but they can only

employ a licensed weigher.
Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

BILL WITHIDRAWN.

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the Order for the second
reading of Biull (No. 137) respecting the payment of interest
by the Crown, be discharged and the Bill withdrawn.

Motion agreed to, and Bill withdrawn.
Mr. EDGAR. I would ask the Minister of Justice

whether it is not necessary that isome provision should be
made for the payment of interest by the Crown, in view of
the decision given by the Supreme Court in the case of
MacLean against the Crown, in which interest was allowed
by Mr. Justice Henry upon the damages found by him, but
on appeal the Supreme Court disallowed the interest on the
ground, I understand, that they could not award intereet
against the Crown. When I saw this Bill, I supposed it
was in order to meet that case. If it is the intention that
the Crown should be placed on the same footing as subjects
in petitions of right as they are in reference to damages,
contracts, costs and all that sort of thing, I think legislation
is necessary in reference to interest.

Mr. THOKPSON. No doubt a statute is neceeary to
give a right against the Crown in matters of interest, but I
think, in conferring any right of that kind, it should be
very carefully guarded, and I would rather not proceed with
the Bill this Session.

PUBLICATION OF THE STATUTES.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved the second reading of Bill (No.
159) to amend chapter 2 of the Revised Statutes of Canada,
respecting the publication of the Statutes.

Motion agreed to; Bill read the second time, and House
resolved itself into Committee.
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(In the Omimittee.)

Mr. EDGAR. Is- not this the Bill which the Secretary
of State told us would relieve the Government from distri-
buting the Statutes to the magistrates throughout the coun-
try ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. In a certain measure; that is from
distributing them to each of the justices of the peace, as I
have already explained. The Department over which I
preside is now in communication with the Local Govern-
ments with a view to issuing these Statutes not to each
justice of the peace but to one or two members only of each
commission of the peace, and that will limit the distribution
to 3,000 or 4,000 volumes instead of some 20,000 as at
present.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I expressed my opinion in regard
to this matter when the hon. gentleman introduced this Bill.
I do not know how it affects the other Provinces, but in the
Province of Ontario these Statutes are found to be a very
great convenience. They are distributed among the magis-
irates throughout the rural districts, and in fact they are used
not so much by the magistrate in bis official capacity, as for
the purpose of furnishing information to the community,
generally, with regard to what the law is. It is always
convenient, where the Statutes are thus distributed, for par.
ties who want to know what the law is, what changes have
been made, and so on. They go to the magistrate in the
locality where they reside, and examine the statute for
themselves. The general advantage to the public is very
considerable, and I think, as we are supposed to legislate
and to incur whatever expense we do for the general inter.
ests of the community, there is no expenditure which we
make that is of greater convenience to the community than
that which we make for distributing the Statutes among the
population in this way. It seems to me, however it may be
in other Provinces, that in the Province of Ontario the
public are benefited by the expenditure that has been
incurred.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I want to repeat that the gratuitous
distribution of the laws in this country, strange to say, is
more than double what it is in the United States, with a
population of 60,000,000. There is no comparison to be
made between Canada and England, because in England
thore is hardly any gratuitous distribution. As to my hon.
friend's remark about distributing the Statutes to justices
of the peace, I may say that, in my own county, for instance,
there are eight or ton justices of the peace for each parish,
and *here there are 20 parishes, yon have 200 copies of the
Statutes for one county. At that rate we might as well
distribute them to every elector.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I think it would b a
retrograde movement to restrict to such an extent the
distribution of the Statutes. I think the Secrotary of State
is mistaken in his estimate of the number of the justices of
the peace. The distribution of the Statutes, of course, is
confined to magistrates who have qualified, and as a great
many of those whose names appear in the official Gazette
have not qualified, the number of those entitled to receive
the Statutes would be very small.

Mr. 'CVAPLEAU. There are 21,000 names of justices9
of the peace which we have received from the clerks of the1
peace,

Mr. LANGELIE R (Quebec). I do net know how it is in
the other Provinces, but in Quebec, according to the state-
meàts of the clerks of the peace, the list of magistrates who
have qualified does not exceed a few hundred. In a larget
district like the district of Quebec, there may be thousaundst
appointed, but very -few of them qualifted. I know, for a (
fact, that we have great trouble, in many cases, in finding t

Mr. CUrpLZu.

justices of the peace who have qualified at all. I entirely
concur with the Secretary of State, that the distribution
should not be made to those who have not qualified, because
they have shown that they do not appreciate the appoint-
ment except as an honor. But it is quite a different thing
with those wbo take that trouble, intending to act as justices
of the peace, and it is of great utility to them and to their
neighbors to have the Statutes. Not only the criminal laws,
but many other laws would be of great use to them. When
we are expending $35,000,000 a year, I think we might
botter make economy in some other direction, than in the
direction of restricting the distribution of the Statutes.

Mr. EDGAR. I really think that this change in the law
will not only be very unpopular, but it is very unwise. One
would imagine by reading this report, that there was some
great change proposed in the law, and that it was proposed
for the first time to print two separate volumes, one con-
taining the publie Acta and one the private Acts. That is all
provided for now, and it is provided for already that the
private Acts shall not be distributed to justices of the peace.
They have been bound in one volume hitherto, and that is
why we have not sent so large a volume to the justices of
the peace. - The law says it shall not be done. As the pres-
ont law stands, it says that these Statutes shall be sent, just
as section seven of this Act says:

" To such public departments and administrative bodies and officials
throughout Canada."
Then this is the part which the hon. gentleman proposes to
leave ont-
"includng justio et the peace, in the distribution of the first, but
net of the second volume."
Now, I may say that there is nothing in the public Statutes
in the first volume of our Acts of Parliament, that is not
useful, and in fact necessary, for the justices of the peace
who have qualified. I am sure that there would be almost
a rebelhion in Ontario among the justices of the peace who
have qualified, if they flnd that they do not get, at least,
the public Statutes. It is a retrograde movement. It is an
unnecessary movement, and it is a grossly unpopular move.
ment, and I warn hon. gentlemen of that fact to-day.

Mr. WALLACE, I am not surprised that the hon. mem.
ber for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), has shown so much
indignation. In the Province of Ontario, out of 7,000 magis-
trates, I have no hesitation in saying that at least 6,000 of
them are members of the Reform party, and many of
them are totally unqualified to perform the duties of the
office. They were put there for partisan services, and
the hon. member for West Ontario now wants to reward
them with two copies of the Statutes. I quite agree with
the purpose of the Bill, and I think, after the explanations
made by the Secretary of State, that they get all the laws
they require for the purpose of performing the duties
of their office. Many of them, to my own per-
sonal knowledge, never undertook to perform those duties,
because some of them cannot sign their own name, and the
most of them are utterly unqualified for the position. I
think it would be a farce to send thom these Statutes, as is
proposed by the hon. member for West Ontario. Out of an
exceedingly large number of magistrates appointed, there
has not been a single member of the Conservative party
appointed in the west riding of York du-ing 16 years, and
the mon who were appointed, the mort of them, I do not
think would be a credit to any political party, as far as the
qualifications for the office are coneerned. I think the Bill is
in the right for direction.

Mr. McMULLET. I am surprised at the statement of
the hon. member for West York (Kr. Wallace). I know
that in my section of the country, as a rule, the Ontario
Government has appointed gentlemen generally considored
to be fit to disbharge the duties of magistrates. Usually the

1122



COMMONS DEBATES.

Qovernment appoint as magistrates men who have occu-
pied the positions ofreeve and deputy reeve. In my section
I know that in every single case those who were placed on

'the commission of the peace, were appointed because they
were considered capable of performing the duties of magis-
tratea, and not because they belonged to the Reform party.
I think it is unfair for the hon. gentleman to make that state-
ment. He possibly may have some reason for it in his own
locality, of which I know nothing, but I can say that in the
district of Ontario where I live, the Government have
invariably appointed men capable of discharging the duty,
regardless of politics.

Mr. SPROULIE. No.
Mr. LANGE LIER (Quebec). If the statements made by

the hon. gentleman for York (Mr. Wallace) are correct, and
I have no doubt that ho believes them so, the Tory Govern-
ments of Quebec have improved a good deal upon the action
of the Liberal Government of Ontario. It appears that the
only fault of which the Liberal Government of Ontario bas
been guilty, is appointing their own friends, but in Quebec
the Tory Governments have done botter than that. Not only
have they been in the habit of appointing their own friends,
but they did away with all previous commissions of the peace,
and they removed the justices appointed in 1863 when we
had a Liberal Government, and in 1878-79 when another
Liberal Government was in power. Then Liberal justices of
the peace were rari nantes in gurgite vasto. The Conservatives
wiped out all previous commissions of the peace in order to
have good sound Tories appointed. The old justices included
members of the Local Legislature, and others, possessing
some qualifications for the office, and I know some of them
to have held office for some twenty-five years, mon who
have rendered great service and actively engaged in tho per-
formance of their duties. Their commissions were revoked,
and they were not reappointed until we obtained another
Liberal Government in Quebec a few months ago. Previous
to that time I do not think one Liberal could be found on the
commission of the peace in Quebec. So while I am speaking
in favor of the distribution of the Statutes, I am speaking in
a disinterested manner. The Secretary of State knows that
it is an actual fact that the Government which followed his
own, the Government of the late Mr. Mousseau, struck off
all previous commissions of the peace. So while I am
speaking in favor of the justices of the peace, I am speaking
in favor of the Tory justices of the peace of the Province
of Quebec. I understand the laws are different in the other
Provinces, where there are many more justices. In Qqebec
a justice of the peace bas to be qualified in real estate to
the value of $1,200, and ho bas to take an oath that ho
possesses such qualification; but a great many of those
appointed, who are proud to see their names appear in the
Official Gazette, never take the oath of qualification, and to
thom it is surely unnecessary to send the Statutes. lu
Queboc the number of justices is very smali indeed, and a
trifling expenditure of money would be involved to send
the Statutes to every one of them.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon, gentleman is right in one
way: Quebec bas comparatively a very small numbor of
justices of the peace. But it is not attributable to what the
hon. gentleman has stated. He stated that the last Liberal
Government of Quebec, against which Ihave nothing to say
at the present moment, had not issued a large number of
commissions as jusices of the pface.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
]gr. CHAPLEAU. I do not know why the hon. gentle-

mon opposite sheuld laugh because I say nothing against
that Government; but I can say all I want, if I want it,
and even unpleasant things, but I am not called on to do
so the present time. The present Government has
not appointed a great number of justices of the peace.

Their time has all been taken up dismissing sheriff,
and other officers because of their political opinions. The
number of justices in the Province of Quebec is compara-
tively small, the names in my Department not excoedingly
1,700. There are about 4,000 in New Brunswick, 4,000 in
Nova Scotia, and 7,000 in Ontario. In communicating with
the Liberal Local Governments, I propose to ask them to
appoint in every locality a president of the commis-
sion of the peace and a custos, to use an old English name,
and to eaci of those two the Statutes would be sent, and I
think that would be sufficient. Quebec has 900 municipa.
lities, and between 1,700 and 1,800 justices of the peace.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). That shows the great zeal
of provious Governments in appointing Tories to the com.
mission of the peace-dead men wore appointed.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It was botter than what the present
Government has done, for the late Governmont thu ap-
pointed men who could do no harm.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. Does the Minister say
that thore are 4,000 qualified magistrates in New Brunswick
entitled to receive the Statutes ?

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. About that number. I do not know
whether they are all qualified, but their names are regularly
in my office to recoive the Statutes.

Mr. TE MPLE, Every other man in New Brunswick is
a magist rate.

Mr. ELLIS. It would be well to remember that New
Brunswick was in the bands of Conservative tovernments
from 1867 until within the last four years. That accounts
for the number.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) The Socretary of State I under-
stand, has 200 or 300 magistrates in his own county. So the
hon. gentleman must have made a very liberal provision
for the administration of justice there.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said that in each of my parishes
there were five magistrates, but that number multiplied by
twenty does not make three hundred.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The hon. member for West York
(Mr. Wallace) has a perfect right to speak for his county.
If he finds that the population of his county is illiterate and
that the people are unable to sign their names, of course ho
is the best judge. Perhaps that might account, to a certain
extent, for his presence here. It is very unfair that the
Dominion Government, because the Local Governmonts have
the power to appoint magistrates, should seek to deprive
the justices of the regular means of obtaining information
with regard to the performance of thoir duties. Are we to
understand that the Government are offering this proposal
on the plea of economy? They really desire to attack
the Local Governments, and through them the varions magis-
trates throughout the Dominion. Whother thore be or be
not a large number of magistrates, the information they
receive from the Statutes is a great benefit to them and is
money well invested. Although the Government may feol a
disposition, because the various Provincial Governments are
under the control of Reformers, to take the action proposed,
they may hope that, at some future day, their friends may
be in power and thon every other man may be appointed a
magistrate, and they will have somothing to hold ont as an
inducement to the people to retain them in power besides
the efficient manner in which Conservatives perform their
public duties. It is unfair and unjuast to the magistrates
who have been in the habit of receiving the Statutes, and
from them obtaining information as to their duties, that
they should be deprived of them. They will rosent it. Can
the Government say, on this occasion, that it is on account of
economy? Are we not familiar with the way in which the
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Government give contracts and enormous amounts to which
people are not entitled?

Some hon. ME MBERS. No, no.
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Hon gentlemen say " no." All

they have to do is to refresh their memories with the events
of two or three days ago and they will find something to
cause them to say " yes " to the words I use. They know full
well it cannot be proposed on the score of economy. We
know full well that the Government are not economical, but
that they are economical in so far as trying to enlighten the
electors. It is not economy they are contending for, and I
say it is unfair and ungenerous that they should have made
the proposition they have made to-day, while they are
spending the public money so lavishly.

Mr. WALLACE. With regard to the intelligence of the
electors of West York, a matter which was referred to by
the hon. member for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson), I have to
inform that hon. gentleman that those Grit magistrates who
cannot read or write do not vote for me; they vote the
other ticket.

Mr. WILSON. Because they are intelligent.
Mr. WALLACE. The men who vote for me can read

and write and are intelligent men. With regard to what
the hon. member for Ontario (Mr. Edgar) bas said, that if
they did not get these Statutes there would be a rebellion
among them, I would just say that there are no disloyal
men in the ranks of the Conservative party, and we look
for rebellions only among gentlemen of the other party.

Mr. GILLMOR. I think the hon. gentleman who has
just sat down is responsible for all this waste of time. He
could not let the thing go through without giving an insult
to the great Province of Ontario; that was the cause of this
quarrel, and no good will come out of it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I may say that I made
enquiry from a gentleman who was qualified to speak, and
I believe that instead of their being 7,000 qualified magis-
trates in the Province of Ontario the number is about 1,400
or 1,500. I think, myself, the qualified magistrates are
entitled to receive the Statutes, though I entirely agree
with the hon, gentleman that it is not necessary to send
them to those who do not qualify.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not think my hon. friend is
fair with me. We have already communicated with the
Attorneys General of the different Provinces, asking them
to give us the names of two persons in each municipality,
who are qualified magistrates, to whom we will send thenr
in future; but I wanted to avoid the useless expenditure
which has been carried on for long years. That is what I
said, and when I say that the number in Ontario who will
receive the volumes under that arrangement will bo over
2,000; I think he will see that we are not acting un.
fairly.

Mr. EDGAPR Take the case of the municipality of
Toronto with a population of over 100,000; will there be
only two copies distributed there ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not mean such places as that.

Mr. BRIEN. I may say that, in the Session of 1886, one
of the most enthusiastic Conservatives in my constituency
was appointed a police magistrate, and I think there are
several other Conservatives who have lately been appointed
to the commission by the Ontario Government. I may say
that I have had communications from a large number of
those mon, asking if the Dominion Government are not
going to distribute the Statutes to each one of them, and I
know there wiIl be great disappoint ment if that is not done.

cording to the population of the different municipalities.
In my own county there are townships in which the popu-
lation is five times as large as in others, so that, unless the
distribution is made according to population, it will be very
unfair.

Mr. LANDRY. If the method is adopted of sending only
two copies to each municipality it will be unfair to my own
Province. In New Brunswick a county constitutes a
municipality, which, I think, is not the case in the other
Provinces, or at any rate in Ontario and Quebec, where
each county comprises a number of municipalities. I draw
the attention of the Secretary of State to the matter, so that
if the distribution is made in that way by the direction of
the Attorney General, the matter may be arranged, in the
case of New Brunswick, for a larger number to be sent than
would be sent if this rule were adhered to. For my own
part, I see no objection to continue sending the Statutes, as
in the past, to all magistrates whether they qualify or not.
I do not understand what is meant by qualifying, unless it
means taking the oath of office, but I think that in the
Province of New Brunswick they nearly all take the oath
of office, and are therefore qualified.

Mr. LAURIER. If the hon. gentleman meant, as I under-
stood him, that there were something like 20,000 qualified
justices of the peace in the Dominion, I think he is mis-
taken, as I have information coming from the Attorney
General, who I do not think could be misinformed as to the
number. I am not aware, however, if any list of the quali-
fied justices of the peace are sent to the Attorney General's
office, and it seems to me that there are a largo proportion
of them who never qualify and never act as magistrates.
They are simply appointed, their names appear in the
Gazette, but they never act I think if the hon. gentleman
enquires at the different court houses in the Province of
Quebec, he will find that the number in that respect is very
much lower than he said, and that if the distribution was
made only to those who are qualified the same object would
be attained as that which ho is now seeking to accomplish.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I may say that I am in actual com-
munication with the Local Governments, and the distribu-
tion is intended to cover something like 1,700 or 1,800 in
the Province of Quebec, 2,500 in the Province of Ontario,
and 1,300 or 1,400 in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. The
distribution wili be very large, but it will not be made use-
lessly, as with the present system.

Mr. PERRY. The hon. gentleman proposes to send two
copies to each municipality, but this would be very unfair if
carried out with regard to Prince Edward Island, where we
have no municipal institutions, outside of Charlottetown and
Summerside. Of course, there are a number of justices of
the peace appointed, for having been blessed with a Con-
servative Government since 1879, justices of the peace were
very lavishly appointed there.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When I spoke of the municipalities
I spoke of Quebec, but regular moans will be taken to make
a fair distribution.

Bill reported, and read the third time, on a division, and
passed.

HARBOR COMMISSIONERS OF QUEBEC.

Sir CHAR LES TUPPER moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 158) to authorise the advance of certain sums of
money to the Harbor Commissioners of Quebec to complete
the graving dock and other improvements in said harbor.

Mr. WALDIE. Before this Act is passed I hope an Motion agreed to; Bill read the second time, and Rouse
amendment will ho made to equalise the distribution ac- resolved itself into Committee.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin).
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(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
-Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I would like to ask for

information on some points. What is the total amount of
the advance made by the Government to the Quebec Harbor
Commissioners, including the amounts proposed in this
Bill ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The total cost of the graving
dock will be about $910,000, and of the dock of the River St.
Charles about $3,300,000, including the amounts proposed
in this Bill; and these will complete the works.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I understood that the
graving dock was completed. Last year there was a great
celebration on the opening of that dock, when it was consi-
dered to have been completed, and a steamship actually
went into it. What kind of work is proposed to be done
with the $160,000 now asked for ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is to complote the
payment for work done by the contractors. There were
extras claimed by them, which the engineers could not de.
cide upon just at the moment. They would take everything
into consideration, go over the whole work, ascertain what
had been done and strike a balance to be paid to the con-
tractors. There were also contractors for the machnery
whose accounts have to be settled ; there were certain other
works that had to be proved to be properly constructed, and
the levelling of the ground bad to be completed . The sumo
provided for in this Bill are to cover the balances that are
now due, and not for any new work.

Mr. LANGELLIER (Quebec). What is proposed to be
done with the $1,100,000 now asked for improvements at
the mouth of the St. Charles River? Last year we voted
$750,000 for the completion of that dock. I would like to
know what that money was used for.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Last year we thought that,
by obtaining $750,000 with the small balanco then in the
bands of the Government, we could tide over the year up to
the 1st July. We have not, been disappointed in that. The
balance stated thon was for the purpose of completing the
cross-wall from the Louise embankment to Dalhousie street,
for dredging outside of the cross-wall, for dredging
the wet dock inside of the cross-wall, and for completing
the wall on the city side by St. Andrew's street from the
gas works down to the cross-wall, and a little further down
to carry out the drain from the city. All these suma make
up the sum of about $1,220,000 or 81,230,000. From that
we deduct a balance in the hands of the Government from
previous votes of about $140,000 or $150,000, which, with the
81,100,000 now asked for, will cover not only all these things,
but aloa the claims of the previous contractors under the late
Government, Messrs. Peters, Moore & Wright. They made
a claim, which the commissioners refused to pay in-fall,
because they thought it was excessiveâ The commissioners
made an offer at the time, which was refused ; I no not
know whether it will not be accepted now. The amount
now asked from Parliament will·cover every claim and
expenditure.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebee). I see that it is estimated
that $80,000 will be required to meet the claims of the con-
tractors, Messrs. Peters, Moore & Wright.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Not to exceed that. 1 think
862,000 was the offer of the commissioners.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). As I understand, a terrible
blunder waa committed by the commissioners some three
years ago, when an arbitration took place between them and
the contractors. The contractors being much shrewder
than the commissioners-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps, as the matter is
en litige, the hon. gentleman had better not diseuse it, ao that
the case of the commissioners will not be prejudioed by
anything that takes place here.

Mr. L ANGELIER (Quebec). I wanted to know whether
the amount in the Estimates is going to be for a final settie.
ment between the Harbor Commissioners and the contrac-
tors ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, this will aettle it.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). There is another point to
which I wish to refer. Last year, when we were asked to
vote $750,000 for this work, I asked the hon. gentleman to
explain in what way ie intended the money should b.
expended. He said ho wculd put on the Table certain plans
which had been prepared. Those plans suggested three
different schemes, and ho said the scheme which had been
adopted was scheme No. 3, namely, that of building an
embankment at a certain distance from the wharves, thus
avoiding the necessity of having to expropriate any
property, and the risk of any consequential damages
for property which would be deprived of its value. A con-
tract, however, has been awarded and is now being carried
on, based on a plan entirely différent from that which the
hon. gentleman explained the Government had adopted,
and for which the money was voted. I am not going to
discuss the merits of the several schemes, but only mention
the fact, which may not have come to the notice of the
Minister. It is important that, when wo vote money for
a particular purpose, it should not be used for a different
purpose, and perbaps entail the payment of large damagee.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I do not se how it can be

avoided. A necessary feature of the plan adopted is the
building of a large sewer in St. Andrew street, and a wall
to close up the dock on that side is being built. This will
prevent access to ail the wharves along St. Andrew street
and the Palais. Schooners and other small craft will not
be able to reach them unless they pass through the opening
which will be left for the wet dock. According to the
reports of the engineers, especially the report of Mr. Perley,
the Chief Engineer, it will be entirely impossible for those
small craft to frequent the wet dock, as it will only be
opened for an hour at each tide, viz., twice a day, which is
barely sufficient for the accommodation of the large sbipping.
Practically, th- rcfore, ail the wharves belonging to private
individuals wilil become useless unless they can be utilised
for large ships, and there is not sufficient depth of water
for that. This will entail claims for heavy damages. There
was a scheme proposed to build a smali lock which would
have cost 8180,000, to permit the passage of these smali
craft, but I underatand this idea bas been given up. If it has,
I do not see how it will be possible for the commissioners to
avoid having to pay heavy land damages and consequential
damages.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The money voted last year
was voted towards the completion of these works, and this
is to complete them. The scheme of last year, as of this
year, was to give us a tidal wall on ihe south side as well
as on the other side. That was the object of the money
voted. There were three schemes proposed, as the hon.
gentleman has just said. One was to build a wall about
the middle of the dock, and thus clear the end of the
wharves. Another was to put the wall on the old com-
misioners land. That would have come just at the end of
these wharves, add iu two or three cases would have eut a
portion of these wharves that have been buitt on the com-
missioners land, and, therefore, on property that doos not
belong to the riparian proprietors The other scheme w4s
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to build a wall in St. Andrew street, but we thought that
wall would cost too much, and the only alternative scheme
was to build a wall in the wet dock. When these plans
were considered by the harbor commissioners of Quebec,
the city council asked to see them ; and they were put
also at the disposition of the city council so that the har-
bor commissioners might have the benefit of their views,
After considering the whole matter the general opinion wus
that the best scheme and the one which would cost lest
was the first scheme. This was the scheme by St. Andrew
street, where we had no land damages, and would be an
improvement to the city as well. By this scheme we would
avoid an expense of 8200,000, and give the benefit of these
improvements to small craft as well as to large ships. At
all times, from the first hour of the day to the last, schooners
may remain loading at those wharves, and go out and corne
in at a longer period than now. These wharves will be thus
doubled in value. As to the second lock, the small lock of
which the hon. gentleman was speaking, the harbor oom-
missioners and the board of trade thought it was botter not
to build it, as the other was sufficient; and if, at any time,
there was a necessity for a small lock it could be very easily
built. I am sure from what I know of the place, and from
the reports and consensus of opinion down there, that the
scheme finally settled on is the best and the least expensive,
and the land damages wiIl be a minimum.

Mr. AMYOT. I suppose the Government is very well
intentioned in lending this money to Quebec city, but there
is a wrong principle in all that. For many years we have
given the Quebec commissioners loans, and we do not con.
sult the city of Quebec in regard to the choice of plans or
of contractors or of engineers. The Quebec commerce is
taxed for that, and it has not a voice in regard to the
employment of the money. We have seen these works
going on for any number of years, and they are now nearly
useless and are not yet completed, and now we are again
asked to borrow over $1,000,000 in order to ameliorate them
before their completion, and we are threatened that the
smaller vessels will not ba able to use the wharves which
are surrounded by the embankments. I hope the Govern-
ment will give instructions to the harbor commissioners,
the majority of whom are appointed by the Dominion
Government, to come to an understanding with the
city in reference to these works. We could find any
number of engineers in Canada who could perform
this work botter than those from abroad, who do not
know our climate or our soil, and have no experience
as to our waters or our land. We have in the city of Que-
bec any number of engineers who could have done the work
nuch better than it has been done, and if we compare the

plans of those engineers in the city of Quebec with those
under which the work is being executed, we will find that
they are far superior. More than that, there is a great deal1
of cement emp[oyed in these works. This is a most impor-
tant question. 1 speak as a man who is in favor of the
National Policy. We have the Canadian cement. Any
engineer who has employed the cementfrom abroad an4 the
Canadian cement, will tell you that the Canadian cement is
far superior to that which comes from abroad. We never
could obtain from the contractors, or from the engineors, or
from the harbor commissioners, the employment of Canadian
ement. What is the consequence? Our working popqla

tion, is being kept idle, and we send our money to other
countries and pay two or three times the price. We pay
three times the amount for an inferior cement that we
would pay for a cernent which would employ our Canmdian
workmen. This fact may be surprising ib you at first, but
if you knew that the party who furnishes that cemxent from
abroad is Qne of the barbor commineionern, you would be
mes mp;rised perhpse, because you woqid goess that there
is a mie commission connected with it. This ls detrimental

Sir JimoTou L&ezvm.

to Canadian interesta, it is against the principle of a National
Policy, it is against the interests of the city of Qreibo,ý A is
against the interests of Canadian laborers, it is against the
principle that we should employ as much as possible 0an-
adian products, and that we should encourage home indnstry,
instead of sending so much money abroad in order to. make
profits for one or two individuals. We have often called the
attention of the interested parties to that point. We were
received with very nice words, but, when it eomes to a
practical point, the Canadian coment is left where it ie, and
the cars and the shipe are filled up with coment from abroed.
Lately, in Quebee, they were trying to change some part of
the water works where Canadian coment hA, bean employed
some fifteen or twenty yeoars ago, and they had to break the
stones, but they could not break the Canadian cement where
it was employed. Of course, there is a way of employing
cement.Whenyougive it toa contractorwhoi badlydisposed,
ho will use it in such a way that it will not be a success, but
a disinterested party, an honest engineer, will find it superior
to any other cement; and the proof is that, when they em-
ployed large quantities of cernent from abroad, they covered
it with a little coating of Canadian cernent in order to pro-
tect the other, and now we find many points where the
walls on which this foreign cernent has been used are giving
way. I do not suppose that the Government is badly dis-
posed towards Quebec, but the Government is deceived, and
we who remain there see that every day. The cement em-
ployed costs dearer than the Canadian cement would coSt,
and the latter has a botter chance ofsolidity and is a greater
success than the other. lowever, when the interete of
that part of the country are at stake, everything seems to
turn against Quebec. I hope that, wheu the attention of
the Minister is drawn to these faote, they will see that,
at least for the rest of the works, theie fauilts will be re-
medied, and that they will give instruotions, to the harbor
commissioners to come to an understanding with those who
represent the city of Quebec, and will see that the Canadian
cement is employed whorever it can be employed.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I mentioned to the Minis-
ter the danger which there is in the adoption of the plan
which is now being carried outthere. In what I may call
damming up St. Andrew's street, there is the danger of
having to pay very heavy land and consequential damages.
He stated that bis scheme was adoptei on the recommend.
ation of men who knew much botter than either he or
myself did. Well, they are not the Government engineers.
I have here the report of the Government engineers, and I
will read the report of Messrs. Fleming and Perley. Both
of these gentlemen are well known, and Mr. Perley is the
Chief Engineer of the Department of the hon. Minister.
Here is what they say in the report which the Minister
himself has put in our hande. It is dated some tine in 1886,
I think in August, 1886. Hre is what they say as to the
scheme adopted and now being exeocuted:

"As tka g*,tue i the croM-waUl canut be kept open for more thari
one hqur *t or nea high water, it fo1iiw that the whole a of ths
echooner tramc, as well as the legitimate traffle of the wet dock, will
have te be paused in and out dunng that time; and, when these is a
large nu ber of schooners toe passed, a blok miet epaq, and 'k4 15 1-
culty will then arise betweeu the harbor commî'ssionera ' si tp the
rights they possess to pan vessels from which they derive toIle and be-
nest, and the ownerg of private ships *nd thç vesgala which fr,%sent

ohegm from which, it is asumed, the commiuioners ca.not exact a
toil.)'

This is putting the difficulty exactly as it is. Here is the
plan which it hai been proposed to adopt. ThP 4iffiboi»ty
will certainly take place. It is ont of ali questiq> to pass
in one hour at each tide all the large skipe that are expecte.
to come into that dock, and the large number of smali
schooners which now frequent the wharves and slips, and
for which there will be no other entrance but that for the
large ships. flore is the plan proposed by these gentlemen
to overoome that great practical ddffieluty. They ay:
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AsM*"IBat the aOPtion -ofniieme number one, vo (gr. Fleming

and myisf) nre thed he dieulties which muât arise landealing with
the schooners whioh now use the slips on -the nSrthern aide of St.
AÂdrew's treet, dificulties which it i absolutely necesury should be
gî&Wfed *wluh at oncee."

You see they state their opinion that these difCulties should
b. grappled with at once. -The Miniter says that it wili
be time enough to grapple with the difflculty when it
ocours. The diMculty is already foreseen.-

" And for the avoidanSe of which we propose to reoommend the
adoption of scheme number three."

The Government knows that scheme number three has not
been adopted, and scheme number one, to which the objec-
tions apply, has been accepted and is being executed.-

"There is one way bywhich, if scheme number one should be adopted
h the commissioners, thse difficulties aun be overcome, and that is by
tle construction of a lock from the harbor into the wet basin in the
position ehown on the acoompanying plan, such lock to be only large
enough to paie the largest schooner whieh can frequent the slips referred
to; and I may here state that the desirability of constructinq this look
was brought to the notice of the comnissieners early in 1884.'

I do not know on what advice this plan han been given up,
but I am quite sure that if it is not accepted, the commis-
sioners wiIl have to come back to this House and get more
money to build a lock. It will have to b. built, and if it is
mot built, much heavier damages will be claimed than the
cost of the lock. I agree with the Minister, that if commu-
nication with the wet dock is left open for schooners, not
only thee private wharves and slips will not suffer any loss,
but they will be increased in value. But it is conditional
upon their having froc entrance to the dock, which entrance
they arc not going to get, according to the reports I have
quotcd. They will have to pass through an entrance which
will b. opened only twice a day when the tide is high, and
it is perfectly impossible for the big ships and smali craft
to pass through that in two hours each day; it will give
bardly time enough to allow the passage of the large ships
that will frequent the dock. As to the schooners and small
craft, the entrance communieating with the dock will beprao-
tically closed to them, and, therefore, we shall have to meet
a claim for damages by the owners in St. Andrew's street.
I arn of the opinion of the engineer, that it would b. much
botter to grapple at once with the diffienlty, to which it is
useless for us to shut our eyes. The difficulty will arise as
soon as the work is in operation, and wby not at once build
that lock and avoid the diffculty ?

Sir HFECTOR LANGEVIN. After consulting with the
engimeer and the boards in Quebec, it was fonnd that it
would b. better Lot to build the lock, at all events, for the
present. After the remarks of te hon. gentleman I shall
not fail to call the attention of the commissioners, and es-
leoiàaly of the engineers, to wbat he bas said, in case there
migbt b. a necessity for the lock now. In that case the
commissioners will construct it, and the amount of money
voted now will cover that.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebee). The Minister will under-
rtand the importance of this question by consulting the
documents which have been distributed to members of this
louse, among which is the report of the conference between

the harbor commissioners and the members of the city
council and the council of the board of trade. He will
ther asee the remark of Mr. Perley, Chief Engineer of his
Department, who says that h. does not think entrance into
the wet dock will be sufloient for big ships, though it may
b. suffieiSet for the mail craft. If that be so, it wiil become
neoessary to construot a large look, which will hb a very
expensive affair, and will coSt three quarters of a million.
But he says thut, for the present, as long as the trafic is not
larger, that entranee will do for large ships.

Bill reportd, and read the third time, and passed.

REPRESENTATION IN HlOUSE OF COMIONS.
Mr. THOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.

140), an Act in addition to the lRevised Statutes, Chapter 6,
respecting representation in the House of Commons.

Motion agreed to; Bill read the econd time, and House
resolved iteelf into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. THOMPSON. The object is to correct a clerical

error in the Revised Statutes. Notwithstanding the addition
made of the four members for the North-West, under the act
of last Session, the representation Act was carried forward
into the Revised Statutes, with the word" 211." The objctof
section 2 is to preserve the representation Acte as they
existed prior to the Revised Statutes. Of course, the Revised
Statutes repealed the previous legislation. It is not intend-
ed that the boundaries, as previously established, shall be
changed.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

THE-QUEBEC JUDICIARY.

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the House resolve itself
into Committee to consider a certain proposed resolution
(page 862) respecting the salary of an additional judge of
the Superior Court of the Province of Quebec.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. THOMPSON. The Legislature of Quebec has mode
provisions for the appointment of an additional judge in
that Province for the district of Terrebonne, and this is to
make provision for his salary.

Resolution reported and concurred in.
Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill

(No. 166) to amend chapter 138 of the Revised Statutes re-
presenting judges of the Provincial Courts.

Motion agreed to, and Bill rend the first time.
Bill read the second time, considered in Committee, re-

ported, and read the third time and passed.

WESTERN COUNTIES RAILWAY.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 157) to confirm a certain agreement between Her
Majesty and the Western Counties Railway Company, and
for other purposes.

Mr. JONES. This Bill, according to the declaration of
it, is intended "lto confirm a certain agreement between
Her Majesty and the Western Counties Railway and for
other purposes." There has been a Bill already passed
through tis House by the company, and some exception
was taken to the passage of that Bill before the Railway
Committee, and I was not aware until to-day that it had
passed its final stage in this House. I was requested by the
Government of Nova Scotia to have a clause inserted in it
to provide that the rights which the Nova Sotia Govern-
ment posses, under their mortgage on the Western Counties
Railway, should not be affected by the legislation of this
louse. There ws a clause added to that Bill which, in

the judgment of the Minister of Justice and other legal
gentlemen, was considered sufficient to provide for the pro-
tection of those provincial rights. But that clause having
been submitted to the <overnment of Nova Sootia, they did
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not appear to be satisfied that it is sufficiently distinct and
explicit under the terms on which they hold a mortgage on
that property. The Government of which the Minister of
Justice was Premier in Nova Scotia, loaned a certain sùm
of money to the Western Counties Railway Company, and
it was provided in one of the clauses, clause 14:

" That in the event of the interest on the debenture stock guaranteed
by the Government of Nova Scotia as hereinafter provided for the
interest to the said municipality of Digby and Annapolis as herein-
before provided for being unpaid by the said company for six months,
after the same shall become due, the said Government may sell the whole
or any part of the securities in its possession or under its control and
deal in such a way with the proceeds thereof as will best protect said
Government and said counties from any future demand in respect
thereof, either by the redemption of the debenture stock or otherwise,
and may also se l the western division of the said company's railway
without foreclosure, and in such manner and after such notice as to
said Government shall seem most convenient."

This is a mortgage with power of foreclosure, according to
the agreement, which the Government of Nova Scotia
desires should not be interfered with by any legislation in
this House at the present time. I have received a telegram
from the Premier of Nova Scotia, saying that the Nova
Scotia Government are pratically the owners of the rond,
and it is monstrous that the company should seek this Bill
without the consent of that Government. It was lu con-
sequence of receiving that communication that I gave
notice of an amendment, which I placed on the paper last
night and which I will now move. 1 move that the Bill
be referred back to tho Committee of the Whole to amend
it by adding the following clause, which was telegraphed to
me by the Government of Nova Scotia askipg that it be
inserted in the Bill:-

Nothing herein contained shall be held to abridge, restrict or in any
way affect the power of sale or any other power, right or privileze given
to the Government of Nova Scotia by the Western Counties Railway
Company under and by virtue of a certain agreement made on the 16th
day of August, 1879, between Her Majesty the Queen, represented by the
Hon. Samuel Greelman, Commissioner of Public Works and Mines for
the Province of Nova Seotia, and the Western Counties Railway Com-
pany.

I think there should be no objection to the insertion of this
athendment as a clause of the Bill at this stage of the Bill.
The Act is intended to confirm an agreement made by the
Company with the Government, and of course with the in-
sertion of this amendment it would provide all securities
necessary, because by the agreement with the Government
in clause 24, which we are asked to confirm to-day it says:

" The company shall on or before the 1st day of July, A.D. 1887,
complete all arrangements to the satisfaction of the Government for the
settlement of ail existing liens on its property, its indebtedness, whether
to the Governnent of Nova Scotia, to municipalities, to existing deben-
ture stockholders or otherwise, and shall, within a reasonable time there-
after, pay, settle or procure a discharge of the same, andof all existing
liens on its property."

It confers on the Government the power, which seems a
very excessive power, of disposing of debenture mortgages
on the road to the extent of $50,000 per mile, and provides
that the money shall be placed in the hands of the Govern-
ment and be disposed of and appropriated;as follows :-first,
to the payment of interest; second, to the building and
completion of the line; third,to the payment or satisfaction
of the existing obligations of the company. Here, accord-
ing to the way I read it, it would appear that the payment
of existing obligations of the company come in after all
those payments are completed; after the interest on the
debentures is provided for and after the road is built. I
think this is rather inconsistent with the original clause,
though I am not prepared to put the proper legal construc-
tion upon it, I admit, I would ask the Minister of Justice
whether, taking it altogether, it would not appear that "the
possessors and owners of existing obligations, &c.," are the
only persons to be paid off out of the moneys realised under
the authority of the Act. However, if the amendment is
incorporated in the Bill, as I now propose, it would obvi-

Xr. JoNES.

ate all difficulty in the matter and give it a clear and
distinct anderstanding.

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not understand whether this is
the amendment of which the hon. gentleman has given
notice, which relates to a private Bill of the Western Coun-
tics Railway Company, or one relating to this Bill.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman will see that while the
number is wrong the description is right.

Mr. THOMPSON. I was not thinking of taking advan-
tage of any objection of that kind, but I really thought that
he intended that this should apply to the private Bill.

Mr. JONES. To both.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. The company proposed that they
should have the right to issue new debentures to displace
the old ones, and that in order to have the right to do so,
they should get the assent of 80 per cent, of the holders of
the old debentures. That proposition was opposed, and
very properly, and the matter was corrected in committee,
so that the Bill now requires that ail existing liens must be
satisfied before these debentures may issue. I think, there-
fore, that the claim of the Nova Scotia Governmont, which
is a lien on the property, and , a lien which has
arrived at such completeness that they can sell the
property, is completely protected by this provision.
In other words, a necessary part of the company's
scheme is to raise a large sum of new debentures on
the railway, but they cannot raise a dollar until the
Nova Scotia Government is satisfied. The hon. gentleman
is not quite correct, I think, in his apprehension of the effect
of this Bill, and I think it would be quite out of place to
insert such a provision as ho proposes-a provision for pro-
tecting the rights of the Nova Scotia Government. The
whole tondency of this Bill is to aid the Nova Scotia Govern-
ment and enhance the value of its property. It has the
effect of giving $500,000 upon a portion of the railway,
so that, so far from impairing the security of the Nova
Scotia Government, it adds to it, and there is no provision
in the Bill which has the effect of placing the lien of the
Nova Scotia Government to any extent in the position of a
second lien. The objects of the agreement which we affirm
by this Bill are these: The Government appropriate
$500,000, and the company pay into the hands of the Govern-
ment all they raise on their own debentures, and that joint
fund is appropriated for the completion of the 18 miles
between Annapolis and Digby, and for the other liabilities
of the company after making provision for the interest
which is to be guaranteed. But the company cannot raise
money on the debentures until the liens now existing are
satisfied, and if the company fail to discharge existing liens
to the satisfaction of the Nova Scotia Goverument, or the
municipalities, then that portion of the scheme falls through,
and all the Dominion Government could do would be to
expend on these 18 miles the grant of $500,000.

Mr. JONES. I am quite willing to accept the opinion
offered by the Minister of Justice, who is also quite right in
saying that the expenditure of the money on this portion of
the road will improve the security of the Local Government
on the property generally. For these reasons I shall not
further press the motion. I will say at the sane time, how-
eVer, that I regret that this expenditure has not been com-
bined with some system of consolidating all our roads,
which was an object we have all desired to arrive at. That
is the object the people of Nova Sceotia are aiming at, per-
haps even more than at the completion of this link, impor-
tant as that link may be. This arrangement would hardly
secure that, although no doubt it could be done by an
arrangement between the different companies. I would
suggest to the Minister of Railways that it might be wellto
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take power te deal with the Windsor Branch, in the event
of the Government finding it convenient to negotiate with
any company regarding a future consolidation of the rail-
way system of the western counties.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is aware
that the Government always have power, subject to the
approval of Parhiament, to make any arrangement of that
kind. It is not necessary to provide for it specifically by a
Bill, and in fact that would bo rather objectionable. If the
Government find,. in the interest of the country, that they
can effect the consolidation of those roads they would have
power to enter into a contract, simply requiring the approval
of Parliament, such as any arrangement or consolidation
would necessarily require.

Motion agreed to; Bill read the second time, considered
in Committee, and read the third time and pssed.

SUPPLY.

louse again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

Department of the Interior .................. $121,115

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see that there is an
increase of no less than eight officers demanded in that De.
partment, although the expenditure is already very large.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This increase is for forty
statutory increases at $50, two at $25, two promotions from
$750 to $ 1,100, besides the appointment of eight permanent
third-class clerks.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My objection is this:
that judging from our census returns and the number of
sales, I sec no just cause for any increase in the number of
officers. It seems too bad that we should go on and spend
$10,000, exclusive of very large votes for extra clerks of
$30,000, and for extra services of $7,000. Here is a total
expenditure of about $160,000 for that Department, and,
looking at the receipts we get and the very small increase
in our population, it does seems to me that it is monstrous
to spend such a sum as that.

Mr. SPROULE. While this item is under consideration
I think it would not be amiss to say a word or two in regard
to the Civil Service at Ottawa. I think it would be wise
if a change were made in the office eours during the Sessions
of Parliament. As a geneal rule, in the mornings, we come
here between 9 and 10 o'clock, and then if we go to the Depart.
ments befpre 10 or half past 10 we can get very little
work done because very few of the clerks are to be found
in the offices. Duriug the rest of the morning we are en-
gaged in committees, and et noon most of the clerks are
away for an hour. We come back here at 3 o'clock to see
what is the order of the day, and after the House is open for
a short time, if we want to go back to the Departments to
get some work done, it is 4 o'clock and the clerks are all
away. Virtually the hours for the Civil Service are from
;10 m the mornmig until 4 mu the afternoon, while the
members are engaged al1 hours of the day and uight.
I think if a change were made so that the offices
would b. o en from 9 or half past 9 lu the
morning untif 6 mu the afternoon during the Session
when we rise, it would greatly facilitate the work
members have to do. These officers receive a fair remuner-
ation for their labor, if you compare their hours with any
other line of life. If you take the hours, from 10 to 12, with
an hour's intermission, and from 1 to 4, you fiud they have
only five hours a day, and on Saturday afternoons they are
off. Saturday is a day on which most of the members are
disengaged, aud on which they could do a good deal of
work ; but if yeu go to the offices between 12 and 1, you
will find the clerks preparing to leave, and after 1 they
are out of their offles. Therefore, I think that these offici-
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als receive fair salaries, as their hours are very short, and
as they have a great many holidays, the offices should be
kept open, at lest during the Sessions of Parliament, more
hours than they are nowé In the winter, perhaps, it might
not be well to keep them open until 6, but 1 think they
might be kept open until 5, and at this time of the year
they might be kept open until 6 in the evening.

Mr. WELSH. I do not agree with my hon. friend at all.
I would like to see him in those oMces from year's end to
year's end, and stay there from 10 to 4 ; he would not then
like us to give him longer hours. I find that they are
always in their offices at 10 o'clock in the morning and up
to 4 in the afternoon, and if we cannot get all the informa-
tion we want in that tme, we are better away. I am not
under any compliment to those officials, but I think their
hours are long enongh. It becomes monotonous from year's
end to year's end, snd if yon would keep those men there
until six o'clock, it would be a hardship. We are only here
for a short time, two months or so, and if we do sit up for a
few hours, what is the harm ? If yon did that all the year
round, you would want shorter hours.

Mr. SPROULE. I ean only say that our hours are from
17 to 20 in a day; and if we are kept here for only two
months, it only means a short time for them to have their
offices kept open during the Session,

Mr. WELSH. Yes, but we can go down and get a drink
and something to eat, and they cannot.

Mr. SPROULE. I think they do very often.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If my recollection is

right, it was the rule that those gentlemen should attend
until 4 o'clock on Saturdays during the Sessions. I think
the hon. member is right enough, that during the Sessions
of Parliament those gentlemen should be at their offioes for
several hours on Saturday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think so, too.
Sir RCHARD CARTWRIGHT. Members of Parliament

have very great difficulty in getting at them even on other
days than Saturday, and certainly some members of Parlia.
ment are much more hardly worked than the clerks, though
perhaps not all. What is the rule ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. From half-past 9 to 4. At
most of the oflces I think they remain until 4 on Saturdays.
I think that is the rule.

Mr. MILLS. That is the rule but it is not the practice.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, it is not the practice.
Sir CH ARLES 'IUPPER. The item of $8,300 expenses

of North.West Monuted Police is made ont by three statu-
tory increases and a new third.class clerk.

Oustoms ................. ........ ........ f ................ 837,665

Mr. BOWELL. There is an increase of 83,000 in travel.
ling expenses of the inspectors. There has been, since the
last estimates, a new inspector appointed, which couse-
quently adds to the contingencies of that branch for the
Quebec district. Also the duties of inspector have been
given to an officer in Manitoba, who is on the retired list. By
adding a small sum to his superannuation allowanoe ho at.
tends to that duty. Mr. Mingay is the officer superannuated,
and is now acting as inspector.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have reason to believe
that Mr. Mingay, whom I knew well, was a very competent
officer and well fitted to discharge his duties. This is rather
a new departure, superannuating a gentleman and thon
employing him in a separate capacity. That is rather con-
trary to the statute,

Sir C IARLES TUPPER. Quite the reverse. The statute
provides yon may call them back to the public service, but
you suspend their superannuation.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is net what has
been done. You may call them back to the service but the
new office and salary are not to be inferior te the former
one. As I understand, the Minister superannuated Mr.
Mingay and thon gives him another position, with a small
addition te his superannuation allowance.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is quite correct.
Mr. Mingay was in the past, and is still, if his health would
permit, one of the best officers in the service, and I thought
it well, if ho would accept it, to give him the position of
inspector. There is not a sufficient number of ports in the
Province of Manitoba te justify the appointment of an
inspector at an inspector's salary, and Mr. Mingay, who is
well fitted for the work, accepted the position with the
small increase to his superannuation allowance. The Act
says yo cannot call back a person to the service and con-
pet him to accept an inferior position, but there is no pro.
vision to say that ho may not accept a position.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is one of those
cases in which, though Mr. Mingay is a good officer, and
will do his duty well, a precedent will ho established which
will lead to abuse. It would have been much botter to
have appointed him at a salary equal to the amount ho
now receives, and to suspend his superannuation allowance.

Mr. BOWBLL. There is no principle that cannot be
abused. On this particular occasion, the action of the
Government, is the best that could be taken. We could not
give, under the Act, Mr. Mingay the same salary as an in.
spector as that which he received as collector, and so we
made the arrangement I have mentioned. I was going on
to say that the increase of $3,000-

Mr. WELSH.
Mr. BOWELL.

all my estimates.

Carried.
I believe my hon. friend would carry

Mr. WELSH. I believe I would.
Mr. BOWELL. The Board of Customs has increased by

$3,000, owing to the adding of some salaries which were
formerly paid out of contingencies, and one or two of
which were charged to the different ports. Thon, the 83,000
for Chinese immigration is not an increase, bocause it was
voted last year among miscellaneous items. .It is added
hore, as the Finance bepartment contended that the carry-
ing out of that law was in the hands of th Department.
That accounts for 89,000 of this increase, and the others are
minor increases in the different ports. At Berlin it is pro.
posed te give $50 in addition to the collector. Ho has $800
now, and that place is growing very rapidly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will not trouble the
hon. gentleman to go through all these in detail.

Mr. BOWELL. That is what you asked me.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I asked for some ge.
neral statement of the cause of the apparent increase. I
wanted specially to cail the attention of the hon. gentleman
to the fact that in Montreal $14,000 was added to our total
expenditure, which seemed a very large figure. In the
case of the port of Montroal, I would like to hear seome
explanation.

Mr. BOWBLL. The only explanation I can give is that
last year the estimate for Montreal was not sufficiently large,
and ihe great increase of labor, or rather the increase of the
duties, which are increasing contiuously, in proportion to the
incroase of the shipping and the opening up of every new
rail way station, necessitates the putting on of two or three
mon, or three or four mon, to look after the night trains as well
as the day trains. The opening up of tho Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and the establishment of another station necessi-
tates the putting on of almost as many men as there are at

Sir CARLzs TuppiR.

the Bonaventure station, and so with regard to almost
every station in every part of the country. I may add, in
connection with the Montreal service, that there is a propo-
sition to increase the salaries of some of the ordinary offi-
cors, some receiving $550 and some $600, by giving them
an additional $50 or $100 as the case may be, and as we
think they deserve it.

Mr. JONES. There would be no objection, of course, to
increasing the expenditure at a large port like Montreal, if
the result would be to prevent such irregularities as we
have discovered there to such a large extent. I took the
opportunity to refer to that the other night, but since thon
we have seen another case of irregularity by which, accord-
ing to the statement in the newspapers, the Government
has been defrauded of a large amount of duty arising out of
some transaction connected with coal, substituting English
or foreigu coal for American coal. This was reported in the
newspapers the other day.

Mr. BOWELL. I have not heard of it. I do not see how
there could be a fraud in substituting one quality of coal for
another, unless it was by substituting anthracite for bitu-
minous coal, the one being at 50 cents and the other 60
cents, or in ex-warehousing lower ports coal instead of the
imported article and thon seliing the imported coal.

Mr. JONES. It was reported as English coal, and I saw
it so reported in the newspapers. [ am glad to hear
that it is not true

Mr. BOWELL. I did not say that. I do not say it is
not true; but the only way in which that could be done
would be by importing the coal in bond, exwarehousing it,
and thon allowing it to go into general consumption, but it
could not make any difference where it came from.

Mr. JONES. That is what was reported to have been
doue. As to the general expenses in regard to the Custom
house, I made up the average expense of collection, and I
find it is 4-10 for the Dominion, 5·10 for St. John, 6 for
Quebec, and 4-4 for Halifax. It would, therefore, appear
that the expenses at the port of Halifax are very much
smaller than they are elsewhere, and there is a great deal of
work done there in the winter in forwarding goods te the
upper Provinces. In regard to a matter which was referred
to the other day, as to travelling Customs detectives, I
would ask, if they are in a position to make these seizures,
whether the fines imposed by these inspectors are imposed
and collected by themselves? The hon.gentlemanin answer-
ing my hon. frieud before me the other day, gave ùs to un-
derstand that Watters, one of these inspectors or agents, had
reccived $6,000 within a short time of two or three years.
I would be glad to hear what the arrangement is with this
gentleman, because, a I said before, while I have no objec-
tien whatever Ie their visiting these varions places cf busi-
ness and detecting any irregularity, I think it is not exactly
in the interest of the public that they should have the power
themselves of imposing a fine, and compromising with the
parties on the spot. My view would ho rather that they
should report it to the Minister, and that the Government
should deal with it according to their view of the public in-
terest. There is another matter to which I was goirg to
ask the attention of the Minister, and that is with reference
to the surveyor -of Customs in Halifax. I took occasion the
other day to refer to this, and I suppose that appointment
bas not yet been made.

Mr. BOWELL. You spoke to me privately about it.

Mr. JONES. Yes. I hope the hon. gentleman will not
appoint the person who is publicly spoken of there as likely
to get that position. I have nothing whatever te say against
Mr. Garrison, because I believe ho is a very deserving young
man, but a few years ago he was assistant to the gaigers in
Halifax, and occupied a position which was not a very im-
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portant one. Since that ho has been doing in-door duty
and ho hu done it very satisfactorily, but ho is not a man
who, by training or any other qualifications which may be
neeessary, should be placed at tho head or in the position of
surveyorof Oustome in Halifax. That is my judgment, and
I have hourd it spoken of by a great many people in Halifax
as well. The only ground upon which ho had or was sup-
posed to have any claim was a ground which I hope will not
be adopted as a qualification for an important position like
that. I have no doubt that there are men in the Customs
Department who would be very mnch botter qualified than
this person is, and I hope the Minister will think very care.
fully before ho appoints a person to such an important posi-
tion without the necessary qualification. I am informed
that ho has failed to pass the necessary examination. That
may not be anything against him, but ho is not a person for
that office. You want a man who can go about among the
merchantasand to whom the lockers, the employés and the
tide-waiters will look up to; you want a man ot a different
type entiroly from this person.

Mr. KENNY. I have no personal knowledge of Mr
Garrison, and I do not presume to dictate to the Minigter of
Oustoms who shall be appointed to that important position.
On the general question of Customs, I may say that accord-
ing to"a letter from Halifax, from a copy of which my col-
league appears to have quoted, Halifax is the third port in
the Dominion as regards the amount of duties collected.
From lst November, 1886, to lst May, 1887, 474 steamers
and sailing vessels were entered in the port of Halifax, with
a total tonnage of 343,143 tons. I mention this so that gen-
tlemen from the rural districts will recognise the importance
of that port. I do not believe there is a port in the Dominion
where the duties are more regularly and more satisfactorily
paid to the Department than in the city of Halifax. All we
desire there is that we shall have perfect uniformity. We
realise that in our system, where there are so many difforent
appraisers, differences of opinion will occasionally arise. I
know that in the United States there is a frequent conflict
of opinion between an appraiser at Chicago and another
one at New York, and this leads to representations to
Washington, and to great differences of opinion among the
merchants. I mention this because I wish to remark to the
Minister that I consider the f cale of Falaries paid these
officials in the city of Halifax a very small one, and I
hope ho wilI see his way clear to revise it, and make the
remuneration, to some extent, proportionate to the
work, and to the commercial importance of that port.
As regards the detective service to which my colleague has
referred, that is a very vexed question, one which I can
understand that differences of opinion should exist. But I
will draw his attention to the fact, which I dare say has not
escaped his memory, that during the days of the Adminie-
tration of Mr. Mackenzie, it was stated that great irregu-
larities existed in the collection of the revenue in Nova
Scotia. I know that idea was entertained by a gentleman
prominent in commerce, a very prominent supporter, and
one of the most influentiel political friends of my colleague.
I know' that when the late much-respected and much
regretted Mr. Burpee, the Ministers of Customs of that day,
visited Halifax, his attention was drawn to these matters
by my friend. I know it, because I have had frequent
conforences with my fellow-merchant on that subject. The
Minister of Oustoms.of that day sont for my friend who
brought these irregularities to his notice. Ho brought
them in this way : ho expressed very strongly the opinion
that, in certain localities, the revenue was not fully and
properly collected. He was asked by the Minister of Cus.
tomis to give him a specifi case, and ho gave a very charac.
teristic answer. The answer was: "I am not a Customs'
detective for the Government, that is your business and
that of your subordinates." As we have so great a number

, of ports of entry in Canada, ;it is impossible to have, at
all these points, competent appraisers, and, consequently, I
think it is necessary that there should be close inspection

f and close supervision of the collection of the revenue all
over the country. We cannot reduce the number of ports
of entry; the people have enjoyed the p reent number and
would rosent any reduction. I recognise that we cannot
keep at all these places competent appraisers, and the only
way to have the work carried on properly is by a close

e system of inspection. As regards the detective service, I
have heard of certain cases which, if they are correctly
reported, show that great hardship bas been suffered, and
that there bas been a very arbitrary use of power. I do
not express an opinion upon these cases, because I have no
knowiedge of them, but i think we all recognise that the
revenue should be fairly collected and the law fairly and
equitably enforced, and I am afraid we cannot do that with-
out some system of dotective service.

Mr. MoMULLEN. l it the duty of these inspectors of
ports principally to see that goods are not smuggled into
the country ?

Mr. BOWELL. Oertainly not.
Mr. McMULLEN. Whose duty is it ?
Mr. BOWELL. Every officer who is paid a dollar.
Mr. McMULLEN. Could the Minister of Oustoms say

whether smuggling has been on the increase or not, along
our border ?

Mr. BOWELL. I could not say.

Mr. MOMULLEN. Are there no returns that would
show that ?

Mr. BOWELL. There may be the number of seizures,
but that is no evidence. The number of seizures may be
greater, but that is not evidence that smugging is increasing4

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. I am unwilling to detain the
Committee for a moment in passing these Estimates, but I
cannot allow the remarks made by the senior member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones), to pass without a word of comment.
The members of this House are under a great responsibility
and are clothed with great power. They occupy a position
wbich enables them to assail the characters of private indi-
viduals who are not in this House, and to do so without
being responsible for their statements in the manner in
which persons are responsible who make statements
outside of this House. My hon. friond behind me (Mr.
Kenny) says ho does not know Mr. Garrison. I do.
I had the honor of placing Mr. Garrison in office many
years ago. The senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones>
intimates that ho is not sufficiently aristocratic, that ho has
demeaned himself by performing duties of an inferior char-
acter, when ho was connected with the Excise, in carrying
rode, whatever that may mean, for the officers who were
over him. Now, I wish to say that Mr. Garrison is the son
of a highly respected WoeBleyan clergyman. Ho ws ap-
pointed many years ago in a very subordinate position.
By attention te his duty, by his high personal character,
and from having discharged his duties in a very efficient
manner, ho bas risen stop by stop until ho is now acting
survoyor of Customs, the next position to that which refer-
ence bas been made. I have not had the pleasure of seeing
him for many years, but I have learned, and been very
much gratified to learn, that no person has done greater
credit to the office to which ho was appointed, no person has
risen more regularly stop by stop by the efficient discharge
of his duties. I think it is an abuse of the power possessed
by a member of this House, under those circumstances, to
single out a public officer by name, where ho is not known,
anda thousani miles from where ho resides-for the remarks
made by the hon.gentleman would not have injured himin the
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ulightest if made in Halifax where ho is known-and hold
him up as unworthy of filling a public position. I do not
want to detain the House, but I feel it incumbent upon me
to say this much, knowing, as I do know, that Mr. Garrison
is deserving of the very highest favor and consideration at
the bands of the head of the Department. There is no quali.
fication held to be so great for the performance of duties of
that kind, as the fact that a man bas risen by bis own in.
dustrious and painstaking attention to the duties of his office
from the very lowest grade to the highest. It is the boast
of the man who, at this moment, is receiving the largest
salary of any official in Canada, that ho bas risen from the
very lowest position in the service up to the position he now
occupies; and I have always regarded the fact that a per.
son passing through every grade in that commendable way,
that enabled him to be advanced from one step to another,
as forming a claim, rather than placing him in a position to
be reproached for having performed duties of a subordinate
character many years ago.

Mr. JONES. I am not disposed to allow the Minister of
Finance, high as bis position may be in this House and in
the country,to put words in my month that I never uttered.
I said nothing with respect to Mr. Garrison regarding bis
position, want of aristocratie or social position; I said
nothing about bis having demeaned himself by bis previous
occupation; I said nothing but what was respectable and
proper.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, What did the hon. gentleman
mean by saying that Mr. Garrison carried roda for the
officers of the excise?

Mr. JONES. I will tell the bon. gentleman. Hon.
members know that for a person to be a survoyor at a large
port like Halifax, he should be a person who bas had some
experience in the in-door work of the Department, that he
should be accustomed to deal with tide-waiters and lockers,
and that branch of the service generally; and having mixed
with the mercantile community be able to make such ar-
rangements with bis subordinates as would meet the
requirements of the port. I merely mentioned that Mr.
Garrison had no such training. Ail the hon. gentleman
bas said with respect to Mr. Garrison's good behavior, I
thoroughly believe; I have never heard anything
whatever against him; I believe ho is a young man
of excellent quality and behavior in every respect, But
he may be ail that, and yet not be suitablo for the higher
position in which, I understand, the Minister of Customs
intends to place him. That was my argument, and, there-
fore, the Minister of Finance need not have shown the
unbecoming temper he did show in regard to my remarks,
because I said nothing with respect to Mr. Garrison but
what was directly in the public interest. I do not expect
the Government to appoint anyone on my recommendation,
or any one on my aide of politics; but I only ask them to
appoint someone who will have sufficient knowledge of the
out-door business in a large city like Halifax, and be able to
discharge those duties efficiently. We have bad men bore-
tofore in that position who have discharged the duties of it
very satisfactorily, who were for a long time in the higier
branches of the Department, which Mr. Garrison has as yet
never reached. It was only in that view of the case I
ventured to ask the Minister of Customs to consider well
the question and make a selection from those mon who are
in the Department, or, if he thinks botter to take someone
from outaide,,who will be looked up to more by those
older servants in the Department than, in my humble
judgment, Mr. Garrison will be. That is the only
reason why I brought this matter before the Committee;
and, therefore, the hon. gentleman, in attempting to put
words into m~y mouth which I never uttered, and seeking
to cast a stigma on Mr. Garrison which I never intended, is
utterly out of place and out of order.

Sir CaRLans Tu zia.

Mr. McMULLEN. My reason for asking with regard to
smuggling is this: I am satisfied, from what I have beard,
that a good deal of smuggling is going on between Buffalo
and Detroit and other points in Canada, and large quantities
of goods are being received into this country. That is because
goods are cheaper in many linos in the United States than
they are here. This accounts for the fact that so many goods
are sent in here, and there are more goods being received
from the United States which have been smuggled over
than for many years past, sinly because the goods there
are cheaper, notwithstanding the statements of bon, gentle-
men opposite that goods would be low in Canada under th'e
operation of the National Policy. Prior to 1878, the duty of
preventing smuggled goods being taken across the boundary
fell largely on the Americans, simply because the goods
were higher there than here. But the tide has turned, times
have changed, and smuggled goods are being sold here to a
larger extent than ever before. I have heard this from
those who live in the border towns and who know whereof
they speak, to some extent.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Will the hon. Minister
give the Committee the information which ho promised the
other day, with regard to the special detective force; how
many there are, their salaries, and how much their salaries
have been supplemented by their share of fines during the
past year ?

Mr. BOWELL. The bon, gentleman bas asked for a
little more information than the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) desired the other night.
The hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) at the same
time asked if I would give the names, and I said no. I de-
sire, however, to say before reading the information asked
for by the hon. member for South Oxford, a word with re-
gard to the remarks made by the bon. member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones). I was strongly reminded of an observation
made by the Minister of Finance some years ago. When
he was endeavoring to save some half million on the run-
ning and managing of the Intercolonial Railway. He said
he found it much more difficult to secure the approbation
of the House for the reduction of the expenditure by $500,-
000 than for an increase of $1,000,000. I think we have
had a very fair illustration of that principle to day. I
have endeavored since I have been in the Department,
with a view to its efficiency, to keep down the number of
officials as much as possible. With regard to Halifax, I
have had repeated applications from the junior member for
that city, with reference to every official in Halifax. In
fact, ever since ho has been bore ho bas been one of the
ghosts who have been haunting me, in order to raise the
salaries of the officials of that port. Howsoever these hon.
gentlemen may disagree about the West India trade, or the
subsidies to steamships, they agree upon one thing-to get
as much money as posaiblo eut of the Treasury, in order to
pay the officials of the city of Halifax.

Mr. JONES. I did not ask any for Halifax.

Mr. BOWELL. Well, the hon. gentleman has a peculiar
way of putting a question and then declarirg that ho never
said so and so. He drew a distinction between the expense
in different ports of the Dominion, and pointed out that
Halifax did not get her share.

Mr. JONES. No, not that Halifax did not get enough, but
that the others got too much.

Mr. BOWELL. The bon. gentleman did not say so.

Mr. JONES. That was the whole tone of my remarks.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman should have said so,
but ho did not. I will say, however, for Halifaxthat whilst
there are a great many difficulties which present themselves
in enforcing the laws in the different ports of the Dominion,
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I think as a whole, considering the importance of that port,
we have had less diffoulty with Halifax than with any
other port in the Dominion; and as I have said before-and
I have no hesitation in repeating it now-the marchants of
that city are mon as honorable as any with whom I have
come in -contact in the administration of the law.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Which means that they are all
rascals, according to the hon. gentleman's reasoning.

Mr. BOWELL. If that is the hon. gentleman's opinion
of them, they can accept it if they please.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am adopting the hon. gentle-
man's reasoning towards the hon. member for Halifax. I
am drawing the inference.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is too philosophical
and metaphysical for me. I admit that I was not brought
Up in that particular school, and I yield the palm to him, as
I yield the palm to the senior member for Halifax, in desir.
ing that these positions should be occupied by men of more
aristocratic minds and more aristocratic bearing. My own
experience is that a man can be a gentleman, no matter how
humble ho may have been; the man who acts the part of a
gentleman, in his intercourse with those with whom ho
comes in contact, is better than those who simply put on
airs, and wear such stiff collars that they can never look
around them. With regard to Mr. Garrison, the hon. gen.
tleman made one insinuation which I think ho might just
as well not have made. He intimates that there was a
certain reason, or that there might be a certain reason-of
course ho put it in that parliamentary style, so that you
could not put your finger upon him; like a certain class
who put a finger on the flea but it wasn't there-he
has studied that particular kind of argument, I think-he,
intimated that there was some reason why Mr. Garrison
was selected-some reason which was not on the surface,
and that oLher people didn't see. I understood the hon.
gentleman-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. What was the reason?

Mr. BOWELL, I have no doubt the hon, member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones), will tell you, but if ho says he does
not know what he means himself I can't tell him. For my
own part, I repudiate any such insinuation. After my
eight years of administration of a Department, no man
cau lay it to my charge that I have ever allowed
either creed or nationality to interfere with the discharge
of my duties, and having said that much I desirp to
say no more. If the hon. gentleman wants evidence on
that statement, ho can get it from the highest class of offi-
cials, from persons in the highest positions, both in church
and state. Mr. Garrison is a young gentleman with whom
I have come in contact many times. He is represented to
me as one of the best clerks at the port of Halifax. I have
the inspector's report in which they pick him out as the
best man on the whole staff for the position of surveyor.
When recommendations were male to me, it was that when
promotions took place, Mr. Morris, a gentleman whom I
do not know very well, though I have met him occasionally,
should b. made chiefclerk, Mr. O'Brien cashier, and that Mr.
Garrison should take the place of surveyor, he being the
best fitted for that position. Whfen my inspectors make
this report, and when the collector, who is a Liberal-
who belongs to the Liberal party, and was appointed by
my hon. friends opposite-represent to me that this man
is one of the best clerks he has, and the best fitted for
the position, I think if I carried out their suggestions I
would not be doing very wrong. It is true that Mr. Garri-
son failed in one of the subjects before the board, and, con-
sequently, could not receive the appointment. He is now
acting surveyor, and if he continues to pursue the course h.
is now pursuing, continues to prove that he is fit for the

position and able to control the officers under him, con-
tinues to act the part of a gentleman to merchants and others
whom he meets with in business, nothing will give me
greater pleasure than to carry out the recommendations
made to me by the inspectors and by the collector, and
confirm him in his position. I should dislike very much to
lay down the principle, particularly in a country like Canada
where some of our best men have risen from the lowest
positions in every line of business, commencing at the
bottom and going up to the top, I should dislike to lay down
the principle that because a man was a printer's devil once
he is not able to conduet a newspaper, or to reach any
position to which ho may aspire; that because a young
man goes into the -De artment and commences at the foot
of the ladder he shoufd not rise to the top; or that because
a man had once assisted a gauger ho is not fit for a collector.
In my own experience in my Department there are young
mon who commenced at $300 a year, and I propose, in the
Supplementary Estimates which are now before the House,
to give them the highest salary I can give them under the
Civil Service Act, simply because they have worked froin
the bottom to the top and are now the best officers we have;
and it is a matter of no consequence to this House or the
country whether or not those young men carried coal
scuttles when they began their career. With regard to this
question of seizures whieh has been commented on a great
deal in the newspapers, I desire to say to the hon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Jones), that those officials have no power
to compromise or settle any seizure. They can, under
the law, make a seizure; they can say to the man, the
law provides for such and such arrangements, and if you like
to comply with them and make deposit I will make a report
to the Department for approval, and if it is approved that
is an end of it, but if not you will have to submit to what.
ever the decision may be. If, on the contrary, the deposit
is not enough you wilI have topay more, but if they should
reduce the amount, the proper proportion will b. paid back
to you.

An hon. MEMBER. What proportion do they get?

Mr. BOWELL. That depends on circumstandes. By a
regulation on the Statute-book, and acted upon while
hon. gentlemen wore in power, there is a distribution
of one-third to the seizing officer and one-third to the
informer. Then thora is a special provision that, if
extraordinary exertions are made or special ability dis-
layed, beyond the ordinary, it is in the discretion of the
Mnistor to givo the seizing officer the whole two-thirds.

The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
asked me the number of seizures and the amounts paid to
the officers, and in reply I may state that the number of
seizures for the year ending 30th J une, 1884, was 692; 1885,
741; 1886, 775. The amount deposited to the credit of the
Receiver General on account of seizures in 1884, was
$110,758.73; in 1885, $127,046.76; and in 1886, 8222,029.71.
These sums reprosent the gross deposits, and not the net
sums realised from the seizures, bocause in some cases upon
investigation the whole or part of the amount is remitted,
in other cases the whole amount, less the expenses, is
remitted. The number of seizures reported by the special
agents was, in 1881, 66; in 1885, 64; and in 1886, 147.

Mr. JONES. Does the hon. gentleman remember whether
the fine imposed on Dennis Smith, of Halifax county, was
returned ?

Mr. BOWELL. I think not.
Mr. JONES. The hon gentleman in the course of his

remarks the other night said that the present system of
testing sugar was giving very general satisfaction. So far
as the accuracy of the test is concerned, merchants have no
cause of complaint, but the hon. gentleman was not quite
right in saying that the -system of sending samples to
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Ottawa te be tested was satisfactory to them. The time
lest in sending our samples to Ottawa is sometimes very
considerable. Tbis was notably the case last year, during
the interruption to traffie on the Intercolonial Railway,
when we were a fortnight or tbree weeks without any
communication, and during all that time our samples of
sugar were on the road, and the sugars from which the
samples were taken were on-the wharves at Halifax, be-
cause under the Customs regulations they are not allowed
te be removed until the result of the test comes
from Ottawa, se that if there is any dispute as to
the test the sugar can be re-sampled. The hon. gentleman
is aware that in the United States, sugars are tested at all
the large ports of entry. I think the merchants of Halifax
were dissatisfied on this ground. They were afraid, in view
of irregularities at other ports, notably at Montreal, that
possibly some such irregularities might occur again, and,
therefore, they were disposed te put up with the inconven-
ience of sending their sugar te Ottawa to be tested, rather
than incur the danger of having those irregularities occur
under the new system.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is strictly correct
in reference te the detention of the sugar on the wbarves,
for a week or two, not through the action of the Depart-
ment, however, but through the action of the collector.
Instructions were given that as soon as the samples
were sent and the deposits made, the merchants should
be allowed to take possession of their sugar, and I am
informed that they now receive their sugar subject to the
test made in Ottawa. I admit that there was a deten-
tien, but the telegraph was used te enable the merchants te
take their sugar out. If my recollection is right, when this
matter was brought under my notice, I said there was no
necessity for keeping the sugar, because three samples are
taken at the same time-one to be kept by the importer, one
by the collector at Halifax, one to be sent to Ottawa; and
if there is any dispute as to the accuracy of the test it is re-
tested from the other samples.

Mr. JONES. The testing is satisfactory.
Mr. BOWELL. I am very glad te hear that. Even the

merchants of Halifax, I am quite sure, would not like to
revert to the old system.

Mr. JONES. No.

Mr. BOWELL. Although in the United States there are
three or four ports where the sugars are tested, that is, Bos-
ton, New York, and I think Philadelphia and Baltimore,
when you compare the 60,000,000 people, and the quantity
of sugar they use, with our 5,000,000 people and the quantity
of sugar we use, yen will recognise the importance of hav-
ing perfect uniformity.

Mr. JONES. I admit that.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The question of the hou.
memberlfor South Huron was net my question. My question
was moie definite, and was given to the Minister early in
the Session. When the votes for the Departmentof Customs
came up, I said that when we came to consider the question
of the revenues, I would suggest that the Minister should
state who are the special detectives he employs, the amount.
of salary they receive, though supplemented by their share
of the seizures made during the year. I think it is a ques.
tion I am entitled to have answered.

Mr. BOWELL. Of course you are, but I told you at the
time that that portion of the question regarding the amount
each one received I could not answer, and I stated why. If
a detective receives the information that smuggling is taking
place, we never ask him who his informant ie, because if
the detective acts on the information and makes a seimre',
the net proceeds of whih would be 9,00, aMd we gave

Mr. JoNa.

him $6,000 ont of that, h. has to pay al the expenses
attending the seizure,èincluding a third te the infortne.
Although the $6,000 would stand as a débit against him on
the books, h. would probably have given one-third of it tio
the informer, so the hon. gentleman will se. that I canot
give him the information that h. asks for. -Mr. Wolff is at
the head of that staff for the whole Dominion; Mr.0O'Keefo
occupies a similar position for the Maritime Provinces,
and reports te Mr. Wolff ; then there are others. If they
want a man or a number of men te assist them, they take
them out of the port nearest te where the seizure takes
place, and employ them for the time being, and the txpenso
of employing these men is deducted from the amount of the
seizure.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is not an answer for the
hon. Minister te say that if he gives some of the money te
the informer, he cannot tell what the amount was. I do
net care what h. gives te the informer, I want te know the
gross amount he receives. Ie can give me that informa-
tion, and I am entitled to have it. We pay this Mr. Wolff
a salary of $1,600 as well as expenses, which I see fast year
amounted te 8944.51, and among those expenses $20 is
charged as " expenses of informer," which the hon. gentle.
man says is paid out of the detective's share. I want te
know if that officer has made $10,000 in a year, over and
above what he is paid in salary and expenses. If he is, I
think the country ought te share with him. I think it is
rather too much te give him, and that is the reason I want
te know the gross amount that he is paid.

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot give the gross amount. There
may possibly have been 820 paid out of the contingent fund
for information given te the Department, that Mr. Wolff
or the detective knew nothing about. I go further than
that. If Mr. Wolff or any other man, whether ho be in the
service or net, made $20,000 out of seizures, the revenue
profited te an almost equal extent, because if he made a
seizure two-thirds went te him and one-third to the revenue,
in addition te the duty. The question whether the system
should be continued is a separate question altogether, and a
fair subject for discussion if the House thinks that it ought
te be discussed; but if the House decided te repeal the law
we would have te give the Oustoms Department what the
law gives the Customs anthorities in the United States, a
large sum te compensate men over and abovo their salaries
for doing this kind of work. If the hon, gentleman will
look at the evidence on this question given in the United
States, he wilI find that, in reply te a number of questions
put by Mr. Manning, nearly every answer shows that the
repeal of the moiety system has been disadvantageous and
ruinous te the revenue; and, notwithstanding the abolition
of the system, $150,000 la placed in an Act ofc ongress te
compensate offlcers who make seizures.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). A knowledge of the facts I
have asked for would enable us te determine what is the
beet system. The hon. gentleman's whole argument pro-
oceds on the assumptien that an oeffcer, la the reooipt of
81,600 a year and travelling expenses, wiM1 ýnot discharge
his duties efficiently, unless he is given the cIhaocf mak-
ing aun additional amount by a more sealous diseharge cf
his duty in the way of making seimres. We are ountie4
to know how much these officers have made iu the cotnres
of the yoar. I do not want te go into an argument en the
whole question. There are two sides te it, but at the anme
time, it seems te me that if we *ew ail the facts, we would
find cases of hardship in which these officera, ind uced by
the desire te participate in the seizares, have given a
strained interpretation to the law.

Mr. GORDON. I would ask the Minister of Oustoms if
the return of Chinese immigration ha attracted his par-tiou-
lar attention. The number of Chinese admitted m'to the
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various parts of the Dominion during the lat 16 anonths
wa 797 0f that number, 127 paid the duty, realising to
the Department *6,50 ; 227 were admitted on reture cer-T
tificates; 443 were admitted either as merchants, men of
science, students or travellers, showing that of the entire
tax of $39,850, which should have been paid to the Govern-
ment, the Treasury received but $6,350. I simply wish to
eau the attention to this fact: that, while I do not for a
moment insinuate that any fraud has been perpetrated by
any éfficer of th Department, anyone living on the coast
of British Columbia, would be impressed with the fact, on
seeing this return, that some fraudhas occurred. This may
have occurred, as it did in the United States, where it was
found utterly impossible to enforce the restriction without
fraud being perpetrated by the Chinese immigrants who
resorted to ail sorts of schemes to deceive the Government
officers. No doubt, similar devices were resorted to to de-
epive the offeers of the Dominion. I ask the Minister to
give is attention to this matter, as this is a large sum for
the revenue of Canada to lose. If a merchant violates
any of the Customs laws of Canada, he is supposed to make
it god, and if any officer or the Chinese themselves have
deceived any officer of the Customs of Canada, some investi-
gation should be. made, or the offioer's attention drawn to
the fa4t.

Mr. BOWELL. I can assure the hon. gentleman the
point to which he bas referred will receive the attention of
lhe Department, and its officers will be instructed to guard
against fraud. The hon. gentleman knows the diffi-ulty of
dealing with the Chinese, and the matter has not been,
und will not be, overlooked.

Mr. McNEILL. There is a good deal of force in the
observation of the hon. member for South Brant (Mr.
Paterson). I cannot but think that the fact that the offi.
cors of te Department, or some of its officers, share the
fines, has the effect of inducing them to view these matters
with, perhaps, not as much leniency as they otherwise
would. I had to bring under the notice of the Minister of
Customs, this Session, a case of very great hardship. The
correspondence, which I placed before the Department,
shows very distinctly indeed, that the person who was fined
had been acting in the strictest good faith. This fact was
demonstrated in the correspondence, but it was impossible
to bave the fine remitted. I was not aware, at the tinie, that
any of thé officers of the Department shared in these fines,
but I learned it afterwards, and it occurred to me that this
custom might explain the fact that it was impossible to get
the money refunded. It may b. the eystem is the best one
to adopt, but I agree with the hon. member for Brant, that
it is a matter which should be most carefully looked into.
It does seem a very strange thing if an officer of the Depart-
ment, with a salary of 81,600 a year, and whose duty it was
to perform this work, at any rate, can obtain these fines,
amounting to $8,000 or $9,000, or $10,000 or $20,000, for
aught I know. I think this matter ought to be investigated.

Mr. HOLTON. Special mention has been made of the
chief detective, Mr. Wolff, and the amount of plunder which.
ho has handled in these seizures. I would say that, in the
city of Montreal, it is generally believed that, as his share
uf the loot, Mr. Wolff has received, in the last three years,
Irom $35,000 to 840,000; and it is also generally believed,
among the mercantile classes, that a large proportion of this
wassiuply blackmail.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think the hon. gentleman
ehoqld acue any ge4tleman of blackmail, and I am sur-
prisod, knowing his general courteous demeanor, to hear
1iin speaking of plunder and loot and blackmail. Lot the
courts decide that. With refrence to the case referred to
by my hon. friend from Bruce (Mr. McNeill), the letters.
prove that these goods were being sent into this country at

a mach lower valuation than that in the Uited Staba, and
the. intimation of my hon. friend implies that the head of,
the Department would have given his decision in a difreut
manner, but that he was acting with a view to put money
into the pockets of his offoers.

Mr. McNEILL. I would be the lat porson to i ly
anything of the kind with regard to the Minister of ua-
toms, as I think he knows, but I consider it my duty to
bring this matter before the Houae, as the correspondence
distinctly shows that the man who was fined bad been
acting bond fld. throughout the whole transaction.

Mr. HOLTON. Last Session I discussed this matter at
length, and I stated that the system pursued was a system
of blackmailing, and I adhere to that charge.

ollection of Revenues, Pott Oe••••• ,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am certainly not.
oing to review the whole administration of the post ofoe,
at I must call the attention of the House again to the

fact that, when, to this amount of 82,945,000, you add the ex.
penses of the head office, the sum total amounts to 83,160,000,
and the deficit is becoming worse and worse every year.
It must amount to somothing like a million of dollars by
this time. I want to know from the Postmaster General,
if he can give me information, what is the amount of the
charge now paid to the Canadian Pacifie Railway on its
main line from Callander station, say, to British Columbia.
I do not want the information from him as to the lines in
Ontario or Quebec, but as to the amount paid on the main
line from the point where it commenced. Can ho give me
that ?

Mr. MOLELAN. We are paying for railways in Manitoba
and the North-West-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not want the
information which is communicated in the Estimates which
we have, of course. If the hon. gentleman cannot ive me
the information which I ask for now, perhaps he -il let me
have it the next time we meet. I want to know what is
the sum paid on the main line of the Canadian Pacifie Rail.
way from Callander station, or some point close to that, to
Port Moody.

Mr. MoLELAN. I will get the information.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. With the branches in
Manitoba, of course.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It would really be from
Montreal to Vancouver.

Sir RICHI4RD CARTWRIGHT. That would be reason-
able enougb, although I would profer it along the original
main line, if I could get it. The other increases, I see, are
spread pretty equally all over, but I muet call the attention
of the Postmaster General to the very considerable inequal.
ity which appears to exist in regard to some of the city
post offices. I will give him au illustration. I notice, for
instance, that in London there are twenty-eight letter car.
riers required, and lu Kingston only seven. London is
larger than Kingston, I know, but it is not so much larger
as to require twenty-eight letter carriers in proportion to
seven for Kingston, and I notice that in the city of Quebec,
which is considerably larger than London, about two and
one-half times as large, twenty-one letter carriers are
sufficient to perform the service for the twenty-eight that
are required in the city of London. That seemsprimdfacie
to be a very gross inequality.

Mr. McLELAN. In some of the cities they have increased
the number of deliveries during the day, and the deliverioe
in London are more frequent than they are in Kingston.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. flere is Quebec with

a population of 60,000, and London, I think, has a popula-
tion of about 25,000.

Mr. CARLING. There is a population of 35,000 in Lon.
don and the suburbs which are supplied with free delivery
by the day-London south, London east and London west
-and I am sure that the receipts in the London post office
are very much larger than they are in Quebec.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That may possibly be,
but even thon that would show an enormous disproportion,
In Kingston, if we were to include the suburbs in the same
way, the population would range to about 20,000.

Mr. CARLING. I think the receipts in Kingston do not
amount to $20,000, while in London they are about $50,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Even so, that would
not account for having four times the number of carriers in
London that we have in Kingston.

Mr. CARLING. London is a great railway centre. We
have some six different roads running in there, and we have
mails at all hours of the day.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. I think the real reason
which the hon. gêntleman forgot to mention, is that Lon-
don had the benefit of a Postmaster General al to itself,
and that may account for the difference.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the Minister had a
request from the publishors to allow periodicals to be
mailed by them at a cent a pound, did he not ?

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Would he please say whether

it is his intention to agree to thoir request ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is not proposed to make any change
this Session.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I see that there was an esti-
mate taken for a post office in Brantford in 1886-87, on the
basis of a city post office. It is not being taken this year.
I would ask the reason why Brantford bas not a city post
office ?

Mr. MoLELAN. In 1886 the salaries in Brantford
amounted to 87,060. The office is now run at a cost of $4,600.
As it was not necessary to incur an additional expense, I
have dropped the item for the present year.

Mr. JONES. I desire to draw the attention of the Post-
master General to a memorial lately presented to bis
Department, very numerously signed by the morchants of
Halifax and Montreal, respecting a mail subsidy to the
White Cross Lino of steamers, calling at Halifax for
New York, bound to St. John's, 1Newfoundland. There is an
arrangement made with the Allan Lino for the conveyance
of the mails, and it often happons that these steamers come
in in the intermediate week, and the agents there, deoir,
ing to accommodate the public,have carted the mails at their
own expense from the post office to the steamers, and have
never been able to obtain any remuneration from the Depart-
ment. It is said that the Government of Newfoundland do
not give them any assistance either, and, consequently, as
happened quite recently, when an accident occurred to
the regular Allan boat, the mails lie over in Halifax
for an indefinite time, because the agents have positively,
and very properly, refused to do public work unles they
had a fair remuneration. I think it would be in the publie
interest, not only of Halifax but of the whole country, that
some arrangement should be made with that company, and
such a moderate allowance made them as would cempensate
them for carrying the mails between these points, without
interfering, of course, with the Allan boat which sometimes
arrives at the same time.

- Mr. MCLnAN.

Mr. McLELAN. My attention was called to this yester-
day, by a telegram addressed to both representatives from
Halifax. I may say that when the junior member for Hali-
fax spoke to me some time ago, I misunderstood him. I
thought it was in reference to the line that is now sub-
sidised, and I was not aware until last night what was
really intended by the remarks made to me previously. I
have not had an opportunity of looking into the matter yet.

Mr. JONES. There is another matter I wish to mention.
It has been a frequent subject of complaint in respect to our
postal arrangements, and I remember it was a subject of
discussion in old times, that, under the system of compulsory
prepayment of letters, when a letter happons to be short
stamped, or when, as sometime happons, the stamps drop
off, and some cases where they are not stamped at alil,
through negligence, these letters are sent to the dead letter
office at Ottawa, instead of being forwarded, as is done in
England, and the receiver made to pay double postage. I
think that it is very desirable that some such system should
be reverted to here. It has frequently happened that stamps
have dropped off these letters, and they have been sont to
Ottawa and detained for a long time, at great loss to the
parties interested. I think it would be in the public interest
if this regulation of the Department were changed. , I am
aware it is of long standing, I think it was brought in under
the Administration of Mr. Mackenzie. I always took ex-
ception to it, and the result bas proved, I think, that the
exception was well taken.

Expense in connection with Dominion Lands.........$178,505
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice a very consi.

derable increase in this, which was large enough already.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In British Columbia, we have
dispensed with the service of Mr. Trutch who, for some
time, acted as agent, and Mr. Aikman, who was formerly
classed as a clerk, is now agent at Wesminster, and a member
of the Land Board. For some years past the amount esti.
mated bas never filled the amount expended and the deputy
thought it was better this year to put into the estimates
what we intended to spend.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. In addition to that very
large charge of $30,000 for extra clerks at the head office,
which ought to go somewhere else than here, I see you
want $70,000 more for advertising and copying.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The explanations I gave a
moment ago will apply bore. I have taken the sum of
$30,000, but it is because the advertising now is much
heavier. We have now adopted the principle of giving
timber limits by competition, of giving grazing lands by
competition, in fact we give nothing of that kind but by com-
petition, except the ordinary settlers' homesteads, and all
this involves a considerable amount of advertising.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIT. Although the colonisa-
tion companies are being wound up, the most of them, the
office of Inspector of Colonisation Companies romains.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is necessary that the
arrangements for winding up the colonisation companies
should ba completed, and I think that after they are con.
pleted, we shall be able to do the work through our home.
stead inspectors.

Committee rose and reported resolutions.

ADJOURNMENT-BUSINESS OF THE HOUSB.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:

That when the Rouse adjouras it stand adjourned until Monday, at
one o'clock in the afternoon.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 6':10 p.m.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 20th June, 1887.

The SpzAt.rma took the Chair at One o'clock.

DIVORCE-RELIEF OF WM. ARTHUR LA.VELL.

flouse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 155) for
the relief of William Arthur Laveil (from the Senate).-(3£r.
Ferguson, Leeds and Grenville.)

Bill reported.
Mr. TAYLOR moved the third reading of the Bill.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I think this is a Bill the louse ought
not to allow to pass, as it is, It marks a stop downward in
our legislation on the subject of divorce. No one who has
rcad the evidence eau fail to come to the conclusion that
the whole subject, as there dealt with, is one which should
have induced the House to hesitate before adopting the
Bill. I do not say that, in some respects, it is not on the
same footing as other Bills with the same object, but, in
many other respects, it is not. I do not propose to take up
the time of the House, but, having read the evidence, I
must enter my protost against the passage of the Bill,
because, in my opinion, it is a stop in a direction we should
by every means avoid, that of making the marriage tie less
secure and less inviolable than it has been made in the pre-
vious legislation of this country.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time and passed
on a division.

DIVORCE-RELIEF OF SUSAN ASH.

Mr. TAYLOR moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 135) for the relief of Susan Ash
(from the Senate).

Mr. MoCARTHY. With regard to this Bill, I desire to
draw the attention of the Hlouse to what appears to me te
be a very extraordinary statement in the preamble. The
House will have observed, perhaps, from the discussion
that took place on the second reading, that the circum.
stances of this case are very peculiar. The petitioner,
Susan Ash, who applies for relief here, was married, it
appears, as a very young girl in 1863. She lived with her
husband for seven weeks, and, on returning to lis home at
Kingston, she found his property had been sold, and he
had given up house-keeping. She resided with him at his
boarding place a little while, when, withont rhyme or
reason, she abandoned her home, and, from that time
out, does not seem to have ever met her husband
except on one occasion, when he came to see her and
asked her to return. He went to the States, when, does
not distinctly appear, beyond this fact that is stated in the
decree of divorce, which he afterwards obtained in the
States, that he had resided in the city of Boston, or some
place in the State of Massachusetts, for five years before he
obtained that decree. That i stated in the decree of
divorce itself, and we are bound, in the absence of any evi-
dence to the contrary, to give effect to that statement, and
not to assume it is untrue that ho obtained a divorce in
1874. He came back to this country, and married a young
woman at Sterling, having first satisfied her parents that the
divorce was valid and that he was competent to marry.
He returned to his home in Massachusetts, and has con-
tinued to live there ever since with his second wife, by
whom he has several children. Now, what I object
to in this legislation is that, as it appears to me,
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without sufficient evidence at ail, contrary in point
of fact, to what I understandt to be the rae of law, it
characterises the second marriage as an adulterous one, and,
in point of fact, bastardizes the children. I am not pre-
pared to say positively-and I do not think, upon the evi-
dence, that this House is-that the divorce was a good
divorce, and, therefore, I would not deny to Sasan Ash the
Bill which she seeke, that is, to be divorced in 1887 from
this man. Her petition to have the Parliament of Canada,
upon the material before it, declare that the divorce was
null, that the second marriage was null, and that the inter.
course since that is an adulterous intercourse, and that
we should bastardize those children, as far as we can,
does appear to me to be simply a monstrous proposition.
It is said, I believe, why did not Mr. Manton appear, in
answer to the notice that was given, and show the facts
connected with the divorce and with his second marriage ?
I do not know why ho did not appear. We are not deal-
ing with his case, but simply with the circumstances and
the facts before us, and every court ought to feel that it
should not go fuither in an ex parte case than the evidence
warrants. I agree in the law which has been laid down on
oach side of the House: first, that we ought to respect the
right of the woman to come here and ask for such relief as
she shows herself to be entitled to, and also that the change
of lier husband's domicile does not prevent her from coming
to get relief from the marriage at the only place at which
she could get it. I aiso agree that we are bound, in view
of what is due to the comity of nations, to recognise the
divorce pronounced in a foreign country, provided it is on
the petition of a person domiciled in that country, and that
no collusion is shown. There is no pretence of collusion
here, and the only doubt is whether Manton, who was the
petitioner there, was domiciled in the State of Massachusetts
in such a way as to entitle him to apply for a divorce.
The evidence on that point is very meagre; but are
we to say that, because we have no evidence, the court had
no jurisdiction ? The court has recited in its decree that it
appeared in evidence before it that Manton had had five
years of residence in Massachusetts, and having been mar.
ried, he returns, and has been living there ever since. Surely
we cannot disregard that as to the intention of this person to
change lis domicile. Then, if this divorce was valid accord-
ing to the English law as expounded in the House of Lords,
we are bound to give effect to it, even though it were granted
upon a ground which we are not bound to respect. Instead
of doing that, we go out of our way to stigmatise the mar-
riage as null, and the subsequent intercourse as adulterous,
and to cast this stigma upon the children of this man by his
second wife. If there were nothing to be considered but the
relatives of this woman, who are still Canadians, the father
of this woman, who thought this divorce was valid before he
allowed lis daughter to marry, we should be very careful
in the course we take. I have given notice that in the
Committee stage I will mov'e to alter the preamble by assert-
ing facts as they appear in the evidence, and by striking
out that portion of the preamble to which I have referred as
exceedingly objectionable.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself inta Oom-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

On the preamble,
Mr. McCARTHY moved to strike out all after the words

" sixty-eight " in the twelfth line of the preamble down to
the word " that " in the nineteenth line, and to inurt the
following in lieu thereof :-

And it has been made to appear that on or about the said fourth day
of September, the said Susan Ash became separated from and ha ever
since lived separate and spart from him, the said William Manton, and
that the said William Manton, on or about the seventh day of ApriI in
the year 1874, on his petition, obtained from the Supreme Judicial ort
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of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, holden at Boston, in the county
of Suffolk, in said State, a decree of divorce from his aid marriage with
the siad Susan Ah, on theground of herdesertion from hiru, whereof
the said marriage between t hem was, or purported to te, dissolved or
annulled; and further, that the said William Manton, on the third day of
September 1874, was intermarried with one Mary Ford Hatch, and he,
the said William Manton and the said Mary Ford Hatch have ever since
lived together as man and wife ; and whereaa doubts have arisen as to
the vïlidity of the said decree of divorce, and as to the right of the said
Susan Ash to marry again ; and whereas the said Susan Ash has, by her
petition, set forth.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). It seems to me that the amend-
ment, which is substantially the same as that which was
proposed in the Standing Committee and rejected there
by a large majority, brings up a very important ques-
tion, because, under the words in that preamble, so
amended, the House would be giving relief to a party
who would not be entitled to it, because it proposes
to grant a divorce, not on the ground of the adultery
of her husband, but on the ground of the desertion by
herself. To my mind, the evidence which was taken
before the Sonate shows that that desertion was never
committed by her. The evidence denies distinctly that
she deserted her husband, and I do not think the Parlia-
ment of Canada -certainly, no court in England-would
grant a divorce for desertion, even if it existed. Now, the
House is asked to take virtually a new departure, that is, to
grant a divorce to Susan Ash in this case upon a ground
which would not enable ber to obtain a divorce in the
Divorce Court in England, I think that is virtually the
proposition before the House, as contained in the hon. gen-
teman's proposition. It is to disregard the charge upon
which she has approached Parliament, that that second
marriago of lier husband was improper and illegal ac-
cording to the laws of this country. I think that
ber position, under the argument which was ad-
dressed to the House by the Minister of Justice, and the
evidence submitted, has been established ; and I think, if
that position. is not sound, as my hon. friend suggests, there
is no way by which she can obtain the redress which she
seeks at the hands of this Parliament. In fact the only
ground upon which she comes here is taken away. With-
out.desiring to weary the House-and I understand that, at
this time of the Session,and after the very elaborate argument
which took place the other evening and in the Private Bills
Committee, it would be highly improper to go over the ques-
tion which has been raised by the hon. gentleman, and over
the Bill itself-I may say that the hon. gentleman seeks to
urge that this House is made aware to some extent, whether
in a legal sense or not, that the court in Massachusetts pro.
ceeded in this matter, in granting the judgment of divorce,
on proper grounds of jurisdiction, that it had jurisdiction
over the case, and that it was a valid judgment. This is not
a technical point, but I think it is a very proper point that
we should look into the recital in this document, where
facts are alleged which I believe the parties producing
that judgment and relying upon it were bound to show
outaide of that judgment. They wished to put this in
evidence and to show that that was a valid judgment.
It may be said that before the document is produced, the
burden of proof is upon the husband to show tbat the court
pronouncmig that judgment had jurisdiction. But if that
position does not meet with the approval of the House, I
would call attention to the fact that in the debate the
other evening, acoording to the English cases produced
here, the recital in that judgment in reference to jurisdic-
tion is entirely insufficient. fResidence for a longer period
than rfive years in Massachusetts, according to the English
cases, in the case of a man who had left England or Canada
for ten years, would not enable a court in Massachusetts to
pronoance judgment divorcing parties to an English
marriage in a court of justice in England. I do not think
a single authority can be found to controvert that proposi-
tion. Now, I will mention a case which I brought before

Mr. MoCARuTY.

the Private Bills Committee, bearing upon this point-
the case of Spicer and Spicer. It was tried only a
few weeks ago in the Divorce Court in England, before Mr.
Justice Butt. In that case there was an English marriage.
The husband went to California and resided there three
years. He sent for lis wife and she came to him, and while
she was in California ho obtained a divorce in the court of
that State. In England the court refused to recognise that
judgment on the ground that though there was evidence of
continued residence of both parties within the jurisdiction
of the court in California, the strong evidence required to
rebut the presumption that a national domicile is not taken
away, had not been adduced.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Where is that reported ?
Mr. TUPPEI. LIn the Times newspaper report, and I

don't think it is yet published in the Law Reports. In
reference to that strong presumption, in regard to
which, in this case, we have not the slightest evidence to
show that the national domicile had ever been changed, I
would cite from Taylor on Evidence, who says :

be The presumtion, to, against the acquisition of a new domicile will
lie stronger iu the case cf a person who is alleged te have gained auclia
domicile in a foreign land, than it would be were the domicile in a
country where the party would not be a foreigner. For instance the
court would more readily decide that a Scotehman had acquirea an
Engliah, or au Anglo-Indian domicile than a French one: for a
man's acquisition of a domicile in a foreign country is obviously a met
serions matter, since it not only renders the validity of his testamentary
acts, and the disposition.of his personal property, liable.to be governed
by foreign laws, but it is calculated to involve him in a conflict of
national duties, and to subject him to the embarrassments of a divided
allegiance."

Now, in regard to that, thore is not a particle of evidence
in this case. I do not think that my hon. friend's position
is a sound one, when ho says that because this man did not
choose to give in evidence what ho might have given, we
are to hesitate in passing an opinion upon the ovidence
before us. If this leniency is to ba exercised in the case
of this defendant, we will lay down the proposition that
when a party who las appeared before a committee of this
House, and it does not appear that his side of the case will
be taken up, thon every effort will ho made to supply the
evidence that ho does not choose to supply. The judgment
says that Manlon has for five consecutive years next pre-
ceding the date of filing this Bill of Divorce in Massachu-
setts, resided in the city of Boston. That is the only
evidence to show that ho had acquired a domicile in the
State of Massachusetts, and the English authorities say
that is not sufficient, and if that is not sufficient, that judg.
ment is not valid, and should not be recognised by this
louse.

Mr. MITOIIELL. I would look at this matter in the
light of the facts. This man Ma nton may or may not have
acted in such a manner as to jus tify a suit for divorce. I do
not care anything about that. They are separated. The
man has gone to the States and las got married again, and
whatever may be the grounds which may have justified
Susan Ash in asking for a divorce beforo the man got
married, surely there is no doubt that there is ground now,
when ho has got married in another country-whether
legally or illegally, I care not. He has married again, and
that is sufficient ground for this woman to corne to this
fouse and ask for a divorce. I understand the only diffi.

culty is about the allegation in the preamble of the Bill. I
quite con cur with the remarks of the hon. gentleman whom
I have in my eye, and they are following ont the objections
taken by the member for Prince Edward Island (Kr.
Davies) and the hon. member for St. John (Mir. Weldon).
I quite agree with them that while we are doing justice to
Susan Ash, we ought not to do injustice to the issue of a
subsequent marriage on the part of ber former husband in
the United States. I would suggest that we make the
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allegation in the preamble read to the effect that the former
husband has since got married in the United States, which
is the fact. It appears to me that if this were done there
could be no objection to passing this Bill, and allowing this
woman to get another husband if she wants to.

Mr. TUPPER. On what ground will that grant a relief
to Susan Ash ?

Mr. MITCHELL. On the ground that the husband has
got married in another country. That is suffiient ground.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. member for Pictou
(Mr. Tupper) bas intimated that if we state the grounds
truly we put ourselves out of court in regard to this matter.
The hon. gentleman cannot successfully deny that Mr. Man-
ton has obtained a divorce in the courts of Massachusetts.

Mr. TUPPE R. Which is not a divorce here.
Mr. MILLS. I dissent from that opinion. According to

the recent decisions in England, if he is domiciled ii Massa-
chusetts, there can be no question that the divorce granted
by the courts of Massachusetts is legal.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). What case supports that pro-
position ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The case of Shaw against the At.
torney General. There the divorce was not allowed because
the court thought there was no evidence that a domicile had
been acquired in the United States by the party who had ap.
plied for a divorce. But the court admitted thatifaforeign
domicile had been acquired, and that fact had been estab-
lished, there was no doubt that a divorce granted by the
court where that fact was established, would be good in the
United Kingdom. That is exactly the rule we would
apply here. But the hon. gentleman asks us to assume that
a foreign domicile is required in any foreign country before
it can be admitted that a divorce granted by the court of that
country would be a good divorce. But by the law of Massa-
chusetts, a person must not only have intended to acquire a
domicile within the State of Massachusetts, but must have
been in actual residence in the State for five years before
the application can be granted. Now,it is declared in the
statement we have before us that this party had resided the
five years in Massachusetts required by the law of the State.
When the hon. gentleman says that if you admit these
facts, then this woman has no right to come hera and
apply for a divorce, I do not agree with him.
The husband Manton has, under the law of Massachusetts,
obtained a divorce, and all she wishes is sncb declaratory
legislation here as to show that she is entitled to marry
again. That is her position. If hon. gentlemen think that
is not, according to therule and policy hitherto prevailing in
this country, sufficient to entitle ber to a divorce, thon it
may be sufficient reason to vote against the Bill; but that is
no reason for making a false declaration in the preamble.
The hon. gentleman asks to give this House jarisdiction, in
what way ? By making the declarations cover the facts so
as to bring the application within the rule that bas hitherto
obtained. So far as this applicant is concerned the burthen
of proof is upon her. The moment the House becomes seized
of the fact, and it is seized of the fact by her declaration
that the court of Massachusetts did take action and
grant a decree, it was upon ber to show that
that decree was not a valid decroe, that the hlws of
Massachusetts have not been observei, or that the party had
not acquired a domicile there, and, not having acquirei a
domicile, then this decree was not a valid decree. I say
that the burthen of proof is upon her and not upon Manton .
lie is not beiore us, he as had no reason to come here; he
is a resident of another country, he is domieiled elsewhere,
and, according to the laws of the country, he bas obtained a'
divorce which recent decisions make good and binding in
this country. Whether it is so or not, the moment that fact

became known to this House or the Sonate, thon the bur-
then of proof was thrown on the woman, not merely to
show that she had been deserted, and that he was living
with another woman, but that the divorce obtained there
was not such a divorce as was binding under our law, under
which recent judgments have been given. The hon. gentle.
man has referred to the judgment of Mr. Justice Brett, in
the case of Spicer vs. Spicer, but the point was that the party
had failed to prove a domicile. The principle was conced.
ed, as it was in the case of Shaw vs. the Attorney General;
the question was purely one of evidence, and the court said
that the party having failed to establieh the fact that a for-
eign domicile had been acquired, the court could not inter-
fere with the divorce.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I shall follow the good example
set by other hon. gentlemen who have spoken, and speak
very briefly. With respect to the case cited by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), I judge, if I read the case
rightly, that the hon. gentleman has entirely misconceived,
or forgotten, the position taken in that matter. In the
committee this point was made: that under the English law
there is, down to this hour, not one case in which the dis.
solution by a foreign court, although of competent juriedie-
tion, of an English marriage, had been recognised by an
Englieh court. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
has expressed a contrary opinion, although the facts do not
support him. I will read the opinion given on that point in
the case of Shaw vs. the Attorney General:

" The principles upon which the question here raised muet be decided
had been so recently discussed in several cases in the Oourt of Ultimate
Appeal, that it is not necessary to enter upon the discussion at large
upon the present occasion. It may be sufficient to observe, first, that
Lolley's case has never been overruled; secondly, that in no case has a
foreign divorce been held to invalidate an English marriage between
English subjects, where the parties were not domiciled in the country by
whose tribunals the divorce was granted.'

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). lear, hear.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I agree with the hon, gentle-
man so far.

" Whether, if so domiciled, the English courts would recoguise and act
upon such a divorce appears to be a question not wholly free from
doubt.>

The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) said it was
free from doubt; but it appears that this question is still
unsettled. The case of Harvey vs. Farnie goes further to
support the position. I dissent attogether from the position
taken by the hon. member for North Simcoe, that it is
clearly the rule of English law that a court of competent
jurisdiction, when the petitioner is domiciled within foreign
jurisdiction, has power to dissolve an English marriage.
With respect to the ad misericordiam appeal, which is not
a very good ground for argument that we are called on to
bastardize the issue, to declare that the man who thought
ho was making a good second marriage is living in adultery,
I would say this: In the case of Spicor and Spicer,
referred to by the hon. member for Pictoù (Mr, Tupper),
an English court declared that an English subject,
whose marriage had been dissolved by a court of com.
petent jurisdiction in Oalifornia where hie wife bad
been living, and who had made a second marriage,
had been living in adultery and bastardized the children of
that marriage. If we decide this principle to.day, that a
foreign court is competent to dissolve an English marriage,
we arc going a considerable distance ahead of any position
yet taken by any English court. I do not say it is a false
position. The pasition was stated with force and accuracy
by the Minister of Justice, who pointed out that no judicial
docision is in favor of it. The fact is that there is uncer-
tainty as to tha domicile, and that the domicile is not male
out, as it is very difficult to maire out, for the presumption
of law is strongly in favor of the domicile of origin as
against the domicile of choice, and under the law we are

1887. 113 l



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 20

bopnd to do justice to ail parties and not lay down a danger-
ous rule of law and hold that the second marriage was bad,
but that the facts of the petition are substantially correct.
I think the vote taken on the second reading and in the
committee is a safe vote, because it is not asking the House
to lay down a now and dangerous rule of law.

Mr. McCARTHY. The question in this case appears to
be as to thé domicile of Manton. The petitioner has not
thought fit to give the committee a tittle of evidence upon
that point, and we are asked to draw a presumption on a
rule of law which i do not understand is generally admitted ;
but the burthen of proof rests upon ber and she is bound te
satisfy ail reasonable doubts on the question of Manton's
domicile. I would rather say that when the court of
another country bas pronounced a divorce, we, according to
the comity of nations, are bound to give such credence to
that deoree as to assume that the petitioner was domiciled,
and was a resident of that country in which the decree was
granted. In opposition to the presumption there is this
fact, which the committee should not forget, that this man
bas lived in Massachusetts for eleven years since the divorce.
Ie came to marry in Canada, but ho immediately returned
and has resided there since. Where do you gather bis in-
tention to change his domicile? If living in the United
States fifteen or sixteen years is not evidence as to domicile,
I do not know where you will get evidence. I agree that
we ought not to refuse this woman the divorce, but give
ber an opportunity to marry again; at the same time we
do not want to do injustice to others in doing justice to
ber. I move the following amendment:_

And whereas, except from the allegation to that effect in the said
decree of divorce, there is no evidence that the said William Manton, at
thé time he petitioned for the said divorcehad become a resident of the
said State.

Mr. DAVIES. I quite concur with the hon. member for
North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) on this question; but I would
suggest that the hon. member has gone too far. I would
not say there is no evidence to justify it, but I would say
there is not sufficient evidence.

Mr. MoCARTHY. I do not find any.

Mr. DAVIES. After she deserted him le went to Boston
and lived there five years.

Mr. McCARTIY. I did not know of that.

Mr. THOMPSON. As I said the other evening, the
principles connected with this matter are so important,
and are so apt to be cited hereafter as precedents, that
I ventqre to trouble the House with a few further
remarks on the subject. First: I desire to ex-
press my entire concurrence with the remarks which
h ave been made by the hon. member for Picton (Mr.
Tupper) and the hon. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon).
This Bill is opposed by two sections of opinion, one of
which is opposed to ail divorce, and one section which is
anxions to give effect to foreign divorce, without fully
considering wbat that may lead to. I do not say that by
way of reproach, but only for the purpose of guarding
against what might be a lax consideration of a foreign
decree of divorce. The hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. Me
carthy) says we are bound to give effect to the recital of
the decree of Massachusetts, by which it is declared that
this man had a domicile in the State of Massachusetts.

Mr. McOARTHY. I beg the lon. gentleman's pardon. I
do not mean to lay that down as a proposition, but I said in
the absence of any evidence to the contrary.

Mr. THOMPSON. I am taking it purely as a proposition
of law, and I say that I entirely disagree with the hon. gen-
tleman, and for these reasons: The decree of the court in
Massachusetts las no effect, no vitality, no validity at all,

Mr. WaLDON (Albert).

nothing it says or does is of any force until it is established
in some way that that court hasjurisdiction. That is admitted
on both sides, and yet my hon. friends who differ from me
say that we are to take the mere assertion of that court
itself that it has jurisdiction. Now, I say that is entirely
repugnant to the principle that the decree of any foreign
country requires jurisdiction in order to give it effect and
validity. If that were so, the decree of any court in the
United States, with reference to a divorce or any other
subject, would only have to allege that the court had juris-
diction in order to bind this Parliament or the courts. But
the bon. member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) and the hon,
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) say that the burden of
proof was on the woman who is seeking a divorce here.
I say that the burden of proof was on her to establish
the only allegation on which this Parliament has ever
shown a willingness to grant a divorce-to show that her
busband committed adultery, and that she bas established,
when she showad that ho contracted a second marriage
during her lifetime; and on a plain principle of law, it is
necessary for a person who relies on a foreign jurisdiction
to excuse any act he has don e, to prove that jurisdiction
existed in the tribunal that purported to excuse it. There
is a broad distinction in all cases between the regularity of
a foreign decree, and the jurisdiction of a foreign court.
There is a presumption in favor of the regularity of
the proceedings of a foreign court, but the barden of proof
bas always been held to be upon him who sots up the
decrce as an excuse for anything, whether it be for a crime
or for a mere trespass. Now, I say that the recital in this
case is one which will be believed and credited
by the courts, but only as a statement of the rgularity of
the proceedings of the tribunal, as a compliance with the
law of the State of Massachusetts, but not as an assertion
upon which to found jurisdiction. Now, as regards the
disposition which is shown to be lenient with the defendant,
the husband, I have only to say that I think he does
not stand in a position to claim any sympathy from this
Parliament. He is a person who, having married in
Canada, left bis wife here without support, and not at all on
account of the circumstance that she deserted his louse, or
because there was a want of sympathy or of friendship be-
tween them, but on the distinct evidence that is here givon
from herself, and uncontradicted, that his habits were such
that she could not live with him. It may be an insufficient
reason on her part, but it did not justify him in going to
Boston and getting a divorce which allows him to marry
again, but does not allow her to marry again. It is not a
fact that we are bastardizing the issue; we are simply asked
to do what every tribunal does, and that is, pronounce on
the evidence before us. There is the evidence; there is the
second marriage; there is no evidence to justify this second
marriage, and the louse is, therefore, asked to pass a
Bill on the ground that the second marriage was bigamous.
In any other proceeding, judicial or otherwise, the court
would be entirely open te proof, as to the validity
of the foreign decree, and consequently as to the legiti-
macy of the children. Of course, there should be a natural
desire not to use harh expressions in the recital of the Bill,
or to say that the second marriage was bigamous or adulter-
ous ; but against that there is the danger of putting on the
Statute-book a precedent for granting a divorce for
something less than adultery, as declared on the face
of the Bill itself. To my mind the amendment
of the hon. member for Simcoe is much less objection-
able, since he bas made it recite the reason why the
doubts have arisen, and puts the whole doubt fairly
on the face of the Bill. Still, against that relaxation, there
is the danger, as I said befare, of establishing a precedent
which will make it appear hereafter that we are giving a
divorce for something less than what we believe to be
adultery.
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Mr. MOCARTHY. Surely, we are not doing anything of

the kind. It je saying, as the hon. member for Northanm.
land (Mr. Mitchell) said, that if such a divorce je a good
one, ail that can b. said je that the woman should not ·come
here; but that if the.divorce je not valid, then her husband
je living in adultery, and we have the right to grant her
relief. We are not, therefore, creating a dangerous prece-
dent, but we are merely settling doubts whieh have arisen
in the minds of this woman and ber advisers, not at ail af.
fecting the decree in the United States, but saying in ffect
that if it je a good decree, it je unnecessary for her to come
here, but that if it je a bad decree, the man has committed
adultery and she je entitled to relief.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) In the course of this debate,
one statement was made by the hon. member for Pictou
(Mr. Tupper)-and, I think, rather endorsed by the Minister
of Justice-which I cannot allow to go unchallenged,
to the effect that the evidence showed that this man
had deserted the wife, rather than she deserted him, but I
fail to see on what evidence ho based that statement. Here
is the evidence, which was the sole evidence given on that
point-on page 5, of the return of evidence:

" By Mr. Vidal:
"Q. Wben you left him the second time, and went to your father's to

remain, did he consent to your going, or did he wish you to remain with
him? A. He did not consent to my going; I came away.

"Q. Did he wish you to remain witb him ? A. HE did not know that I
was going.

" By the Chairman:
"Q. You left him without his knowledge or consent a second time?

A. Yes."

What does that. prove? It proves beyond the shadow of a
doubt that she left him.

Mr. THOMPSON. My hon. friend can prove almost
anything by taking only a portion of the evidence.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) If there le any other part of the
evidence bearing on that point, I ehould like to see it.

Mr. THOMPSON. I called attention to the evidence she
gave as to hie habits-that ho was a man with whom she
could not live. I admitted that that might not excuse ber,
but it certainly afforded no excuse to him for getting a
divorce, after acting in that way.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) The only thing I gather je that
the man was addicted to drink, but he never boat ber, or
used violence of any kind, and when she loft him-

Mr. TUPPER. le was cruel to her, she says.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) My hon. friend will not lay

down as a proposition that because a wife conceives ber
husband to be cruel, declining at the same time to say in
what respect he je cruel-

Mr. McCA.RTIIY. She explains the cruelty afterwards-
want of sympathy with her youth.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I went into all these matters
before, and I do not intend to trouble the committee with
them again. But I want to reply to the argument advanced
by the Minister of Justice, that the burden of proof reste on
the husband. I think some members of the committee are
under a wrong impression, from the remarks of the hon.
gentleman. We muet remember that the decree of divorce
was not put in evidence by the res ondent ; it was
put in by Susan Asb, and on its face it was legal,
showing that the Massachusetts court had jurisdiction,
and that the husband had obtained a divorce from her. She
did net impeach that deeree on any goand that could in.
validate it, either that ho was not legally domiciled, or that
the decree was obtained by fraud or collusion. Having
put :in that docree and not invalidated it, she cannot

ho heard now to plead that it should ho ignored.
The committee ought to understand the position we
are standing in. No one je opposing what this woman
seeks; no one opposes her getting a divorce; aIl wo
are asking is that when we are granting the divorce wo
should not be called zon to declare on the face of the Bill
that which. many lawyers in this House conceive to be
contrary to the deoisions of the highest courts of the
realm, that this man is living in a state of adultery, and
that the children of his marriage are bastards. Lot tMïs
woman have her divorce, and lot the divorce obtained in the
United States have its legal effect. I shall cheerfully sup,
port the amendment of the bon. member for Simooe (Mr.
,!cCarthy), but should it not ho carried, I cannot agree to a
Bill that contains a statement contrary to the facts put in
the evidence.

Mr. TUPPER. The hon. gentleman challenges the state-
monts of this woman in evidence, that ber husband used
abusive language towards her when under the influence of
liquor, and that heý.was under the influence of liquor ail the
time, which I think je some justification for her having left
him and gone home to ber father.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There is no evidencocf thatat
all.

Mr. TUPPER. Let me then read the evidence:
"By Mr. Moinnes:

"Q. Was he quarrelsome or abusive in his manners and lan-
guage when under the influence of liquor? A. Yes.

"Q. How often was lie under the influence ofliquor? A. Ail the time."

Let my hon. friend show me any evidence that contradicts
that.

Amendment of Mr. McCarthy negatived: Yeas, 44;
Nays, 58.

Bill reported.
Mr. TAYLOR moved the third reading of the Bill.

Mr. MoCARTHY moved in amendment :
That the said Bill be not now read a third time, but that it be re-

committed to a Committee of the Whole for the purpese of amendi*
the same by striking out all after the words "ixty-eight " in the twelfth
line of the preamble down to the word " that " in the nineteenth line,
and inserting the following in lien thereof: " and it has been made to
appear that on or about the said fourth day of September, the sald
Susan Ash became separated from and hus ever since lived separste and
apart from him, the said William Manton; and that the said William
Manton, on or about the seventh day of A pril, in the year one thonsand
eight hundred and seventyfour, on his petition, obtained from the Su-
preme Judicial C'urt of the Oommonwealth of Kassachusetti, holden at
Boston, in the cuunty of Suffolk, in said StatIe, a de cree of divorce froin
his said marriage with the said Susan Ash, on the ground of lier doser.
tion from him, whereby the said marriage between them was, or pur-
ported to be, dissolved or annulled ; and whereas, except from the alle-
gation to that effect in the said decree of divorce, there ls no suficient,
evider ce that the said William Manton, at the time he petitioned for the
said divorce, had become a resident of the said State ; and further, that
lIhe said William Manton, on the third day of September, one thousand
eight hundred and seventy-four, was intermarried with one Mary Ford
]Ratch, and lie, the said William Manton, and the said Mary Ford Hatch
have ever sine. lived te ther as man and wife ; and whereas doubts
have arisen as to the vai dity of the said decree of divorce, and as to
the <right of the said Busan Ash to marry agin; and whereae the
said Busan Ash has, by her petition, set forth. 1

liouse divided on amendment of Mr. MoCarthy:

Messieurs
Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Burdett,
Charlton,
Davies,
Denison,
Edwards,
Ellis,
Fl,
0imor,
Joues,
Kirk,

Langy
Lister,
Macdonald (Huron),
Mackenzie,
McCarthy,
MeMillan (Huron),
MoMullen,
MeNeill,
Madill,
Mallory,
Mills (Bthwell),
Mitchel,

O'Brien,
Perry,
Platt,
Reid,
Robertson(King's,PIY),
Robertson (Sheiburne),
Scriver,
Sutherland,
Watson,
Welsh,
Wilson (Argenti).-36.

1887. 1141



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 20,
NATO :

Messieurs
Amyot, Desjardins, Perley (Ottawa),
Audet, Doyon, Pope,
Baker, Dupont, Porter,
Béchard, Fiset, Putuam,
Bergeron, Gaudet, Rinfret,
Bourausa, Geoffrion, Robertson (Hastings),
Bowell, Gigault, Roome,
Bowman, Grandbois, Ste. Marie,
Boyle, Guay, emp le,
Bnen, Hale, Shakespeare,
Bryson, Hall, Bhanly,
Burns Hesson, Small,
camp el (Kent), Holton, Bproule,
Car i1l, Joncas, Taylor,
Oa ing Landry, Trow,
Caron (bir Adolphe), Langelier(Montmagny),Tupper (Bir Charles),
Oasgrain, Langevin (Sir Hector), upper (Picton),0 leau, Livingston, Turcot,
O olm, Lovitt Vanasse,
Choquette. Mcoulla, Wallace,
Colby, McDonald (Victoria), Ward,
Costigan, McDougald (Picton), Weldon (Albert),
couhln, McDougall (C. Breton),White (Cardwell),
Coulombe, Mara, Wilmot,
Couture, Mille (Annapolis), Wilson (Zîgin),
(urran, Montaguet Wilson (Lennox),
Davin, Montplaisir, Wood (Westmoreland),
Davis, Patterson (Basez), Wright.-85.
Desaulniers,

Amendment negatived.
Mr. MITCHELL. When this Bill was up on Friday last

I voted for the Bill, as it stands now. At the same time I
felt that the argument advanced by the hon. member for
P. E I. (Mr. Davies), the hon. member for St. John (fr.
Weldon), and the similar argument advanced to-day by the
hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), should have
weight, and that a grose act of injustice was being done to
the children of the second marriage. Lnder those circum-
stances, I shall feel bound, at the risk of being considered
inconsistent now, to vote against the Bill, because its advo-
cates have refused to do a common act of justice by reject-
ing the preamble and removing the charge of bastardy
against the children of the second marriage.

House divided on motion for third reading:

YEAs:
Messieurs

Baker,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brien,
Bryson,
Campbell (Kent),
Cargili,
Carling,
Carpenter,
Davin,
Davis,
Hale,
Hall,
Hesson,
Livingston,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Huron),
MeOulla,

McDonald (Victoria), Shanly,
McDougald (Picton), Smail,
MeLelan, Sproule,
McMillan (Huron), Taylor,
McNeill, Temple,
Mara, Trow,
Masson, Tupper (Sir Charles),
Mille (Annapolis), Tupper (Pictou),
Montagne, Tyrwhitt,
Perley (Ottawa), Wallace,
Porter, Ward,
Purcell, Watson,
Patnam, Weldon (Albert),
Reid, White (Cardwell),
Robertson (Hastings), Wilmot,
Robertson (King's,PEI), Wilson (Ulgin),
Roome, Wilson (Lennox),
Semple, Wood (West'iand),-56.
Shakespeare,

NATs:

Messieurs

Amyst, Davies,
Armstrong, Denison,
Audet, Desaulaniers,
Bain (Boulanges), Doyon,
Bain (Wentworth), Dupont,
Bechard, Edwards,
Bergeron, Eisenhauer,
Bernier, Ellis,
Bourassa, Fiset,
Burdett, Flynn,
Burns, Gaudet,
Caron (8ir Adolphe), Geoffrion,
Ohapleau, Gigault,

Mr. McCÂAruY.

Lister,
Maekenzie,
McOarthy,
memullen,
Madill,
Mallory,
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Montplaisir,
O1 Brien,
Patterson (Essex),
Perry,
Platt,

Chariton, Gilmor Pope,
Ohoquette, Grandbois, Rinfret,
Colby, Jonceas, Turcot,
Oost ga, Jones, Vasse,
(oug n, Kirk, Welsh,
Oou[ombe, Lang, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Gouture, Langevin (Sir Hector), Wright.-61.
Ourran,

Motion negatived.

NOVA SOOTIA PERMANENT BUILDING SOCLETY.

Blouse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 131)
respecting the Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Building
Society and Savings Fund (from the Senate).-(Mr.
Tupper).

(In the Committee.)

Mr. MILLS. I would draw the attention of the Minister
of Justice to this Bill. These parties are asking us to
legislate on a question of civil rights, and this House should
not entertain Bills of this class. I do not propose to oppose
the Bill further.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD BEADINGS.

Bill (No. 150) to incorporate the Royal Victoria Hospital
(from the Senate).-(Kr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 151) for granting certain powers to the Canada
Atlantic Steamship Company.-(Mr. Tupper.)

B:ll (No. 143) to onable the Canada Permanent Loan and
Savings Company to extend their business and for other
purposes, was considered in Oommittee and reported.

DEEPENING THE CHANNEL OF TIEIS
ST. LAWRENCE.

Mr. POPE moved that, to-morrow, the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider the following
resolution:-

That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to advance
to the Harbor Commissioners of Montreal the sun of three hundred and
twesty-five thousand dollars, to enable them to complete the deepening
of the River St. Lawrence at Cap à la Roche to 27J feet, such sumr to
be raised and advanced in the same manner and subject to the same
conditions as moneys have heretofore been raised and advanced to them
for the deepening ot the channel of the St. Lawrence at Montreal.

Motion agreed to.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS.

Mr. POPE moved that, to-morrow, the House resolve
itself into (ommittee of the Whole to consider the follow-
ing resolutions:-

1. That it in expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to grant
the subsidies hereinafter mentioned to the Railway Companies and
towards the construction of the Railways also hereinafter meitioned,
that is to say :

To the St. Catharines and Niagara Central Railway Company, for
twelve (12) miles of their railway from the City of dt Catharines to
the bridge over the Niagara River a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per
muile, nor exceeding in the whole, 38,400.

To the Vaudreuil and Prescott Railway Company, for thirty (30) miles
of their railway, from Vaudreuil towards Hawkesotry, a subaidy not
exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $96,000.

To the Richmond Hill Junction RaIlway Company, fer fve (5) miles
of their railway from Richmond Hill Junction on the Northern Railway
of Canada to Richmond Hill Village, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per
mile, nor ex3eeding in the whole, $16,000.

To the Drummond County i ailway Company, for thirty (30) miles of
their railway, from Drnmmondville towards tlicolet, asubsidy not exceed-
ing $3,200 per mile, ner exceeding in the whole, 196,000

To the Joggins Railway Company, for one and a quarter (i-) miles of
their railway extending from the sonthern end of the portion subsidiaed
by 49 Victoria, chapter 10, t the wharves, a subsidy net exceeding
Sý200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $4,000.

o the Moncton and Buctouche Railway Company, for two (2) miles
of their railway from the weut end of the portion subsidized by 49 Vie-
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oria, chapter 10, to Moncton, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, Victoria, chapter 59, between the Town of Chatham sud Lake Irie, to
nor exceeding in the whole, S6,400. the Village of Comber a subsidy not exceding 3,00 par mile, nor

To the Beauharnois Junetion Railway Company, for thirty (30) miles exceeding in the whole $6,400. no
of their railway from St. Martin's towards ait. Anicet, a subaidy not To the Cumberland Railway and Coal Company for fourteen (14)
exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding lu the whole, $96,000. . miles of their railway, from a point on the Sprl g ill and Parrboro

To the Harvey Branch Railway Company, for three (3) miles of their Railway, near Spring Hill, to a point on the r ailway between Oxford
railway Wom the southern terminus of the Albert Railway to Harvey and New Glasgow, near Oxford Village, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200
Bank, a subsidy net exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the per mile, nor exoeeding inuthé whole, $44,800.
whole, $9,600. To the Montreal and Champlain Junction Railway Company, a subsidy

To the Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Railway Company, for of $64,000.
eighteen 18) miles of their raiiway, from the Town ofiBrantford to the To the Quebec and Lake 8t John Railway Company, for nine (9) miles
Village of Bagaruville or the Village of Waterford, or some intermediate of their railway, the distance In which the previous subsidies granted
point on the Uanada Southern Rffway,a subsidy not exoeeding $3,200 are short of covering, from the City of Quebec to Lake St. John a aub-
per mile, nor exceeding lu the whole, $57,600, sidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exoeeding In the whole, 8,800.

To the-Guelph Junction Railway Company, for sixteen (16) miles of To the Temiscouata Railway Company, for thirty (30) les of a
their railway from its junction with the anadian Pacifie Railway to branch of their railway, from Edmundston towards the t. Francis
the Town of Guelph, a subuidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor ex- River, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 par mile, nor exoeeding ln the
ceeding in the whole, $51,200. whole, $96,000.

To the Maasawippi Railway Company, for ten (10) miles of their Rail- To the Cornwallis Valley Railway Company, for thirteen (13) miles
way, from a point on the Atlantic and North-Western Railway. near of their railway, from Kentville to Kingsport, a subsidy not exeeeding
the Village of Magog, to Ayer's Flat Station, on the MassawippIValley $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $41,600.
Railway, a subsidy net exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding In the To the Nova Scotia central Railway dompany, for thirty-four (34)
whole, $32,000. miles of their railway, a sbsidy not exoeeding $3,200 per mile, nor

To the Napanee and Tamworth and Quebec Railway Company, for exceeding in the whole, $108,800.
four (4) miles of their railway, from the north end of the section subsi- To the Tobique Valley Railway Company, for fourteen (14) miles of
dized by 48-49 Victoria, chapter 59, to Tweed, a subsidy not exceeding their railway, from Perth Centre Station towards Plaister Rock Island,
13,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $12,800. in lieu of the subsidy granted by 49 Victoria, chapter 10, for a railway

To the Arthabaska and Wolfe Railway Company, for seven (7) miles from Perth Centre 8tation, on the New Brunswick Railway, to a point
of their railway, from a point on the Quebec Central Railway, in the near Plaister Rock Island, a subsidy of $89,600.
Township of Dudswell, to the Dominion Lime Jompany's quarries, a For a railway from Woodstock towards Centreville, twenty (20) miles,
subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding m the whole, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceedlng In the whole,
$22,400. $64,000.

To the South Norfolk Railway Company, for seventeen (17) miles of For a railway bridge over the St. Lawrence River at Coteau Landing,
their Railway, from Port Rowan to the Town of Simcoe, a subsidy not on the line of the Canada Atlantic Railway, a subsidy of 15 per cent. on
exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $54,400. the value of the structure, not to exceed $t80,000.

To the Jacques Cartier Union Railway Company, for extending and To the Lake Brie, Euex snd Detroit River Railway Company, for
completing their railway, a subsidy of $20,000. twenty-seven (27) miles of their rilway, in lieu of the subuidy granted

To the Teeswater and Inverhuron Railway Company, for twenty-four by the Act 49 Victoria, chapter 10, a subsidy not exceeding 118,400.
(24) miles of their railway, from Mount Forest to Walkerton, a subsidy 2. That the subsidies hereinbefore mentioned as to be granted to com-
not exceeding $3,200 pr mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $16,800. panies named for that purpose, shall be granted te such companies res-

To tbe Osbawa Railway sud Navigation Company, for seven (7) miles pectively ; that the other subsidies shall be granted to such companies
of their railway, fron Port Oshawa towards Raglan, a subsidy not ex- as shall be approveti by the G3vernor in Council as having established
ceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $22,400. to his satisfaction their ability to construct and complete the said rail-

To the Chicoutimi and Lake St. John Railway Company, for thirty ways respectively. That aIl the lines for the constructiun of which
(30) miles of their railway, from Lake St. John towards oChicoutimi, or subsidies are granted shall b. commenced within two years from the
from Chicoutimi towards Lake St. John, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 drat day of August next, and completed within a reasonable time not
per mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $96,000. to exceed four year, to be fixed by Order lu Oouncil uand shall also be

To the Great Bastern Railway Company, for thirty(30) miles of their constructed according to descriptions and specifications and upon con-
Railway, from the River St. Francis te the Arthabaska Railway, at St. ditions to be approvedby the Governor in Council, on the report of the
Grégotre Station, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceed- Minister of Railways sud Janals, and specified in au agreement to be
ing in the whole, $96,000. made in each case by the Company with the Goverument, and

To the Ontarie and Pacific Railway Company, for six (6) miles of their which the Government is hereby empowered to make; that the location,
railway, from the northern end of the portion subsidised by 47 Victoria, also, of every such line of railway shall be subject to the approval of the
chapter 8, to the Town of Perth, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per Governor in Council ; and that ail the said subsidies respectively shall be
mile, nor exceeding in the whole, $19,200. payable out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of Canada, byinstal-

To the Caraquet Railway Company, for seven (7) miles of their ments, on the completion of esch section of the railway of not léis than
railway, from Lower Caraquet to Shippegan, l lieu of the subsidy ten miles,.proportionate to the value of the portion so completed in com-
grauted by 49 Victoria, chapter 10, a subsidy not exceeding in the parison with that of the whole work undertaken, to be established by
whole, $32,0C0. the report of the said Minister, or upon completion of the work subsidi-

To the St. Lawrence and Lower Laurentian Railway Company, for sed, except as regards the subsidy for the bridge over the St. Lawrence
the section oftheir railway from iGrand Pile3, on the St Maurice River, River, upon which shall be paid fifteen per cent. of the value of work
to itsjunction with the Quebec and Lake St. John Railway, in lieu of done on monthly progress estimates, certified by the Ohief Engineer and
the subsidy granted by 48-49 Victoria, chapter 59, for a lins of railway upon the approval of the Minister of Railways and Canals.
from Grand Piles, on the St. Maurice River, to its junction with the 3. Provided always, that the granting of such subsidies to the com-
Lake St. John Railway-a distance of about fifty (50) miles, a sub3idy panies mentioned respectively shall be subject to such conditions for
of $217,600. securing such running powers or traffle arrangements sud other rights,

To the St. John Valley and River du Loup Railway Company, for as will affard aIl resonable facilities sud equal mileage rates to aIl
twenty-two (2) miles of their railway, from ithe Village of Prince railways connecting with thoe so subsidised, as the Governor in
William towards the Town of Woodstock, a subsidy not exceeding Council determines.
$3,200 per mile nor exceeding in the whole, $70,400.

To the Lake Wémiscamingue Railway Company, for four (4) short sec- Moti reed to.
tions of railway, in ail about (1) miles in length, to overcome the rapide
of the Ottawa River, know as "La Mi-Charge," "La Cave," "Les
Erables," and "La Montagne," and for the construction of wharves and THE COMPANIES ACT.
laading stages at these rapids, to connect the Canadian Pacific Railway
at Mattawa with Lake Témiscamingue by steamboats, railways and IIonse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 30)
other works (in lieu of a portion two miles in length, out of the eight (8) to amend the Companies Act.
miles of railway subuidised by 48-49 Victoria, chapter 59, under which
about six miles of railway have already been built from the foot of Long
bault proper to the foot of Lake Témiscamingue, and lu lieu also of the (In the Committee.)
subsidy granted by 49 Victoria. chapter 10), a subsidy of $12,400.

To the Carillon and Grenville Railway Company for twelve (12) Mr. MoCARTIHY. I now propose the amendment of
miles of their railway from St. Bustache to Sault au Recollet, a subsidy which I gave notice, which will be found in the Votes and
nP0 exeedg e r mile, uw omdig *t e awhole, a (3,400 Proceeding, page 174. It is to substitute a new clause forTo tic Kinudie Brsuch Raiiway_'Vompsnyv for liye sud a haif (5j)
miles ct their railway, from its junction with the Joggins Railway, near Nos. 98, 99 and 101, and the object of the change is to on.
the River Hebert Railway bridge, to the Village of Minudle, a subsidy able a company incorporated under this Act to amalgamate
not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exseeding in the whole, $17,600. with another company, that is with a com any incorporatedTo the Lake Témiscamingue Colonization and Railway Company, for
ten sud a half (toi) miles ot their railway, from the Long Sault to Lake by a special Act. This matter was brought up in the Com-
Kippewa, a subsidy not exceeding 3,200 par mile, nor exceeding in the mittee on Banking and Commerce, but I had not the materi-
whole, $33,600. al with me at the time which I need, and it stood overTo the Lesmingon ud S. Clair hailway nompauy, for two (2) miles and the Bill was reprted without the amendments eingcf theïr rsllway, fromt a peint ou lhe fourteen mtiles ssbsidised by 48-49 sdheBiiw rPOrtdwtotteaodot ~u
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,taken into consideration there. The No. 99 in the motice
is a mistake, and should be 98.

Bill reported,:and read the third time and passd.

OUSTOMS DUTIES BILL.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved the second readingof Bill
(No. 107) to amend Chapter 33 of the Revised Statutes of
Canada, respecting duties of Customs.

Motion ageeed to; Bill read the second time and House
resolved italf into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 3,
Sir CHARLESTUPPER. I wish to amend item 72 on

page 7, by adding after the words "one-quarter of an inch
in diameter and over " the words "or not over two inches,
for use exclusively in artesian wells, petroleum pipe lines,
,nd for petroleum refineries."

On section 3,
Bir CHARLES TUPPE R. la item 817, which reads

"spruce and elm, logs, $1 per 1,000 feet, board measure," I
wish to strike out the word " and elm," wbich leaves the
law as it was before.

On section 6,
Mr. JONE3. Does the hou. gentleman intend making

any alterations in regard to the time of admission of goods
under the old tariff ?

Sir CLARLE1S TUPPER. No, I propose to leave the
clause as it is. Representations have been made of the in-
convenience of it, but no tariff can be changed without a
certain amount of inconvenience, and I think we have gone
as far in relieving it as it is possible to go. Of course, any
very special case, like a contract made by a municipality
for the introduction of waterworks, or anything of that
kind, would be considered by the Government on its merits,
but I do not think it is possible to provide by law for
going any further than this clause goes.

Mr. JONES. It was not with a view of criticising that I
rose, but merely to ascertain the fact, because there seems
to be some uncertainty in regard to it, which I thought at
this stage should be removed by an authoritative etatement.

Sir CfHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is quite
right. It is important that everyone should understand that
this clause is to admit the importation at the old rate of duty
of all articles affected by this Bill that were parchased out
of Canada or that were in warehonses in Canada on the 13th
of May, when the tariff was introduced, and in British Col-
umbia to allow goods purchased befo:e the introduction of
the tariff resolutions and imported vid Cape Horn to have
the same privilege--in Canada, generally, to admit of their
being i.nported and entered at the old rate of duty down to
the 30th of Jane, and in British Columbia, down to the lst
of November.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I have received a communication
from some of the cap manufacturers of London, saying that
they have made their purchases and alsotheir sales, but that
their goods will not arrive in this country at the time men-
tioned in the Bill, the result being that they will be subject
to very serious los&. I cannot lay my hands on the com-
munication at this moment, but I shal get it before the Bill
is read the third time. Some of these gentlemen say that
the tariff will affect them to the extent of wiping out all the
profits on the sales they have made, and, in some cases, they
will sustain loss.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not see how that ooeurs, for we1
have not touched the duty on hatis and caps.

Mir. McCAaray,

Mr. JONES. I think that the Government have gone
farenough to meet the trade. If you extend the time any
longer, the more complaints you will have. I think the firet
of July a a very fair time.

On the preamble,
Mr. MIrIRELL. I presented to the Minister what the

parties affected represent to be a case of peculiar hardship.
Perhaps Ieau best explain the particulars of it by reading
the letter I addressed to the hon. Minister of Finance, who
very kindly dont it to me for that purpose just now :

SSir CHA ETUPPEA C"OTTW 9thMy1887.
"Minister of Finance.

"Sm,-l have the honor to cal! your attention to sub-section 2 of
section 15 of the Petroleum Act of 1880, which reads as follows: 'Ail
petroleum and naphtha, imported into Canada, shall be in packages con-
taining not more than 50 gallons each,' and it has been represented to
me that such requirement se hardship on the trade-increases the cost
and deteriorates the quality of this article, without affording any com-
pensatory benefit to the consumera. I would, therefore, respectfully
reqnest the Government to consider the matter, with a view to introduce
legislation to amend this sub-section, so as to permit the importation of
petroleum and naphtha in tank-cars, thereby granting the same facilities
for the transportation of imported foreign oils as is now granted to Oan-
adian oils, under section 9 of the same Act, which reads as follows :
' Petroleum may be removed in bulk, without inspection, from one re-
finery to another refinery, or other place, for the purpose of completing
the process of manufacture, or placing it in packages, under a permit in
that behalf, obtained from the proper officers, and subject to such de-
partmental regulations as may be made respecting such removals.'

"I beg to offer for your consideration the following reasons why I
think this request should receive your favorable consideration:

"lst. There will be to the importers a large saving in freight should
they import in tank-cars, for, while a barrel full of il weighs 400 lbs.,
the barrel itself weighs 65 lbs., or nearly J of the whole ; they could,
therefore, transport in bulk j more off for the same freight than they
now pay transporting it in barrels.

"2nd. They now suffer great loss of cil in transit, both from leakage
and breakage of the barrels, while bringiag it from distant refineries in
the United States, and in this case the Government loses in revenue, as
the duty paid not upon the American invoice, but upon the quantity
of cil as found in barrels on arrival at destination.

I 3r t. The quality of the cil deteriorates when kept for a long time
in barrels; oil freshly barrelled is of better quality, and as etroleum
(coal oil) pays a duty amounting to over 100 per cent. a valorem,
importera cannot suffer a depreciation in quality, as it is the superior
quality of the cil only, which enables them to sell it at the high price
they are obliged to ask for it.

" 4th. At present they are obliged to pay a dutv of 40 cents on each
barrel. This duty will be saved to the importer, if the oil is imported
in bulk, and will assist them in paying the price per barrels made in
Canada, which is necessarily higher than for barrels of American
manufacture. Barrels may be purchasecd more cheaply in the United
States than in Canada for the reason that the sub-section which I ask to
be amended has necessitated the importation of all petroleum in bar-
rels, thereby impeding the barrel industry in Canada to such an extent,
that, thongh the country is peculiarly adapted to such au industry, I am
not aware of a single factory in Canada where oil barrels are made. The
importation of oil in bulk will necessitate the establishment of barrel
factories here. It will be necessary to enact legislation only to the
extent that sub-section 2 of section 15 of the Petroleum Inspection Act
be made to read: "subject to section 9 of the same Act,'' as no other
requirement of the Petroleum Act inany way conflicts with the impor-
tationcf oi lin bulk. I trust you will see your way to remedy the evil
complained cf.IhaeAo.

" I have, &c.,
IlP. MITCHELL."

What I desire is this : That the foreign petroleum business
be placed exactly on the same footing, with regard to the
manner of transport, as the petroleum indutry in this
country. In other words, while the present Act permits
the local oil well proprietors to transport their oil in tanks,
it prohibits all foreign importers from transporting foreign
oil in tanks. As a very large quantity of foreign ol is used,
both in factories and prinate houses, notwithstanding the
question of cheapness and price, because of its superior
quality, as the parties in the trade claim, as a matter of only
common justice, that they should be permitted to have the
same facilities for transporting it in the country as have the
domestic oil proprietors, I see no reason why this should not
be done. I gel the answer from the Administration that I
expected, namely, that they cannot make the change. Why,
I know not; no reason has been given to me, nor ean I see
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any reason that can be given. I, therefore, take this oppor-
tunity of bringing this question before the Committee. I
will read the section of the Petroleum Act:

I All petroleum and naphtha imported into Canada shall be in packages
containing not more than fifty gallons each and shall be inspected, and
the packages marked, as herein required, at the port were it entera
Canada, and before such petroleum or naphtha is entered for consump-
tion ; and any petroleum so imported which does not conform to the
requirements of this Act shall be branded with the word 'rejected,'
and shall, within ten days after the inspection, be exported from
Canada, and if not so exported within the prescribed time, it and the
packages in which it is contained shall be seized and forfeited to Her
Majesty and shall be disposed of under regulations made by the Governor
in Council."
The 10th section reads thus, with reference to domestic
petroleum :

" Petroleum may be removed in bulk without inspection from one
refinery to another refinery, or other place, for the purpose of completing
the process of manufacture or placing it in packages under a permit in
that behalf, obtained from the proper officer and mubject to such depart-
mental regulations as are made respecting such remorals."

I can see no reason why foreign petroieum, for the purpose
of being moved in the country, should not be placed on the
same footing as domestic petroleum. On the contrary, I
see strong reasons why, in the interosts of the National
Policy, it should be placed on the same footing. The
foreign oil comes into extensive use, although the people
have to puy a higher price for it, in consequence of the
beavy duty, and ail I ask is that the Government should
place it, with regard to transport, on the same footing as
the domestic oit, so that the importers may be allowed to
transport it in bulk. With regard to the prices, I ask for
no consideration, but I claim that the Act makes the foreign
oil more costly to the people, from the fact that it bas to be
put into barrels before being imported, while the domestic
can be carried in tanks. It also prevents a large industry
growing up in this country. If importers were allowed
to bring in foreign oil in tanks, a large barrel industry
would grow up, and a large number of men would be em-
ployed barrelling the oil, because it must be put up in
barrels for retail and sale. This is a case of injustice against
the people. Almost all classes of the community use the
botter class of oil, which is imported from the United States,
to a greater or less extent, and I sce no reason why, besides
the addition of 100 per cent. duty, they should also be taxed
another large percentage in the way of transport.

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman has
stated his case very clearly, and I may say the question re-
ceived the carefut consideration of the Government. It is1
well known there is a very large and important industry in1
this country, the petroleum industry, and the hon. gentle.
man aliso knows that, owing to the great fall in price of the
foreign article, the petroleum industry of this country has
suffered very severely ; and, as this is a measure that would
tend to give a still greater advantage to the importation of
the foreign article, it would, to that extent, injure the
domestic industry. Those are the grounds upon which I do
not feel warranted in bringing before the House the pro.
posal to which the hon. gentleman has referred. The subject
is one that, of course, will receive more consideration dur-t
ing the recess than it has been possible to give it, in the
short time since it has been brought to my notice. The
potroleum industry of Canada have also pressed veryt
strongly on the Government the measures which theyf
thought would give them greater advantages. The Govern-1
ment bas not seen fit to comply witI; their proposals, but, on
the other hand, they do not feel warranted in maktng at
change of law which would give the foreign manufacturers
better means of competing with our industry.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has given no
reasons whatever except this: that the petroleum industry1
in Canada is very much depressed, notwithstanding they
have got a protection of 100 per cent. upon an article that
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is used in every family, from one end of the country to the
other, that is in use in every poor man's hut as well as in
every rich man's house. Notwithstanding that industry
has a protection to the extent of 100 per cent., the only
reason he gives is that the industry is considerably depres.
sed, and in order further still to prevent the people getting
oi1, which, both for light and safety, is considered superior
to the local oil, obstructions are put in the way of the trans-
port of the foreign article. It is a gross case of injustice,
both to the people engaged in the foreign oil trade and to
the people of this country. The Government had no right,
besides imposing a tax of 100 per cent., to saddle the foreign
oil with an obstruction such as this. We are told that the
local oil producers have asked some further ameliorations ;
they have asked for sone change as regards flash and
explosive tests. The foreign oil mon say they do
not object to these tests, but want to be put on
the same footing as the Canadian manufacturers with
regard to transport. There are other industries to be
encouraged besides the oil industry. People would be
engaged in the barrel industry, getting logs ont of the woods,
manufacturing staves, working up the barrels, barrelling the
oil, and a very large business would grow up. Is all that
to be crushed out because the petroleam manufacturers have
brougbt influence to bear upon the Government ? Perhaps
promises were made to them in the same way as promises
were given to other people. I now call on the House to
express an opinion whether they think it is right that, after
being handicapped by 100 per cent., the foreign oil trade
should be further handicapped in its transportation. In the
name of my constituents, who are large consumers of this
oil, I ask the change, and I think it is unjust to refuse it.
There are no grounds for refusal.

Mr. LISTER. I deny the statement of the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) that the foreign oil is
botter than the oil manufactured here. I say that the oil
manufactured here is equal to any petroloum oil manufac-
tured in the world. I frankly admit that in the past the
oil was inferior, but the difficultios which the refluers
encountered have been overcome, and we are manufacturing
to-day as fine a burning oil as can be produced in the world.
In regard to the question of protection, everyone under.
stands the ground which I take upon that, and the ground
which the party with which I am associated take: but, I
say that, if protection to native industries is the policy of
the Govern ment, it would be unfair te this immense and
growing interest to do anything to cripple it at the present
moment. We know perfectly well, as far as the United
States are concerned, that the whole oil interest of the
United States is practically controlled by the Standard Oil
Company, and we know that they have been bringing oil
into this country to soli at a les prico than the cost of pro.
ducing it, in order to get the control of this market. It
would be against the interest of this large industry to do
what my hon. friend suggests.

Mr. MITOIELL. Is not 100 per cent. enough ?
Mr. LISTER. 100 per cent? The moment yon strangle

that industry you will get the price put up at once. The
people of Canada are to-day getting their oit much cheaper
than they ever did before. If my hon. friend from the sea
thinks he will b able to get it cheaper, perhaps he would
for a time, but the moment the Standard Oil Company came
here, he wouli have to pay a higher price; and to put the
trade restrictions which my hon. friend proposes here would
be to give them an advantage of at least 15 or 20 per cent.
more. So long as this is the policy of the Government, that
interest-the oil industry-ought to be protected and pre-
served against the United States as any other in the country.
If froc trade is to be the order of the day, that interest must
go with the rest, unable to exist without a high rate of duty;
but, if protection is to rule, that industry, which is a Cana-.
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dian industry, a purely native one, an industry belonging
peculiarly to Canada, should be looked after as well as any
others.

Mr. SCRIVER. I differ entirely from my hon. friend
who bas just sat down, in the first place, as to the relative
merits of the Canadian as compared with the American oil.
If he will come down to the frontier where I live and get
the opinion of the people there and have a fuir test of the
two oils, he will bo satisfied that ho is mistaken. Where
he lives, away from the frontier and where the two oils are
probably not used, they may think that the Canadian oil is
equal to the American oil, but you cannot make the people
of the Eastern Townships believe anything of the kind. I
can speak from personal knowledge on that point. I have
in my own bouse made use of the best quality of Canadian
oit that I could get, and have compared it with the
American oil, not the best quality, but what is called in the
States the "lheadlight oil "-and I must say that the best
Canadian oil is decidedly inferior to the American oil. As
to the price, and as to Canada being made a slaughter
market for American oil, that is more nonsense, because
you can go and buy any quantity of oil across the border
at 8j cents a gallon for which we pay 15 cents or 16 cents
bore. The Americans are exporting immense quantities
of that oit to foreign countries, and it is not the price in
Canada which governs it, but the price in foreign countries.
My hon. friend speaks of the action of the Liberal party in
regard to that article. I think he was not in the House
when the Mackenzie Government was in power.

Mr. LISTER. I said nothing about the action of the
Liberal party, but 1 spoke of the principles of the Liberal
party, which I said were perfectly well known.

Mr. SCRIVER. I will remind the hon, gentleman of the
principles which were put in force at that time. When the
Mackenzie Government was in power my hon. friend, the
Chairman of this Committee (Mr. Colby), brought forward a
motion in favor of the reduction of the duty on oil, and,
although the Finance Minister at that time opposed it, and
called upon the House to vote it down, he gave the pledge
that a reduction would be made next Session. I think it is
a misfortune in the interests of the country that a change
has taken place in the Governmont, and I think one of the
mistakes which bas followed bas been to continue the exor-
bitant duty on this article, the effect of which is to occasion
great hardship throughout the country, and worse than
that, as far as morality is concerned, it bas led to any
amount of smuggling. As my hon. friend in the Chair
knows, coming as he does from a frontier county like
myself, there is no limit to the smuggling in this country,
and no wonder; when a farmer goes to a store on the
Canadian side and pays 28 cents or 30 cents for an imperial
gallon of petroleum, and he can go a few miles from the
frontier on the other side and get his five gallon can-wine
measure, I admit-filled for 50 cents-it is no wonder that
smuggling is carried on, and it will be carried on until a
reasonable duty is imposed on this article. I hoard that
one of the issues in the county adjoining that of my bon.
friend was the increase of duty on petroleum, and I heard
that the hon. gentleman who was elected there as the suc-
cessor of a gentleman whom we all regret, pledged himself
to obtain au increase of duty to that which now prevails.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend knowa that
the duty is the same as the free trade Government fixed
it ut.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Yes, but the excise duties were
changed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think not.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Oh, yes, they were,

Mr. LiSTER.

Mr. SCRIVER. And, besides that, the difficulties in
the way of importation since then have been increased, a
higher test has been imposed, and other vexatious restric-
tions have been imposed upon the importation of that
article; and, as an hon. gentleman reminds me, the impor-
tation in bulk is refused. I did hope that the Ministry
would be prepared, in the changes which they proposed in
this tariff, to make some reduction in the exorbitant duty
now imposed upon this article.

Mr. MITCHEtLL. I would cati the attention of the
flouse to the point brought forward by my hon. friend from
West Lambton (Mr. Lister). H[e admits that the duty is
100 per cent. now levied upon oil, and ho says that, if we
make this change which I ask for, it would be taking off an
advantage of 15 to 20 per cent. which the local refiners now
have. If that is so, the fact is that the people of the coun-
ties which are not oit producing are paying 120 per cent.
duty on this common article of oit.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If you take one part of the
evidence of a witness, you must take the whole. The mem-
ber for Lambton (Mr. Lister), and I have no doubt he is
speaking from personal knowledge, has stated that the ob-
jection which existed before to the Canadian oit bas been
removed, that in fact as good an article is now produced in
Canada as any one need desire to use. Therefore, the ground
for the relief you seek bas to a large extent been taken
away, and that part of his evidence must be taken with the
other. I may tell my hon. friend who bas brought this
matter forward that ho is perfectly well aware that the peo-
ple of Canada never purchased this oil as cheaply as they do
to-day; that instead of having to pay a high price for it, it
is now at the very lowest point, white the article itself
bas been sufficiently improved, I think, as to make it all
that any person may require, while the price. is much
less than it was at the time to which the hon. gentle-
man refers.

Mr. JONES. I think the Minister of Finance must know
that very little Canadian oit is used in the Maritime Pro-
vinces. So far as I am aware, the oit used there comes en-
tirely from the United States, and if the proposal of my
hon. friend is in the direction of lessening t he cost of sncb
an important article in domestic economy as this oil undoubt-
edly is, I think it should be entertained by the Government.
With all due justice to my hon.·friend on my right, and with
every desire to pronote one industry as much as another,
still I hardly think that the whole Dominion can be
expected to pay tribute to one section of the country, be-
cause notably the Maritime Provinces are called upon to
pay very largely in that direction. We do not use oit from
western Canada to any extent. We get our oit from the
United States.

Mr. MoMULLEN. When the Minister of Finance states
that oil is sold as cheaply now as it bas been in the past,
I say the statement is not correct. When I was in the
trade myself a few years ago, I sold oi for a York shilling
a gallon. Now, this tariff reaches the pockets of the
poorer class to a greater extent than it does those of the
rich. Those living in cities and towns can botter
afford to pay for this high oit than the farmers. I have
listened lo the remarks of my hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), and I endorse his
statement that it is highly desirable that every reason.
able advantage, in keeping with the interests of our oil
trade, should be given to importers of the better classes of
American oi. I am glad to hear the hon. member for
Lambton (Mr. Lister) say that they are now manufactur-
ing as gooct oit at Petrolea as is produced on the American
aide. If anything bas tended to improve the production of
that article, it is the the Americans, notwithstand-
ing the duty that bas existed, have sent in oil into this
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country simply because the Canadianse could not supply
the same rectified article that is produced on the other side.
If we have now commenced the manufacture of an article as
good as the American oil, I do not see why we should still
further restrict the importation of American oil, as we are
asked to do now. We know that in the past there has been
a combination in oil. I know myself a refinery in a city
in western Canada, the stockholders of which have for
years got their dividends just the sane as if the refinery
was running, although it does not refine a single barrel of
oit. The stockholders of that refinery got their dividends
at the end of the year, and, perhaps, more than they could
have made if they had been running the factory.
Now, 1 say that a law that will permit a combination of
this kind to be formed for the purpose of subjecting the
poor consumers to exactions in this way, is not a just law,
particularly when it strikes at the poorer classes heavier
than it does at the richer classes, as this law undoubtedly
d.oes. I hold that we should not by any action of this
House increase the advantages that are now enjoyed by the
producers of coal oit, by further embargoes being placed upon
the importation of a better article. If our people cannot
produce it, I should fancy that 100 per cent. ought to be
enough in the way of duty. While we are, perhaps, dis.
posed to grant the same measure of protection to the pro-
ducers of coal oil as to others, I think they should ait bo
placed on an equal footing. I do not know any industry in
Canada now that is reaping the advantages of 100 per cent.
of protection but the producers of coal oil, and I do not think
that we should in reason be asked to place upon consumers
of coal oil an additional levy in order to put further sums
in the pockets of those producers, simply because they want
to keep out of the market altogether an article that, owing
to the fact that we are not able to produce it at all, has in
the past been imported into this country.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I congratulate the hon, gentleman
from West Lambton (Mr. Lister) on his having learned so
well to repeat the stock argument of protectionists. I
knew the hon. gentleman was naturally clever, but I did
not give him credit for learning the lesson in so short a
time. He states the old argument that, although we pay
100 per cent, to the producers, still we get an article
cheaper on account of the protection. Then again he states
that we get just as good an article as we can get from the
United States. I take issue with him there. I state with-
out fear of contradiction that the Canadians cannot make
as good an oil as they produce on the other side, for the
simple reason that the raw material is not here to make it
out of. It is a well known fact that the oil produced in the
oil regions of Canada, with the exception of a small quantity
produced at B>thwell, is of a lighter character than that
produced in the United States, and you cannot by any
process that has ever been invented make as good an oit
here as you can get from Pennsylvania. You have the
proof at your hand in the fact that men will bay oit
on the other side and pay the duty in preference
to buying Canadian oit. I am glad the hon. member for
Northumberland has brought this matter up, because
oit is an article of universal consumption in this country;
the poorest as well as the rich have to depend upon it for
light. Now, why in the name of common sense should we
campel the poor'laboring people of this country to pay two
prices for an article that they must have. Why, Sir, the
amount of money that is taken out of the pockets of the poor
people of this country is something enormous, and all for
what purpose ? Simply to enable a dozen men to live in
wealtht and luxury where there is not really business for
half of the number. That is the simple truth of the matter.
The hon. gentleman says that it is a good thing to have
American oil kept out of the country because in this way
we give employment to our own people. That is the old

argument of the protectionist for the protection of Canadian
oit and everything else that is to be protected.

Mr. CASEY. I agree thoroughly with what has been
stated by my hon. friend from South Middlesex (Mr. Arm-
strong), that the effect of this change in the tariff will be
to place an additional tax upon those who use coal oil.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no change in the
tariff. It remains exactly as it did when hon. gentlemen
opposite were in power.

Mr. CASEY. I understand exactly the changes that have
been made.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No changes have been made.
The hon. gentleman is altogether mistaken.

Mr. MITCHELL. What we complain of is this: That
inasmuch as by the Act of 1886 the transfer of coal oil
within the Dominion of Canada is permitted to be made in
tanks and in bulk by local producers, the importers of
foreign oit are confined to barrels. That is the distinction
to which I have called the attention of the Government, and
I ask that they make a change in that regard. This they
have refused to do. If I am not misinformed, the present
Government, of which the Minister of Finance is the mouth-
piece at present, has placed a duty upon the packages since
the exit of my hon. friend from East Yoi k (Mr. Mackenzie),
and an inspection charge of 30 cents per barrel in addition.
So they have added to the duties since my hon. friend from
East York (Mr. Mackenzie) went out of power.

Sir CH&ARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman does not
mean that oit was not inspected by the late Governiment ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I mean to say that a tax of 30
cents a barrel is imposed by the Gbvernment. You can
understand that I think. The hon. membor for Lambton
(Mr. Lister) has said you must take the whole evidence of
a witness, and, referring to himself, he has said that I have
only placed part of his evidence before the House. I placed
the whole evidence of the hon. gentleman before the House;
but the hon. gentleman evaded half my case. I do not
pretend to say that I confined my case to the character and
quality of the oit as between domestic and foreign. That is
not the objection I make. It is true the hon. gentleman for
Lambton (Mr. Lister) gave his testimony. But it is on
another point that I showed that great injustice was done
towards the foreign importer, the fact that, irrespective of
the quality of the oil, the facility of transfer is so great in
one case, and the obstacles are so great in the other, as
to be equal to 20 per cent. in addition to the 100 per cent.
duty, making in ail 120 per cent. duty which the people
pay to encourage the oil producers of this country. lhe
hon. gentleman says that oit was never cheaper than it is
to-day. There is the testimony of a number of hon. gentle-
men, not only dealers but consumers, to speak as to the
quality and price. The hon. member for Mouth Middlesex
(Mr. Armstrong), as well as the hon. member for Hunting-
don (Mr. Scriver), and the county of the latter gentleman
is situated on the border, says that oil can be bought for 8
cents a gallon on one side of the line, while it is 15 conta on
this side. The fact is that there is no more flagrant act in
the tariff as it stands to-day than the question of oil, which
affects every one of the four millions and a half of people in
this Canada of ours. It is a question that I hope yet, not-
withstanding that my hon. friends in the Government have
refused to do it, will be dealt with before the Session closes
-I will not press a vote on it now-and I hope they will be
prepared to consider this matter with the view of remedying
an -ct of great injustice to the people.

Mr. CAS EY. The arrangement under discussion, as the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has shown
conclusively, is by no means the same arrangement as exist-
ed under the previous Government. It discriminates against
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the consumer in favor of the Canadian manufacturer. The
contention of the hon. member for South Middlesex (Mr.
Armstrong) is quite correct, that better oil can be obtained
in the United States than is made in Canada, and at a lower
price than in Canada. The contention of the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) is right, that the present
arrangement militates against the consumer and increases
the price to the consumer. 1, therefore, most heartily en-
dorse the demand of the hon. member for Northumberland,
that this arrangement should be rectified. The Canadian
producer is alowed to import Amorican oil in bulk and
barrel it and make an increased profit, while the wholesale
dealer, if not a producer, is not allowed the same privilege
in regard to American oil. No doubt the refusal to grant
relief, which is required in the interests of the consumer,
is owing to promises made in the oil districts during
the last campaign. I am informed that in the oil
districts other promises were made, that in East Lambton
it was promised to increaso the protection on oil in some
shape, and the Government feel that the least they can do
for East Lambton is to leave the producer of oil with all
the privileges he at present enjoys. It is the old question
of the few against the many, and a very extravagant case
of it. If protection be desirable in some instances, I do not
think it is desirable in this instance, although the principle
of protection may be admitted. I bolieve that the many
who want light-and I am sorry from the present political
complexion of this House that the majority in Canada
want more light-will be deprived of it for the benefit of
the few who produce the illuminating material. For this
reason I enter -my protest in the interests of the many
against the interests of the few.

Mr. LISTER. A word or two in regard to the remarks
of the hon. member for South Middle-ex (Mr. Armstrong).
First, as far as the question of oil is concerned : I know that
the hon. gentleman bas a large fund of information in
regard to farming and insurance matters, but he knows
nothing at all about the oil business. I am no more a pro-
tectionist than ho is. I have always taken this ground so
far as this particular industry is concerned, that it would
be improper and impolitic for this or any Government to
rudely abolish the systen which they have inaugurated.
If that is to be done, I have always held it must be donc
gradually. The bon. member for South Middlesex (Mr.
Armstrong) said Canadian oil was light and American oil
heavy. The American is light and the Canadian is heavy;
consequently, the Americans are able to take a greater quan-
tity out of the same quantity of crude than the Canadians
can obtain. But tho difficulty in Canada, as regards the
quality, bas been that the producers have had no trade
regulations. Every man who thought proper to enter
into the refining business, made oil just as ho thought
proper, for the purpose of obtaining the greatest possible
profit. To-day all the oil trado of Canada is under
trade regulations. The refiners have entered into an
agreement by which the quality of oil must be of a regu-
lar and standard quality, and the price is the very lowest
price compatible with those mon being able to live. So far
as the inanufacturers to-day are concerned, they are manu-
facturing an oil better than ever manufactured in Canada,
and an oil equal in every respect in its burning qualities to
that manufactured in the United States, and safer, so far as
inflammable qualities are concerned, than any made in the
States. The hon. gentleman has told us that thero is a duty
of 100 or 120 per cent. I say there is no such duty at-all.
The hon. gentleman will readily understand that the amount
of the duty depends on the cost of the refined article. Some-
times it is 60 per cent., sometimes 50, sometimes 70; but,
be that as it may, as far as this industry is concerned, under
the previous Administration this protection or duty, or
whatever you may ba pleased to call it, was put upon coal

Mr. Casgy.

oil, and under that duty the industry has gone on and
assumed the proportions it has attained to-day. And I may
say to hon. gentlemen that, in spite of the high pro-
tecticn which the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) speaks about, the oil industry of
Cnada to-day is in a most depressed condition. Crude
oil is worth less than 70 cents per barrel, and this is
a lower price than has been reached, except on one occasion,
in the whole history of the oil trade in this country, and
refined oil is cheaper than it ever was before. I will not
pretend to say that it is as cheap as it would be if there
was no duty upon it at all. I do say, however, that, if you
take off the duty, the Standard Refining Company have but
one object, and that is to secure the Canadian market, one
way or the other, and destroy the oil interests of Canada,
and, if they succeed in doing that, the people of Canada
would have to pay a much greater price for their oil than
they are paying to-day. This is a large industry in this
country; it is an industry belonging exclusively to Canada,
and if there is any industry which requires to be fostered in
this country it is the oil industry. I have no sympathy with
the remarks of my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) who is a free trader in corn meal, but who is a
protectionist in almost everything else, except oil.

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I must correct the hon. gentle-
man. I am a free trader in corn meal, because it is an
article of common use among the poorer classes of the
country; it is an article which cannot be grown in this
country, except to a small extent in two counties, in the
most southerly part of the country, one of them being the
county of my hon. friend from West Lambton, and the other
the county of Essex. Outside of those counties, I do not think
there is a barrel of corn meal produced for marketable pur-
poses in all Canada, and I say a tax of 40 cents a barrel
upon corn meal, an article whieh is consumed so largely by
the poorest of the poor, is an outrage. I am a free trader
in corn meal, and I would be a free trader in everything
else if we could only get free trade. I was deluded in
1878 into supporting what was then proposed-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question, question.
Mr. MITCHELL. You will get the question when I am

ready to give it to you. I say I was deluded into support.
ing the National Policy at that time. It was proposed that
there should be a maximum of something like 25 per cent.,
and in no case was it spoken of then that a duty should be
placed on such articles as flour and cern meal. I was deludel
into supporting it; I went to my county and manfully
carried out the arrangement which was made-carried out
a policy to protect our own market for our own people.
But who at that time, in the varions arguments or speeches
which were made on that su bject, ever dreamed that on some
articles in the commonest use among the poor people, we
would have a duty placed running up in some cases as high
as 100 per cent.? Whoever dreamed of putting 40 cents
on a barrel of corn meal? Certainly not I. Whoever
dreamed of putting 50 cents per barrel on flour, which the
poor people use and which they must import? Did I ever
conceive that the iron, which entera into the consumption of
every man from one end of the country to the other, should
be taxed all the way up from 50 to 90 per cent.; that the
duty on iron water and gas pipes, which the hon. gentleman
has been putting before us and altering three or four times
since the tariff was brought down, should have a duty im-
posed upon them ranging ail the way from 60 to 90 per
cent-the pipes which are nsed for varions purposes in con-
nection with building both in the city and country ? Were
such duties as these any portion of the National Policy ?
Certainly not. I have no hesitation in saying that the tariff
as amended this year is a Nova Scotia tariff, based on the
principle of building up certain localities, such as Nova Sco-
tia, at the expense of certain otlier portions of the country
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I mean to say more than this, that the tarif bas descended
into being a revenue tarif and noi purely an incidentally
protective one, and, therefore, it is one into which 1, at least
was drawn; it is a false protective tarif, carried on by the
force of the brute power which they boast on the other side.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. MITCHELL. Where am I out of order ? Is there any-

thing wrong in speaking of brute force or brute power, in
carrying through a measure?

8ome hon. MEMBEIRS. Order, ordor.

Mr. MITCHELL. Get up and state your point of order
if you want to do so. I wish to justify myself when I am
challenged with being a free trader. I am a free trader if
we can get free trade. I say we should open our arms to
the Americans if they would open their arms to us; but I
would put a reasonable protection on the industrie 3 of our
own country, if they refuse to give us access to their
markets. But I am not a protectionist to the extent of im-
posing duties of 90 or 100 per cent. on articles like these ;
on articles such as oil where there is 100 per cent. with an
additional 20 per cent. owing to the other obstructions
which are placed in the way of importation.

Mr. McMULLEN. When the hon. member for Lambton
(Mr. Lister) stated the broad fact with regard to coal oil, as
well as with regard to many other things, that once you
remove the duty and place the manufacturer here in a position
in which hewill have to compete with the American manu-
facturer, you would immediately wipe out manufacturing
inbtitutions and raise the price far beyond what it is to-day,
he was using an argument entirely fallacious. Take the
article of coal oil: in the United States to-day the consumer
is buying his coal oil at from 10 to 12J cents per gallon. I
would like to ask any hon, gentleman if he thinks that the
sixty millions of people in the United States are subject to be
imposed on to the extent of paying double the price for coal
oil, simply because by the efforts of the producers in that
country, they have managed to wipe out of existence the
producers of coal oil here. I say it is sheer rot to talk such
nonserse; and I am satisfied, if the duty was wiped out
to-morrow, our consumers would be getting their coal oil
as cheap as they are in the United States, and ot better
quality than we are now getting it. This article is one
which is consumed by the poorest classes of this country
as weli as the rich, and if you take coal oil to-day you will
find that it is sold at a price just about so far above the
American price as the amount of protection granted by
this House. Just in proportion as the protection goes up
just in proportion does the price go up, and it is, perhaps,
to day a slight fraction less than what you could import it
and pay the duty and sell it in this country. The refiners
get together and they estimate the cost of importing and
the cost of bringing the article from the other side; they
find out what it can be laid down for here, and then they add
the duty, and they say that is the price that it will be
sold for. We know that there is a combination in oil; we
know that a few years ago that combination was broken
by the refractory conduct of one individual, and I know of
persons in the retail trade who were almost ruined because
they had to sell coal oil at twelve and a balf or fifteen cents
for which thèy had paid twenty-three cents. I say it
would be the same to-morrow if you would remove the re-
strictions upon the importation, and allow it to come into
the country; you could sell it for ten or twelve cents a gal-
lon less than it sells to-day, and the contention of the hon.
gentleman that it would go away up in price is a mere
farce; there is nothing in it.

Mr. LISTER I would ask the hon. gentleman how much a
coal oil is worth to-day. Hie can buy any quantity of the c
best refined oil at 14 cents per gallon wholesale. t

Mr. McMULLEN. That may be very true, but you can
buy it in the United States for 10 cents retail.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I think it is time somebody
put in a word on behalf of the consumer of coal oil, for we
have been legislating time and again in the interest ofdiffer-
ent classes. Ail I have to say to my hon. friend for West
Lambton is, that if coal oil is so low in price to-day, it is
because there has been some little interna difficulty among
the gentlemen who control the coal oil production. It is
an open secret in the west that the coal oil ring expected
certain advantages from the Government as the result of the
recent elections. Not satisfied with em barrassing the import-
ation of American coal oil, by annoying tests and regulations,
they have practically, in tho face of the duty, added very
materially to the difficulties of introducirg it, and have
largely crowded the American coal oil out of our market ;
and it is simply by force of the fact that parties living atsome
distance from the boundary have to pay the duty before
they can get the oil; but they do pay the duty, and they
do consume that oil. I am pleased to hear from my hon.
friend from Lambton that the Canadian coal oil is so much
improved in the process of refining that it can now compete
with the American oil. If so, the manufacturers have no
great difficulty to contend with in respect to the introduc-
tion of American oil. I believe, so far as I eau learn
from experts in the busincss that there is no one single
article in our tariff so thoroughly and effectively protected
to-day as the coal oil interest of Canada, and I hope the
Finance Minister will retain sufficient backbone to decline
to make any farther concessions in the interest of that
monopoly. Those of us who have had a little experience
in past years, remember that for years the whole people
of this Dominion were taxed directly for the benefit of a
smail monopoly that controlled the whole business, and
fixed the rates just to suit themselves. Well, if they cannot
manage with a duty that seems to range from 70 to 100 per
cent. I think we had better enquire whether this is not one
of those industries which is costing us too much to protect.
I do hope the Finance Minister will not make any further
concessions to the coal oil ring in the west, and that we shall
not bo compelled to pay any further tribute for the advance-
ment of their interests.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. The hon. member for West Lambton
says I do not know anything about oil matters. Well, I can
tell him that I lived for many years in the immediate neigh-
borhood of the largest refining district in the Province of
Ontario, and kiew it thoroughly, and I will tell him what
I know about it. The manufacturers were enabled by the
tariff to form a combination, and I have seen refineries
standing stili, and not runniug a barrel from one end of the
Vear to the other. The owners of those refineries were
going about like gentlemen. They clubbed together and
lecided what refineries should run, what quantity they
should produce, and what refineries should stand still; and
he man whose refinery stood still got a share of thejoint
profits. That is what I know about oil. It is just the old
tory-wherever protection is effective, it allows a chance
for rings of that description to be formed. I am not sur-
prised at the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitehell) feeling strongly on this subject, because it
bears with peculiar hardship on his Province, and the
ther Provinces by the sea. They have not only this enor-
nous duty to pay on the oil, but they have to pay for the
mmensely long haul besides. This is just one of the at-
empts that have been made to compel the people of the
ast to trade with those of the west, and vice versâ. We
Il know how it was with coal. The Government tried to
ompel the people of Ontario to use the Nova Scotia coal,
nd the resuit was that the Ontario people used American
oal and paid the duty; and, vice versd, they tried to compel
he people of the Maritime erovinces to buy Ontario grain,
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and they bought the American grain, and paid the duty
The fact of the matter is that whenever you try to fighi
against geograpby, you fight a losing battle. The hon
member for West Lambton says that the oil industry is very
much depressed just now. That is very easily accounted
for. The fact is there are twelve men trying to get a living
where there is a living for only one or two, and the Govern
ment are trying to boister them up and to help them to do
it, and make the poor consumer pay the cost of it.

Mr. BOWELL. I wish to call attention to the fact tl4at
the fees have not been changed since 1879, and the restric-
tions as to the importation of coal oil are also contained in
the original Act. Neither is the duty on packages much
more than formerly. It is, I think, 20 per cent. The duty
on barrels was 25 per cent., but that was changed to a
specific duty in order to avoid difficulties which arose in
connection with the ad valorem duty.

Mr. SCRIVER. It was increased 10 per cent., because
the duty of 20 per cent. on barrels valued at 81.50 was 30
cents, and it is 40 cents now.

Mr. BOWELL. I ho duty was put on barrels, in some
cases, at a valuation of $2; the contention was that the
val uation should be $81.50, and not $2.

Mr. SCRIVER. The hon. Minister must not contend that
the duty was 25 per cent., because I am certain it was 20.
I have seen a great many invoices, and never was the value
put at more than $1.50.

Mr. BOWELL. That was one of those anomalies which
existed in the Customs Act. If a barrel was brought in plain,
or as a pork barrel, it paid 25 per cent. If it were ruled as
a package it came in under the package clause-and I am
not sure that the hon. gentleman is not correct-it paid 20
per cent. But I merely rose to point out that the fees
were not changed on these articles.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not objecting to the fees; but
what I mean to say is that 120 per cent. advantage given to
the domestie oil men is an obstruction in the way of the
foreign man importing in bulk, and that is what I want to
see removed as a matter of fairnesq, and it is something I
am sure the House will realise, and that the country will
think ought to be done.

Committee rose and reported amendments.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the amendments

made in committee be read the second time and con-
curredia.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like the Minister of Finance,
now that he has heard the opinion of the House, and a
pretty general opinion, in favor of reconsidering the matter,
whether he will take it into consideration.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman knows
that it could not enter into this Bill anyway, because it
belongs to another Department, the Department of Inland
Revenue. The subject will receive the consideration of the
Government during the recess when they will have mo're
time to investigate it.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is something.
Mr. BROWN. I was ont of the House for a few moments

when the intimation was made that the export duty on elm
logs had been dropped. i now ask the permission of the
Hanse to make a few remarks, and to express the hope that
the Government have not dropped the question entirely,
but will certainly fully enquire into the matter during recess.
One of the most important debates, perhaps, that has
taken place in this House was on the question of the-export
duty on elm log@. It was shown that a very large interest
was affected by that duty, and that that interest deserved as
much protection as any other in Canada. Upwards of

Mr. ARMSTRO NG.

. $1,000,000 are invested in the manufacture of elm logs.
t These loge go in the United States free of duty, and our own

people are confronted with the manufactured article made
from their own logs by the Americans, while they have to

1 pay a heavy duty, under the American tariff, when
they send the manufactured articles there. Why this
export duty has been dropped is more than I can
understand. The whole interest of the community in
which these elrn logs are manufactured is wrapped
up in the export duty. When the first mills were
started for the manufacture of materials fron elrn logs, the
price for the logs was 82.50 per 1,000 feet. Now that the
mills at work number thirty-five, $6 are paid. In those
parts of the country where there are no mills, the Americans
get the logs at $3.50 per thousand. This shows that where
mills are started the price is increased, and the farmera
who furnish the logs are consequently benefited. This
industry gives employment to a great many farmers' sons
and keeps them in our own country, instead of letting
them seek employment in a foreign country. The export
duty which should be put on would give a fresh impetus to
the trade, American manufacturers would remove their
mills to Canada, and thus put a very much larger amount
of money in circulation. Now, however, by letting the logs
go free to the United States, we will greatly injure one of
the most important industries of the country. I earnestly
hope that the Government will take the matter into serions
consideration. I havéèno hesitation in saying that they have
been misinformed as to the duty, and I must express a great
deal more than my regret to find that the duty bas
been dropped. It is in the recollection of hon. gentlemen
on both sides that, when this subject came up, hon. gentle-
men, whose opinions I should suppose were of a character
that would lead thern to be considered as the first opinions
of the land, spoke strongly on the subject, and now, in case
it may be supposed it is not a farmer's question, I make the
assertion, which I can prove, that where there are no mills
the farmers get only $3.50, whereas, where there are mills
they get 86 a 1,000. I speak warmly on this subject, be.
cause I think this great interest has not been regarded
aright in the great question of the National Policy. I yield
to no man in my support of the National Policy, but it is not
complote unless extended to an industry like the elm log
business, and Ihope the Government will not drop the subject.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I aw not surprised at tho
warmth of my hon. friend, because, after a very animatel
discussion, the Government decided to impose the duty of
$1 upon elm logs, and my hon. friend and the numerous
gentlemen who take a very strong interest in having the
duty imposed have reason to be disappointed at the change
of front that is indicated by the withdrawal of the resolu-
tion. I may say, however, that among all the complicated
questions that have come before me, and with the evidence
that has been submitted for the consideration of the G>v- -
errnment, there bas been, perhaps, noue in which it bas beu
more difficult to arrive at a decision as to what is required
in the interests of the largest number of people.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I thought yon understood log
rolling.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is just where the hon.
gentleman has made the mistake. We are so incapable of
being instructed in relation to log rolling, that we have
been moving first in one direction and thon in another. As
I have said, the Government came to the conclusion that
there was a doubt as to the direction in which the in-
terests of the greatest number prevailed in relation t-> this
question, and it was wiser, under thess circumstanoc3, not
to take a stop in advance that might prive tobe an errone-
ous step. We have, therefore, been obliged to ask the com-
mittee to strike out its decision to impose a duty of S a1a
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thousand upon elm loge in order that, during the recess of
Parliament, we might advise ourselves as to the best
course to be taken in the public interest in regard to this
question. I may say to my hon. friend that the Govern.
ment will address itself assiduously during reces to the
consideration of that question, and to the collection of snch
information as will enable them, in view of all the facto and
intereste concerned, to decide what course is best in the
public interest.

Mr. CASEY. Is it during his residence in England that
my hon. friend will consider the question ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no log rolling there.
Mr. CHARLTON. I am glad the Government hesitated

before imposing this duty. The section of Canada where
elm is produced for export is chiefly in the west. This
duty is in the interest of the mill owners and manufacturers,
and would operate to the detriment of every man who owns
land. The export and sale of loge is the source of revenue
to the farmers of the district, and this duty would have the
effect of cheapening to the mille the cost of the raw mate-
rial at the expense of the farmer. It would injure a great
many settlers for the benefit of a very few manufacturera.
The hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) telle us that
loge are exported to the United States, and that
the articles manufactured from them are brought
back to Canada and sold here. The duties imposed
on the manufactured articles, and the cost of trans-
portation of the loge and of the manufactured articles, ought
to be sufficient protection to enable our manufacturers to
compete with the Americans. lowever, the broad question
is this: The duty asked for by those who wish for the
imposition of it is calculated to benefit a very few indivi-
duals. It is a duty which is to be levied at the cost of a
great mumber of individuals. Every farmer, having elm
loge on his land, is interested in having the best price for
those loge. It is in their interest that the Government have
taken the action they have, and, if they examine into the
matter, I believe they will find that the balance of advan-
tage is in favor of the great number of the farmers, who
have a hard struggle in a new country, and are entitled to
get the best price they can obtain for the loge which they
remove in the process of clearing.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). In regard to this question of
elm logs, which seems te agitate my friend from H.amilton
(Mr. Brown), I may inform him that it is simply a local
question affecting the western peninsula of Ontario, and I
think that anyone who, by petition or deputation, endeavors
to interfere with that matter, disregards the courtesy which
is due to the members from that district. If my hon. friend
had told me what he intended to do in his zeal for legisla-
tion, I would have been glad to wait on the Prime Minister
with him and argue the question out before the Prime
Minister. This does not very seriously affect the city of
Hamilton, and, if the hon. gentleman feels that it does, I
am quite willing that the city of Hamilton should be
exempted, and that there should bi a duty on elm trees
growing in the city of Hamilton when cut into logs.
There is an ample protection for the Canadian mili man,
in this: that the American buyer bas to haul the loge
to the Detroit River or Lake St. Clair, has to have
them rafted across to the Michigan shore, and then
tliey have to be hauled to the Michigan mill, and the cost
of that haulage is an ample protection to the Canadian mill
man. Every cent of duty placed on loge would be a direct
lose to the farmer who has the loge for sale, and would be so
much additional money in the pockets of the mill men. I
happen to have a letter which L received before the Govern-
ment had decided not to impose the duty, from an old man
in that part of the country, and I think that letter telle the
story pretty plainly. He says: t

"In the list of tarif changes I find a duty of $1 per thousand feet on
apruce and elm logo. The duty on spruce logs is a myth, as we do not
export any, but the duty on elm loge is perfectly infamous. It lO juat Si
out of the pockets of the hard-working settlers who are clearing up the
land and trying te make a home for themselves and families, and trust-
ing te the elm to help them to clear up the lands. Why the Minister of
P'inance should listen te every har py whe wauta to prey on hm neighbor
is put my comprehension. ed krnows the taxes are high enough on
everything we buy, but if the Government are going te tax what we
have te sell, pity poor Canada."
I resented the manner in which the duty was imposed by
the Government after a pledge being made to me that no
sncb duty would be imposed. Without my being consulted,
without anything further being said to me, this export duty
was decided on, and I am glad the Government have
exercised their own good sense and judgment, and have not
taken the advice of those who are not interested in any way
in this matter, and that they have concluded not to impose
such a tax on the farmers of the district which I have the
honor to represent.

Mr. BERGIN. My hon. friend from Essex (Mr. Patter.
son) is much mistaken if be supposes that it is only in the
western peninsula of Ontario, that elm loge are produced.
There is as much el m and better elm grown in eastern
Ontario than in Essex. The harpies of whom ho speaks I
know nothing of, but the letter which he read, and which
lie seems to endorse, is a total condemnation of the policy
that he bas been supporting for past years in this House.
I cannot help expressing my surprise that any hon. gen-
tleman who has given the support which he has during
years past to the National Policy should read with expres.
sions of approval sncb a letter as lie has read here to-day,
and I-do not think that, in reference to the gentlemen-I
was one of them-who waited upon the Government asking
in the interests of our constituents, in the interests of the
producers of elm loge in this country, that a duty
should be imposed, lie should have spoken of us in that
way. We had, I think, as perfect a right to consult
and to advise the Government as to the course they
should pursue as he had to advise privately and ask
them not to impose the duty. The hon, gentleman seeme
to think he is the only person who has the privilege of
finding fault with the Government of this country when.
they do not do what they are asked. We who waited on
the Government in reference to this matter are the people
who have a right to find fault with them, and not the
member for Essex (Mir. Patterson), because, though they
gave no such pledge to us as they gave to him, they said
they would take the matter into consideration, and they
brought before the House and passed a resolution imposing
the duty, and now we are asked to go back on that. I do
not think that is right, and I think that, after taking our
advice, and taking the action they did, it ought to have
been tried for one year, and not withdrawn without
further consultation with us. That is the only point on
which I agree with the hon. gentleman in finding fault with
the Government. It is a right I do not often exercise, but
I feel called upon to use it to-day.

Mr. DAWSON. I know something about the duty of pine
logs, tbough I do not know so much in reference to the duty
on elm. The duty of S2 per thousand feet B.M. imposed on
pine loge has had a very good effect in the district I have
Lhe honor to represent. It has led to the erection of new
saw mille at Little Carrent, Spanish River, Mississagua
River and Thessalon River, and all that from the impoesi-
tion of a duty of $2 a thousand ou pine saw logs. They
do not take them across now and saw them on the
)ther side, but we have the advantage of the sawing on
our side, which gives employment to large numbers of work-
men. There is not one of these large mille but employs 200
or 300 work men from one end of the year to the
ther, and certainly a policy which does that, which gives
he manufacturing of the logs and the lumber to our own
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country, and gives employment to the laboring classes, is
in conformity to the policy the Government has adopted.
With regard to elm logs, I cannot see why the same policy
should not be adopted. Porhaps there may be something
exceptional with regard to elm, but I believe that, if,
by imposing a duty on elm logs, you could lead to their
manufacture in the country, it would be to the advantage
of the country. My opinion is that it would be to our
advantage to increase the duty on pine logs instead of
reducing it, and also to impose a duty on all unmanufac-
tured lumber going into the United States, so that we might
have the advantage of manufacturing it here.

Bill reported.
Sir CII ARLES TUPPER moved the third reading of the

Bill.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would ask the hon. gentleman

to allow this to stand till to-morrow, as there will be some
discussion on it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Very well.
Mr. PERLEY (Ottawa). I cannot allow this question to

go on without expressing my views upon it. I appreciate
the excellence of the remarks made by the hon. member for
Hamilton (Mr. Brown) in reference to the protection oflogs
manufactured in this country. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that
the sawing of this elm lumbor costs at least $3 a thousandy
and I submit that, on the principle of protection that this
country has adopted, wc are bound to carry out the principle
so far as to extend protection to the labor that is expended
on the sawing of those logs. I ara sur prised to hear from
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mir. Cbarlton) that the
expense of getting ont those logs is equal to the duties that
we have to pay on lumber entering the American market.
I am surprised to hear hon. gentlemen advocate that these
logs should be sawn upon the other aide of the line, instead
of advocating a protection to the labor of this country
employed in the manufacture of those loge. The cost of
manufacture, the cost of sawing, and the duties which we
have to pay to enter the American market, is at least 85 a
thousand, and out of that sum $3 a thousand would be the
least cost of sawing the lumber and getting it ready for the
markot of this country.

Some hon. MEMBE liS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. I must remind the hon. gentleman that

there is now no question before the House.
Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. The Bill is not to be read the

third time until to-morrow, when the hon. member will have
full opportunity of discussing it.

SLUPPLEMiENTARY ESTIMIATES.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER presented a Message from Ris
Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows:-
LANSDOWNE.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons the addi-
tional Supplementary Estimates of the amounts required for the service
of Canada, for the year expiring 30th June, 1888; and, in accordance
with the provisions of "The British North America Act, 1867," he recom-
mends these Estimates to the House of Gommons.
GOYERNIMENT HOUSE,

OTrAwA, 20th June, 1887.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER move: that His Excellency's
Message, with Estimates, be referred to the Committee of
Supply.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DAVIES. Would the hon. gentleman state the

amount of these Estimates ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The amoant chargeable toi

capital is $300, and to Consolidated Fund, 887,375.83.
Mr. DAWSON.

Mr. MITCHELL. I might ask the Finance Minister if
this completes the Estimates?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope so.

PENSION FUND SOCIETIES.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 52) to
empower the employés of incorporated Companies to estab.
lish Pension Fund Societies.

(In the Committee).

Mr. MILLS. I would ask the promoter of this Bill
whether it is intended to confer these powers simply on
companies incorporated under Acts of the Parliament of
Canada, or whether it is intended to conter them upon all
companies, whether incorporated by this Parliament or not ?

Mr. HALL. By the action of the Committee of Banking
and Commerce, the provisions of the Bill were restricted to
companies incorporated by the Parliament of Canada.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

TH REATS, INTIMIDATIONS AND OFFENCES.

Mr. THOMPSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.
162) to amend the Revised Statutes, chapter 173, respecting
threats, intimidation and other offences.

Mr. CURRAN. Before this Bill passes its second reading
I have a few observations to offer that have been suggested
by persons who are deeply interested in this legistation.
There is no person in this community who is not anxious
that proper protection should be given to every one who
desires to work in any particular branch of trade, industry
or any occupation whatever, whether it be in the occupation
supposed to be referred to in the present legislation or any
other-I believe it will be generally admitted that there is
no organisation in this country that is not anxious to see
such laws enacted as will enable every man to enjoy the
greatest freedom. At the same ti me I believe there will be
something that may be considered invidious, not so much,
perhaps, in the present Bill, as in other legislation sought to
be imposed; and in the present Bill there are some points to
which I desire to draw the attention of the House in order
that amendments may be made so as to make the law
unobjectionable. The Minister proposes that:

" Every person who unlawfully and by force or threats or any other
means, hinders or prevents or attempts to hinder or prevent any seaman,
stevedore, ship carpenter, ship laborer or other person employed to
work at or on board any ship or vessel, or to do any work connected
with the loading or unloading thereof, from working at or exercising
any lawful trade, business, calling or occupation in or for which he is so
employed, or beats, or uses any violence to, or makes any threat against
any such person with intent to hinder or prevent him froin working at
or exercising the sarne, or on account of his having worked at or exer-
cised the same, shali, onsummary conviction before two justices of the
peace, be liable to imprisonment, with hard labor, for any terna not
exceeding three monthe."

Ihere is, as has already been pointed ont to this House, a
distinction of some importance in connection with the threats
that are referred to in this clause in contradistinction to the
larguage used in other clauses of the Act sought to be
amended. The threats, if we take clause 12, are threats
of violence. I do not see why in the present clause sought
to be amended the same language should not be used in section
10, as in other sections. There is an addition in this clause
of the words, "or any other means." I do not conceive
that this is a desirable addition to the law as it now stands.
In fact, if we refer to section 13 of the Revised Statutes,
the next section to that which is now sought to be
amended, and in which these words are sought to be intro-
duced, we find that all the means are enumerated there that
may be resorted to in order to prevent in any way persons
from working. We read as follows
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" (a.) Uses violence te such other person, or his wife or children, or

injures his property; b.) Intimidates such other person, or his wife or
children, by threats cf asing violence to him, her or any of them, or of
injuring his property; (c.) Persistently follows such other person about
from lace te place; (I.) Hides any tools, clothes or other property
owne or used by such other person, or deprives him or hinders him in
the use thereof ; (e.) Follows such other person with one or more per-
Bons in a disorderly manner in or through any street or road; or (f.)
Besets or watches the bouse or any other place where such other person
resides or works or carries on business or happens te be."
The law contains all this enumeration already, and I do net
think, after due consideration, that the Minister of Justice
will ask that the words " or any other means " after such a
general sweeping enumeration should be left in the amend.
ment now before the House. I believe also, with those
who have been in communication with me, members of
trade organisations, that the word " se " before the word
" attempts " should bu inserted; that is to say, that the
attempt must be made by force or violence. In this clause
which is sought to bu amended, the Minister of Justice
wishes to strike out the word "usually." For my
part I cannot see that to strike out this word would
make the law any stronger than at present. The
striking out the word "usually " is strongly objected
to, and, therefore, I would point ont to the Minister of Jus-
tice that the word " usually " being left in the law will not
in any way weaken the force of the amendment he is seek-
ing to introduce. I am asked by an hon. member why do
we object te it. We say the law covers al( the charges
already, and therefore the change proposed should not bu
made. If we take the persons enumerated in the law as it
exists now, we find that this section which refers to persons
on board ship speaks of : " seamen, stevedores, ship carpen-
ters, ship laborers, or any other person usually working at or
on board any ship or vessel." It has been contended that
this law does not cover persons who come for the first time
to work on board a ship. I do not think that such a con-
tention can hold for one moment. The captain who bas
just received his documents placing him over a vessel
goes for the first time on board that ship, and cer-
tainly that law would protect him although in common par-
lance ie bas net been usually on board the ship. The same
thing applies to a mate or a seaman who has just signed
the articles and engaged on the vessal. So with respect te
stevedores. That designation covers all persons who are
engaged in loading or unloading a vessel in port. He is a
person usually employed in loading or unloading a vessel.
The law does net apply to any particular vessel but to vessels
generally, and when we say officers who are usually em.
ployed on board a vessel, we cover a whole class of persons,
whomsoever they may be, who are engaged in any way in
or about the vessels in question. I contend, therefore, that
the word " usually" should bu left in the law as it now stands.
I contend, also, that the words "threats of violence," which
are net contained in the latter part of the amendment, should
bu introduced as in the first part of the section. Those who
have been in communication with me also desire to bring
under the consideration of the Minister of Justice that, if
possible, a fine should be imposed instead of imprisonment.
The present law states that any person offending against
this section, shall be liable to imprisonment and bard labor
for any term not exceeding three months. I am under the
impression that there is no change now made in the law by
the measure submitted by the hon. Minister of Justice in
this respect. I would, therefore, ask that the words " of
violence " bu added after " threat " ; that the word " so "
bu introduced in the second line after the word " or "; that
the word " usually " bu left in the law, as it covers every
case which can possibly come up, and that the words "er
any other means " bu obliterated altogether, as tending in
no way to improve the legislation now on our Statute-
book.

Mr. DENISON. As the hon. member for Montreal
Centre (Mr. Curran), has placed before the louse the views

of the workingmen's associations fully, I shall occupy the
time of the House but for a moment. I have been requested,
however, to read a few telegrams which have been received
here on behalf of some labor organisations, and although I
think they are unduly alarmed over the changes which are
proposed to bu made, and take too serious a view of the
matter, it is only fair that I should read those tolegrama
to the House. I am informed that the telegram to which
the following telegram is an answer, was one which in-
cluded all tho changes proposed to be made in the law :

"To D. J. O'DoNoGeUE, 'ToRoNTo, lth June, 1887.

" Ottawa.
" The following unanimously pas3ed'to-night
" That whereas it has ju3t come to our knowledge that a Bill has been

introduced by the Government at Ottswa in lieu of Bill recently intro-
duced by Amyot, directed against Quebec ship laborers, &c., in which
the rights and privileges of said organisation are menaced, be it re-
solved : That we, the Toronto Trade and Labor Council do stron 1
condemn and emphatically protest against the passage of said
believing that although ostensibly directed to this partictlar branch of
industry it is practically a direct blow at the rights and privileges of
organised labor throughout the whole Dominion.

"G. HARRIS,
" President, T. T. J, L. C."

Thon there is the following one from Woodstock :-
" WooDsTocK, 18th June, 1887.

" To D. J. O'DoNoGHua,
" Ottawa.

"DEÂA Si,-District Assembly, 138, sends her most em hatie protest
against the Bill introduced by the Government with regard to labor on
ship board and sincerely hopes it will never become law.

" J. WATFORD,
" Di8trict Master Workman."

The following is from Oshawa :-
"OsHAwA, 18th June, 1887.

" To D. J. O'DoNoaiuE,
" Ottawa.

"Enter protest on behalf of Oshawa Trades Council against Govern-
ment Bill regarding threats, molestation and other offences. Will write
to.night.

" JAMES R. BROWN,
"t Secretary."

And the following is from St. Thomas :-

To D. J. O'DoNoQHE, CIBT. TioxAs, 18th June, 1887.

" Ottawa.
"Local Assembly, 4322, Knights of Labor, St. Thomas, protest against

the passing of Bill introduced yesterday by Government referring to in-
timidation.

" ALEX. HESS,
" Master Work man."

Mr. ELLIS. I will not enter upon a discussion of the
words which it is proposed to insert, "lor any other means,"
further than to say that it wili form a most objectionable
proceeding from my point of view, with regard to matters
of this kind. I shall not discuss the question of labor and
capital, but I am of opinion that the laboring men of the
country are driven pretty much to the wall under the l is-
lation we now have, and this would tend further te shat
them ont from their rights. I will support the motion of
the hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran).

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think we should hear from
the Minister of Justice the reasons why the Government
have thought it necessary te introduce this Bill.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I regret exeed ingly that the
Minister of Justice has deemed it necessary to introduce a
measure of this kind at this period of the Session. Had
there been any necessity for such legislati on it certainly
ought te have been brought in when we would have had an
opportunity of having information from all parts of the
country, from parties who are interested, or likely to be
interested, in anyway by legislation of this kind, so that
they could have made representations on the subject to the
Government and the House. I fally agree with the state-
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ments made by the hon. member for Montreal Contre (Mr.
Curran). No great inconvenience bas been felt under the
present law, in the greater portion of the Dominion of
Canada. There may be some isolated places where diffi-
culty bas been experienced, but, if that has been the case,
it must be due to a great extent to laxity in putting the
existing law in oporation. And I do not see that, becanse
those who were charged with seeing the law executed have
not done their duty, we should, therefore, pass a Bill at the
present time which would reflect upon an organisation
which really is not deserving of censure of this kind. I
cannot see for the life of me, in eeading over the
clause, why the presont law should not afford the Tnecessary
protection for the parties interested, as it is sufficiently
stringent, if properly carried ont, and suffiieently provides
for the punishment of any evil doers. If the amendment
passes with the proposed words, " or any other means," none
of us will be safe, whether we belong to these labor organisa-
tions or not. If we happen to be around where danger is
going on, we are liable to be arrested, tried before three
magistrates, and without hositation committed to prison for
three months. I am rather surprised at the Minister of Justice
introducing such a measure, I thought he had a kinder
heart than to do such an injustice to those citizens who may
happen by chance to come in the way where a charge could
be preferred against them. Why is this resolution directed
against the labor organisations ? Was it thought necessary
for the wealthy capitalists? I say that it is an injustice
and an insult on the hard-laboring, industrious classes in the
various parts of the Dominior. If there have been diffi-
culties in Quebec, they have not been caused by the labor
organisations there, but they must be owing to somo other
reason. We have not heard of difficulties in other
places than in Quebec ; and surely all tho labor organisations
from one end of the Dominion to the other should not have
a slur cast upon them by legislation of this kind. What does
the Minister of Justice mean by the words, " or any other
means ?" Doos that phrase embrace all classes of offences?
It is too comprehensive altogether; we should place no
such power as that on the Statute-book. I, therefore, feel
strongly that this Bill ought not to become law at the
present time. If there have been difficulties, they should
have been brought before the House at an earlier period. It
is unfair at this stage of the Session, when we have no
opportunity of letting the whole country know the nature
ot the legielation that is now proposed, to spring this Bill
upon us. I think the hon. Minister should not press the
Bill at present, but he should put in force the laws at present
on the Statute-book, which I think are sufficiently strin-
gent. I for one will oppose the Bill.

•Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It seems to me that only a
very serious matter can justify a Bill of this kind being in-
troduced in the closing days of the Session. There have
been no complaints before the House, and no serions trouble
in any part of the Dominion, to require what looks to me
like special legislation. I could not help thinking that it
was invidious in its nature, when I examined the 12th clause
in the Act, which I did beforehthe hon. member for Montreal
Centre (Mr. Carran) spoke. There is a great deal, I think,
in the contention that that clause of the Statute, if invoked,
would enable every ono to engage such labor as ho saw fit.
It does seem to me that the Bill, directed against a special
class, and providing that " by any other means " they may
be dealt N ith and punished, is a very strong provision, and
I think the Minister will have to give us some strong reason
for asking us to adopt this provision. That term, " by any
other means," looks as if it were intended to cover some
things not covered in section 12 of the Act, and looking at
that section, I think almost every means one can think of
is mentioned there. Will that phrase, " any other*means"
prevent anyone from joining a society ? Questions like

Mr. WILSON (Elgin).

that arise, and I think the Minister should give as an explan-
ation of what he means by that phrase. It does seem to
me that there is no information before the House that war-
rants us in adopting this legislation at this time. Unless
some good cause can be assigned for it, it appears to me
that the Bill had botter be left over.

Mr. THOMPSON. There is nothing of a very dangerous
character in this Bill, and I am sure some of the objections
taken this afternoon will be entirely-rernoved if the hon.
gentlemen who have raised them will read the Bill. The
hon. member for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson), for instance, said
that this Bill was aimed at an honest, industrious laboring
class. Will he tell me what class it is aimed at, and what
class it affects ? It affects no class whatever excepting a
class of criminals who try to prevent other people, by
threats or violence, from doing work which they have a
right to do. Now, there is a complete misconception about
the particular words of the Bill that have been criticised.
I admit that the clause is not as precisely drawn as it might
bave been. The expression which the hon. gentleman has
taken sncb exception to, "or any other means," is entirely
qualified by the word " unlawfully," and the Bill is, there-
fore, only aimed at persons who unlawfully, by force or
threats, or any other means--

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Not as it stands.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). With deference to the Min-

ister, it does not so strike me. Of course I am not a lawyer.
Mr. THOMPSON. I have no hesitation in saying that

the only construction ià bears is that which I state.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If you leave out the word
"and " af ter the word " unlawfully."

Mr. THOMPSON. There is no offence unless two things
are conbined, it must be done unlawfully, and it must be
done by force or threats or any other means. However, as
the hon. momber for Montreal Centre has called my atten-
tion to it, and has prossed -upon me the consideration that
the Bill is to be administered by justices of the peace who
may not be skilled in questions of interpretation, I have no
objection to make its meaning plainer. The purpose of
the Bill, as I explained in introducing it, is not to bring under
the ban of the criminal law what was not under the ban of
that law before, but to remove technical difficulties in tho
present law. I arn willing to qualify the word "threats " by
adding the words " of violence," and to strike out the words
" or any other means;" although I think the Bill only refers
to unlawful means, so as to make the law plain to magistrates
who have to administer it. As for the Bill being aimed at
any particular laboring classI have merely to say that the
Bill is completely silent on that question. It leaves to
every laboring class its rights; but it says that whether
a man usually works on board of a vessel or is brought
there temporarily, bis life and liberty, his property and
person shall be under the protection of the law. I do not
think it altera the sense of the law, but our attention was
called to these matters under these circumstances. It is
true, a special case bas arisen in the city of Quebec,
many persons think, for much more stringent and coercive
legislation than now exists. I declined to ask Parliament
to increase the penalties or to change the procedure under the
present law; but in that connection our attention was called
to the fact that the protection against violence was only
afforded to those whose usual occupation was to work on
board vessols; in other words one whose usual occupation
was that of a seaman or a stevedore would be completely
under the protection of the law, while another man,
accustomed to labor at another occupation, if taken on
board a ship to labor, was not protected against threats or
violence. That is an honest occupation in which any man has
a right to engage. One man is entitled to protection from
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violence ae much an another, and that is the reason I ask
to strike out the word "usually" lin the Act. Then it
wascalled to our attention, in the same connection, that
there was no provision for this case, that, while the present
law made it penal to threaten with violence any man
who did work on board a vessel, while he was working or
going to work, there was nothing to make it more serions
than an ordinary assault and battery to commit violence
against a person on account of his having so worked. The
labor organisation to which the hon. member for Elgin (Mr.
Wilson) referred as an honest, industrious laboring class,
distinctly, and very properly, repudiated any sympathy
whatever with the offences which this Bill aims at. They
say they are not anxious at all that there should be any
loop-hole for pe sons to escape out of, who offend against
their fellow workmen by violence or by threats of violence,
and, therefore, they are not in any way aimed at by this
BillI; but the person at whom it is aimed are those who
should nDt be at liberty to molest or assault a man after
he has done his work, on account of his having worked
at a particular vessel or port. The labor organisations
have a perfect right, a right recognised by law, to refuse
to admit into their society persons not usually following
their line of business, and to expel from their society
persons who infringe their by-laws. and work contrary to
their regulations; but they properly disclaim any right
whatever to interfere by molestation with the persons
or property of their fellow citizens. Against persons
outside of their organisations, who are willing to commit
acts of violence against laboring men of this kind, the law
should be made effective and operative. I am willing to
admit, however, until some stronger case has been a made
out, we ought not to ask Parliament to increase the
penalties.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman says these organisa-
tions have the power to admit and to expel certain persons.
That is one of the rights these labor organisations possess,
and its exorcise in a way to prevent any member working
on board a vessel might have been construed, under the
original clause of that Act, as criminal. Now, that the hon.
gentleman has removed that section by another means, I
admit that difficulty is removed to some xtent. At the
same time, it appears to me it is a questionable proceeding
to deal with one branch of the labor subject this afternoon,
without considering the case more fully in its general
aspects. As regards the community from which I come, we
never had trouble with the laboring classes. They have
never interfered with or prevented any man discharging his
duty, i'h a proper, legitimate way. It appears to me this
Act is almost a stigma against ail those organisations that
have hitherto preserved quite an orderly obedience
to the law, and it would loak as if this Parliament re-
cognised the necessity of dealing with them in a more
stringent manner, than appears to be called for by the
the occasion to which the hon. gentleman referred. The
labor class would hardly recognise the necessity for this
Bill, although the change which has been made in it, has
made it lessobjectionable than it was.

Mr. MILLS. I do not see myself that the hon. gentleman
has made out a case for changing the law, nor do I under-
stand him to point out very distinctly what offences may ho

-committed by persons who are combined in this way that
are not met by the law as il stands. The law says "every
person who by force, thrests, or any other means, hindere
or prevails, or atte mpts to hinder or prevail." At thesame
time, a person may have a civil remedy against the party
who interferes with one in his employ, and who persuades
him to break his contractor abandon the enterprise in which
he is engaged. In cases, it seems to me, where the
parties used persuasion or used other means than
intimidation, or threats, or acta of violence, the

party who is wronged or injured ought to be left to
his civil remedy. "Every person who unlawfully, by force
or by threats, or by any other means, hinders or prevails,
or attempts to hinde r or prevail "- Now, a person may at-
tompt to hinder or prevail by persuasion. He may under-
tako to bribe a party or to convince him that ho can find
more profitable employment elsewhere, and in this way a
magistrate, interpreting that law, would hold that the party
came within its provisions. It seems to me, it is not enough
that he should prevent or hinder, but he should do so by in-
timidation or violence, in order to commit an offence that
would justify criminal proccedings being taken against
him. I am not going into a discussion of all the changes

made, but I think the hon. gentleman has not succeeded in
showing that the law of the country is defective as a crim-
inal statute, and that these changes are necessary.

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

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 6 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 21st June, 188i.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYzas.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. CHIARLTON. Is it intended that the report of the
Debates Committee should be considered to-day or to-mor-
row ?

Mr. DESJA RDINS. I could not make any motion now
except by the consent of the House.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The report does not disclose
what the evidence is. We have heard rumours about the
louse, and it has been reported to me that there is no

ground for complaint of which the Speaker or anyone else
can take cognisance. If the House is disposed to lay down a
rule-and I do not say that it would not be proper-then
there would be something of which parties might take cog-
nisance of, but, as far as I know, there is no rule and there
bas been no violation of any rule.

Mr. SPEAKER. -This is not the time to discuss the
question.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I understand that there is no.
thing disclosed in the report, giving any information on the
subject.

Mr. SPEAKER. When the motion is made to adopt the
report it may be discussed on that question.

DIVORCE-RELIEF OF SUSAN ASH.
Mr. SIALL moved that the Bill (No. 135) for the relief

of Susan Ash (from the Senate) be placed on the Orders of
the Day for a third reading.

Mr. DAVIES. I, for one, would not consent to that, un.
less the hon. gentleman will assent to the amendment
which was moved before.

Mr. SMALL. That depends on what the solicitors for the
petitioner will say. I have no objection, as far as I am con-
cerned; but there can be no objection taken to this motion,
which is according to the rules of the House.

Motion agreed to, on a division.
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PRINTING COMMITTEE'S REPORT.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I would move, if there is no objec-
tion, the adoption of the report of the Joint Committee on
.Printing. It is only a matter of form.

Sir IIECTOR LANGEVIN. I think my hon. friend will
do as well to allow it to appear on the Notice paper, and
move it to-morrow.

PRIVILEGE-DEBATES REPORT.

Mr. WATSON. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I wish to call the attention of the House to a telegramfrom
Ottawa, published in the Manitoba Sun, and headed:
"Scarth's Troubles," and which I will read :

" Before the Debates Committee this morning, Scarth had a shorthand
reporter of the Hansard examined, with a view of ascertaining if the
notes had been ta:mpered with on the evening of the disallowance
debate, when Scarth denied what Watson was saying respecting a tele-
gram received from Sir John. Scarth maintained that a mistake had
been made in the report, and a most annoying one, too. He repeated
that what he did deny was just what I telegraphed to the Sun a few
days afterwards, when he arose in the House and made the correction.
He said he had just as good an ear as flansard men, and his understand-
ing of what was said had been borne out by many friends on both sides
of the House. A number of the members of the committee made ex-
planations-

Mr. SPEAKER. Would the hon. gentleman just state
what is his question of privilege-because it is evident to
every hon. gentleman, that newspaper articles ought not to
be allowed to be read here, except when it appears to the
House that there is a question of privilege involved, which
question must first be stated to the House, and then the
fHouse will say if it is a question of privilege, or not.

Mr. WATSON. The question of privilege is in relation
to statements I made in a speech, before this House, on the
disallowance debate. I am nearly done reading--

" and Scarth agreed to accept it--"
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has not answered

my question. I request him to state what is the question
of privilege. If it is only to state that what is contained
in that paper corroborates his statement, that cannot be
allowed. If ho wisbes to say that the paper had said cer-
tain things which are, in his opinion, a breach of bis privi-
lege as a member of this House, I shall allow him to go on,
but not otherwise.

Mr. WATSON. I maintain that what has been said in
this flouse is reflecting on me and on what I have stated in
this House. I think I have a right to state as a question of
privilege that the statements that are going abroad in
reference to my speech on the disallowance question, are
misrepresenting the proceedings that took place in this
House. Now, the article I read would give the public to
understand that the Committee of the Debates had made
explanations to satisfy the member for Winnipeg (Mr.
Searth), and that possibly a mistake was made by the
Bansard in reporting my speech on the disallowance ques-
tion. The denial that the member for Winnipeg refers to
here, when ho states that he got up on the floor of the
House and denied the correctuess of the statement, doos not
refer to my speech at all. The hon. gentleman rose to a
question of privilege on May 30th, with reference to an
article that appeared in the Globe newspaper, but not with
regard to the Debates at all. I rise for the purpose of
stating to this House that the statements made by myself
in the debate on the disallowance question, and which the
hon. member rose in the House and objected to, are reported
correctly. I do not wish anything that I may stato in this
House to be added to or taken from. The report as printed
in the Hansard is correct, and as to insinuations that the
iansard reporter had been tampered with-I suppose by

myself-I may just say that I did not see the ilansard
reporter that evening ; I was not in the Debates office; I

Mr. SMALL.

did not converse with him, but I remained in this Chamber
until the debate was concluded.

Mr. SCARTII. I have simply to say, in case that it
might go abroad that I said the reporter had been tampered
with, that I never made use of any such expression; and if
anyone bas been led to believe that, they will be all the
more led to believe it now from the fact of the hon.
member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) denying it. I have
simply this further to say, that the report in the Bansard
is not correct; that the hon. member for Marquette stated
distinctly that I had said that I had received a telegram
from the leader (f the Government saying that he would do
away with the policy of disallowance. That I denied, and
that only.

Mr. WATSON. If it is in order, I would like to read
what I stated at that time.

Mr. SPEAKER. I cannot allow the hon. gentleman to
enter into a debate. I do not think the House, cither,
would allow a debate to be resumed on a question which
has been settled several days ago.

Mr. WATSO . I do not wish to enter into a debate, I
simply wish to state that what bas appeared in the Hansard
is absolately correct, and is what I said, word for word.

DEEPENING THE RIVER ST. LAWRENCE.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER irroved that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider a certain
proposed resolution (page 1142) respecting an advance
to the Harbor Commissioners of Montreal, to enable them to
deepen the River St. Lawrence at Cap à la Roche.

M otion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I beg to say that the amount
that has already been authorisedl for the deepening of the
River St.Lawrence is $.3,680,000, and the amount I am asking
in this resolution will make the total sum $3,005,000.
There has been expended to date 82,253,504.10.

Mr. MACKËNZlE. Does that include the harbor?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is for the deepening of

the St. Lawrence from the harbor of Montreal to Quebec.
Mr. MACKENZIE. What is the total amount spent by

the commissioners ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER, The total amoint spent by

the harbor commissioners is $2,253,504.10.
Mr. MACKENZIE. How much for the harbor of Mon-

treal ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER, This is for the deepening of the

river. I was going on to explain that the commissioners have
been enabled to accomplish the whole work for the amount
already appropriated, $2,680,000, so as to complete the
deepening of the St. Lawrence throughout its entire extent
to 27J feet at low tide, with the exception of that portion
at Cap à la Roche ; and the amount row asked, $325,-
000, wilI complete that work. So that throughout the
River St. Lawrence, from Quebec to Montreal, a vessel, the
Parisian for instance, drawing 27J feet at low water,
would be able to pass without any detention. The effect of
the obstruction at Cap à la Roche is to stop a steamer
drawing 27J feet passing that portion of the river except
at bigh water. I may state that this work bas all been
performed, and the interest bas been regularly paid by the
harbor commissioners, not out of capital but out of revenne
derived from the harbor dues of Montreal. ThIe fouse will
see at a glance the desirability of furnishing this final
amount to complete the work, the importance of which is
obvious, and it is only right thit the very satisfactory fact
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should be stated that the revenues of Montreal harbor
have been found sufficient to meet the charges for interest,
which have been regularly paid on the entire expenditure
for this service.

Mr. SIANLY. I should like to ask the hon. gentleman,
how soon does he suppose the work will be completed-the
importance of which he has stated, and which cannot be
over stated ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The work of deepening the
harbor, with the exception of that portion for which this
grant is taken, will bo completed this year; but I am not
in possession of sufficiently accurate information as to the
estimated time that will be required for the removal of the
obstructions at Cap à la Roche.

Mr. SHANLY. Is this supposed to be the last advance ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. Yes, the last advance,

Mr. SHANLY. I would express the hope that when this
grant has been expended, the Finance Minister, wbo I hope
will still be in his place here, will come down with a much
broader resolution, which will propose that the Government
will assume the whole of what is called the Lake St. Peter
debt. I am perfectly satisfied, as I have always been since
I first gave attention to the subject of navigation, many
years ago now, that the enormous expenditure we have made
and are making on our canals is a mis-expenditure, until we
have made the river below Montreal as free as the waters of
the Gulf below Cap des Monts. We are to-day expending
enormous sums on the canals, we have expended enormous
sums in the past, and I would ask the Minister of Finance
and the Minister of Railways and Canals, as well as all those
merchants engaged in the trade of the St. Lawrence, whether
the expenditure on our canais has not resulted in complote
and lamentable failure up to this moment? I assert that it
has been a failure, and must ever continue to be a failure, so
long as we continue to expend our money in the wrong
direction. To-day the policy of the Government, or the
principle on which they have acted, seems to have been that
Montreal is the final objective point of what is known as the
western trade. Montreal is in fact nothing more than a way
station for this trade; and what good can it do, I would ask,
to bring the trade to Montreal, when we find that when it gets
there, the whole trade of the river is so hampered by port
charges that vessels will not come, except in small numbers,
compared with the number of vessels that go to Atlantic
seaports. The Government lately, within this last year, I
think, have granted a rebate of tolls on the canals. I venture
to say that that rebate will prove to be, as our expenditure
will prove to be, an entire failure in respect of the results
expected from it, and for this reason: that it is when Montreal
is reached that the trouble begins. What can be the use of
bringing trade to Montreal when you find, when you get it
there, as I said before, that the river below is so completely
handicapped as compared with the ocean routes to New
York and other Atlantic ports, that the shipping charges
make it impossible to compete with those free Atlantic ports
on the United States coast. We had in Montreal, two years
ago, what was called the small-pox plague. It drove away
business from the city, and caused the railway companies
enormous loss, amounting to hundreds of thousands of
dollars, through the loss of the passenger business. The
railway companies might as well have expected to have
neutralised the effects of the small-pox scare, by reducing
their passenger rates, as for the Government to expect to
remove the disadvantages that ship-owners have to contend
with at Montreal by reducing the tolls on the canals. The
truth is that vessels do not corne in large numbers to
Montreal, and we do not obtain any large share of the great
western trade for which we are seeking. Montreal is
handicapped by the enormous port charges, and river
charges, and all sorts of other navigation charges, driving

away from the St. Lawrence its legitimate traffie. Nature
designed the St. Lawrence to be the most important route
to the ocean, but it never will fulfil its destiny until we make
the river, from Montreal to Cap des Monts, as free as the
blue waters of the ocean below. I will say this further, that
it is my fixed firim belief that if this is not to be done even-
tually, if the Government do not contemplate freeing the
river, it will be botter at once to economise our expenditure
on the canals. And my reason for thinking so is this: that
the canals to-day are capable of doing a very much larger
trade than we are ever going to obtain, they are capable of
carrying five times as much grain than has yet ever reached
Montreal in any one seasor from the great western granary.
We might just as well cease our expenditure on the canals
and continue as we are doing now, to get little or nothing,
a very amali percentage indeed, of that trade, the greater
proportion of which is the natural right and inheritance of
the St. Lawrence river. We must remember that our season
of navigation in rather short. We are at certain natural dis-
advantages arising from climatie conditions, and, therefore,
the Government ought to do even more than is ordinarily
done by Governments to, as far as possible, counterbalance
those disadvantages under which the St. Lawrence route
now lies. I trust, therefore, that after this final expenditure,
which the Minister of Finance says is to be final, is made,
and when this desirable improvement is effected,I may have
the pleasure of being able to support, which I will do with
great pleasure, a broad and comprehensive measure to be
introduced by the Governmont to make the navigation of
the River St. Lawrence, save for ordinary port and light
duos, as free as the navigation of the ocean itself.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am afraid I am hardly in a
position, at this moment, to enter on a discussion of the
very large and important question which bas been raised
by my hon. friend from South Grenville (Mr. Shanly). I
am sure the House has listened with great pleasure to the
very interesting and important statemont ho has made,
with reference to the trade of the St. Lawrence, and the
trade connected with the city of Montreal, both by the St.
Lawrence and by the canals. I agree with him in the
statement which ho has made, that probably no expenditure
ever made in this country has contributod more to the de-
volopment of the country, more to the advancement of
trade, more to the advantago of tho whole country, than the
money which has been expended in the deepening of the St.
Lawrence, and the creation of this channel. The proposal
which the lion, gentleman has just made is not a new pro.
posal. It has cngaged the attention of the Government
from time to time, aod the proper period for dealing with
it in a practical form, and considering what policy the Gov-
ernment may adopt, will be, as my hon. friend has stated,
when this expenditure has been made, and this service is
completed, and when we have a navigation of 27J feet in
low water throughout the entire distance from Quebec to
Montreal.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Why stop at Montreal ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have never heard that

it has been proposed to extend the navigation for
ships drawing 21 feet any further than Montroal.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) may contem-
plate a gigantie scheme of that kind; but, certainly, I have
never heard it propounded from any other source, and,
therefore, I eau speak of the navigation between Quebec
and Montreal, and the results of the improvements whieh
have been made in that channel as being of a very interest.
ing and encouraging nature. The figures f,>r last year
show that in 1866 there was an increase over 1885 in ocean
inland tonnage coming to the port of Montreal to the ex-
tout of 592 vessels, or an increased tonnage amounting to
209,688 tons. There was received in duos collected for the
purpose of discharging the interest payable upon the
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debt-which interest has been regularly paid on all the ad.
vances made to the Harbor Commission-an increase froin
$224,897 of revenue collected at Montreal to $273,794,
showing that this expenliture is, year by year, accomplish-
ing the great object lor whieh it is made, that is, to increase
the trade and business of the port. I have no hesitation in
saying to my hon. friend that the very important question
whih he has raised is one which has engaged, and will
continue to engage, the seribus attention of the Government,
and that the proper time for dealing with it will be when,
by the expenditure of the money which is now asked for
and which, it is confidently believed, will be all that will be
required to complote this navigation, the channel has been
deepened to 27k feet.

Mr. SHANLY. I am glad to hear from my hon. friend
that this matter will have the attention of the Government.
That, we know, is a very convenient forin of expression, and,
of course, my own suggestion is-if I may say that I have
made a suggestion-that whon the whole expenditure has
been made, thon, at any rate, the matter will engage the very
serious attention of the Government. I have long believed,
I still believe, and I will always continue to believe, that
the deepening of the St. Lawrence below Montreal, to al.
low ships of the largest size to come up, is as much a part
of our internal navigation system-an internal navigation
system the finest in the world-as is the Welland canal. I
look upon it as being just as important, as being as con-
pletely one of those expenditures that the Government of
Canada should father, as the improvement of the Welland
canal, or of any of the other links of the St. Lawrence navi-
gation.

Mr. JONES. There is no doubt that anything which tends
to remove restrictions from the navigation of the river must
naturally increase the commerce of the country, and afford
additional facilities for its products to reach the sea. I sym.
pathise a good deal with the observations made by the hon.
member for South Grenville (Mr. Shanly), though I do net
at present go to the full extent of his views. I merely rise
for the purpose of saying to the Minister of Finance, that
if the time should arrive when the Government should be
able te carry out the views of the hon. member for Gren-
ville (Mr. Shaniy), and if the Minister of Finance should be
in lis present position on that occasion, I trust he will con-
sider the general question, as applicable to our railways as
well as to our canals. I notice that lately the tolls have
been abolished on the western canals-which is quite a
proper thing, I do not find any fault with it-but 1 think
that, in connection with that branch of the subject, it would
be proper to consider at the same time, whether the general
tolls over the Intercolonial Railway, which is a Government
work as much as the canals, which is intended to increase
and foster the work of the country from one Province to
another, -should not be dealt with on the same terms. I
trust the Minister of Finance, in dealing with that branch of
the subject, will not increase the land carriage as well.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am afraid that the hon. gen-
tieman ias lost sight of the fact that no sort of com-
parison can be instituted between a railway and a water-
way. My hon. friend from South Grenville (Mr. Shanly)
does net propose that we shall find the ships 'to navigate
these waters and carry cargoes, and that is what the proposal
of the hon. member for HÉalifax would amount to. Not
only have we a free road at present, but we have more.
The hon. gentleman knows that the Intercolonial Railway
is little more than free to-day, that there is no charge for
going on tbe road, that in fact there is net enough collected
from the business done on the road to pay for its operation,
and, while that is the case, there is no sort of comparison
between the Intercolonial Railway and the expenditure on
the River St. Lawrence, which has been met, and all the

Sir Cnians TuPrPz.

interest on the money required for that expenditure covered
by dues collected at Montreal on the shipping of tho
country. I say that no sort of comparison eau be, in-
stituted for a single moment, and, if a comparison could: be
instituted, I think the hon. member for South Grenville
(Mr. Shanly) would strengthen his argument by saying:
Put the waterway of the St. Lawrence in the same position
in which you have placed the Intercolonial Railway, ouly
having such charges made on the trade of the country as
are involved in carrying that trade on the ships which go
up and down that waterway.

Mr. JONES. I think the hon. gentleman does not ap-
rehend my argument. I understand that the canals have
een built at Government expense, I understand that they

have been made free to the commerce of the country. I do
not find any fault with that, but there is a certain amount
of the expenditure in connection with canals which has
been paid out of the revenue of the country ; to that extent
they are a burden on the revenues, and to that extent the
canals are in precisely the sane position as the Intercolo.
nial Railway would be. Of course the management of the
Intercolonial Railway is expensive, but then there is a large
return for the expenditure, and I merely suggested, in the
interests of the Lower Provinces, that, having abolished
the tolls on the canals entirely, and keeping up as we are
an expense on the canals for their maintenance and super-
vision, I thought the sane principle would enable the Gov-
ernment to reduce very considerably the rates on the Inter-
colonial Railway.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman makes this mistake:
The canals are not free; they never have been free, or at
any rate they are only free in almost the same sense as the.
Intercolonial Railway is free. There is a very small fee
charged on the Intercolonial iRailway for the grain whieh is
shipped upon it, just the same as there is upon the canals.
All local freights going through the canalis pay to-day just
the same as they always did. Freight going to Oswego by
the canals pay the same as they have always paid.

Mr. PRÊFONTAINE. I did not catch perfectly the
words of the hon. Mininister of Finance about the question
of the Government assuming the debt contracted by the
Harbor Commissioners of Mon treal for the deepening of Lake
St. Peter. As I understand the question brought before the
House by the hon. member for South Grenville (lir. Shan-
ly), refers to the trade of Montreal in the port of Montreal,
and the making of that port a free port in the near future.
That is a question that has been agitated in Montroal for a
long time, and on which petitions have been sent to the
Government during the last ton years, and declirations
have been made which were considered by the pe9ple of
Montreal as promises; but nothing tangible ias yet been
done. I understand as soon as these lat works are com-
pleted and the whole of the channel from Montreal to Que.
bec is deepened to 27J feet, it is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to take up the question and deal with it in a liberal
spirit, having l view not only the interests qf Uon-
treal but the interests of the whole Dominion. Tuo navi-
gation trade of the country centres in the port of Montroal,
and so f4r as the interests of Montreal itself are cocorped,
it is of the utinost importance that this question ahould be
settled as soon as possible.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Do I understand the hon.
Minister of Finance to give a pledge that the Government
at some early day in the future is going to assume the debt
of the Harbor Commissioners of Montreal for the deepen.
ing of the river, on the groand of its being a Daminion
undertaking, and thus relieve the port of Montreal of the
charge that has been ineurred? If so, that is a very im-
portant departure from the policy heretofore adopted, and
from the principle lai down when this work was under-
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taken. Quebece is a deep seaport; it is the natural head, if
I may so speak, of the deep sea navigation of Canada; but
by th. energy and enterprise of the trade of Montreal, the
river was deefened, so that the deep sea navigation has
been exten to the port of Montreal, where the lake navi-
gation also terminates. Of course, I do not know that the
bominion at large has any interest in the question as to
whether the deep sea navigation should terminate at the

rt of Quebec or at the port of Montreal. The port of
ontreal has a special interest in the transferrence of the

deep ses navigation from Quebec to onireal. It bas been
advantaged, but advantaged at the expense of the port of
Quebec. If I understand the hon. Minister rightly, he
agrees with te views expressed by the hon. member for
South Grenville, and intimates that the Government will
be prepared to assume this liability, and to release the port
of Montreal from the burden it has hitherto borne.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am afraid I am not able to
compliment my hon. friend upon his intelligence. If he
gathered any such pledge from any words I uttered, I failed
very much to communicate to the House the opinions I
wished to make known. Those were, that I appreciated to
the fullest extent the argument which the hon. member for
South Grenville had addressed to the Hlouse. I concurred
with him as to the importance of the work which had been
accomplished, and as to its value, not to Montreal alone, but
to the whole country. I differ entirely from my hon. friend
who bas just taken hie seat, in the view that the deepening
of the great St. Lawrence up to Montreal to 27 feet at low
water, is a matter of no consequence to the people of this
country. But so far from giving any pledge, I simply
stated that, while we were asking for this advance, as ail
other advances have been asked, for the purpose of com-
pleting this work, the interest on the money was regularly
paid biy the Harbor Commissioners of Montreal from the
revenue received from charges collected in the port, and
that when this work was completed, that would be the
appropriate time to submit the larger question which the
hon. gentleman has brought forward, and that it would
receive at that time the fullest and most carefuland candid
consideration of the Government; but I think I did not go
any further than that.

Resolution reported, read the first and second time, and
concurred in.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved for leave to introluce
Bill (No. 168) for the improvement of the navigation of the
River St. Lawrence.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the firet and second times,
considered in Committee, reported and read the third time
and passed.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Coimmittee.)
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary ......... .... ....... $82,369 51

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is an increase of 8120
caused by the addition of three guards, a deputy warden,
and a farmer. There is a decreáse of 8100 for the chief
keeper, and $50 for the tailor instructor.

To provide for icreasae ofsalary to Mr. Richard Pope,
Olerk of the Crown in Uhancery, from the ist
January, 1886......... .................. ................ $175

Mr. MILLS. I object to this item. This officer bas been
sbown to have been grossly negligent in his duty, and to
have failed to discharge his duties, as the law requires. He
was shown by bis own evidence to have been grossly
partial in bis conduct, and to have delayed, contrary to law,
the entry of the names of certain members of tiis House

in the Gazette, thereby extending the time for filing peti-
tions against them. In every respect, he bas been guilty of
grose neglect of duty, and there is but one inference to be
drawn from the proposal of the Government to incres his
salary ; tbat is, that he entered into a conspiracy with some
member of the Government to deliberately violate the law,
and is now about to be rewarded for that disregard of duty and
violation of the law by the increase about to be made in bis
salary. I protest against this attempt to reward a public
officer, by doing that which would justly secure his dis.
missal in any othor representative Government in the world.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Perhaps the hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. Mec5ullen), who bas just risen will, before
he proceeds with hie remarks, allow me to explain that
when the Estimates were prepared, when this gentleman
was placed in bis position in the Privy Council, none of the
circumstances referred to had taken place. This i simply,
as the hon. member for Bothwell knows, carrying out the
arrangements that were made, quite irrespective of anything
complained of. I do not want to take part in the discussion.
The bon. gentleman bas bad the opportunity of stating his
views in the most emphatic terme to the House, and ought
to be contented with that. Be should not feel it necessary
now to take up time further, because this arrangement for
the tranefer of Mr. Pope and this increase in bis salary, in
connection with the largely increased duties devolving
upon him, all took place long anterior to the acts com.
plained of. I would rather the bon, gentleman would let
the matter rest before the country on the very strong state-
mente ho bas made, and the very strong opinions ho has
exDressed, than to take up further time, le will under.
stand it is necessary, in framing the Estimates, to carry out
decisions of the Orders in Council. These were anterior,
and not subsequent, to the act complained of, and could be,
in no soense, the reward of anything Mr. Pope did or
r.eglected to do.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman knows very
well that it does not devolve upon the Government to
increase the salary. The Government recommends the in-
crease, and the responsibility of granting it lies with the
House. I am not complaining that a worthy officer bas
bad bis salary increased, but I am complaining that, in the
face of a violation of the law on the part of this officer,
known to every gentleman in the House, the Government
should come down with a proposition to increase bis salary.
I notify the hon. gentleman, that when concurrence is
asked for, I shall take the opinion of the House on the con-
duct of this officer and the proposal of the Government.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon, gentleman is quite
in his right to do that.

Mr. MOMULLEN. It is unfair to ask the Opposition to
consent to this increase, when we are deeply incensed 6n
account of the manner in which this gentleman-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Gentleman,-scoundrel.

Mr. McMULL EN,-has discharged the duties of gazetting
the returns. We bave expressed our indignation on pre-
vious occasions, yet, in the face of that expression, the
Government asked the Opposition quietly to consent to an
increase of the salary of this officer. We cannot quietly
consent to that; we are bound to reject the proposition,
although this increase was decided on before this officer
became guilty of the neglect complained of. Such a plea is
not sufficient to warrant our accepting, at the hands of the
Government, this proposal to increase the salary of a man
who bas committed a gross injustice against members of
the louse on this aide.

Sir CHIA RLES TUPPER. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mits) bas just stated that ho intends, when concurrence
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is asked and the Speaker is in the Chair, to take the sense
of the House on that vote, and that will give every gentle-
man in the House an opportunity of placing himself on
record in reference to this item ; so that no one is asked
quietly to concur in it, bocause there will be nothing to
prevent any hon. gentleman from placing himself on record
at a subsequent stage.

Mr. McMULLEN. Our experience in regard to concur-
rence is that these things are rushed through very rapidly,
and at that time of the Session members are anxious to get
away. I say that now is the time for us to emphasise our
indignation, when the Government are asking us to give this
increase of salary to this man.

Mr. PLATIT. The Finance Minister has been admirably
successful during this Session in putting off discussion on
various matters, and so we will go on until the close of the
Session will arrive and everyone will be in a hurry to get
away and desirous to say nothing. I do not blame the
Finance Minister for hastening the close of the Session,
but there are matters which must be discussed, no matter
what the anxiety of members may b to get away to their
homes. Tihis is one of the matters upon which members
on this side feel very keenly. The Minister of Finance
tells us that the transfer of this man was made before the
acts which are complained of took place, but the proposal
to pay this gentleman for those acts, and for the service
which ho rendered to that party, is made now, and now is
the time to discuss it. I will take the opportunity
on concurrrence to register my vote in favor of the
proposition which will be made on this side of th
HouFe. I only regret that it is this side of the
House alone who feel themselves called upon to speak
on this important matter; for, if it bas corne to this,
that this country and this Parliament are prepared
to keop in place and in power, and to pay an uin-
creased salary to an officer who lias glaringly and flag.
rantly violated the laws of the land, who las, I may say,
violated his oath of office, and las perpetrated upon this
House an insolent letter and a lying return, simply because
ho bas been instrumental in facilitating protests against
members on this sido cf the louse and relieving those on
that side from that sort of disturbance, it is time to speak
out. I feel that very strongly. I feel that in my own case,
because mine is the most monstrous case of ail those on
record. I feel for the integrity of the Civil Service of
this land, when an officer who is dignified by the name of
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery bas been guilty of such
grosa and intolerable wrongs, as this gentleman las been
guilty of, and when this Parliament, instead of consuring
him, is called upon to increase his salary because ho las
been guilty of these acts of perfidy.

Mr. DAVIES. The Finance Minister seems to think
that, because the Government agreed to increase this gen'
tleman's salary three or four months before these acts which
are complained of were committed, we ought to say nothing
about it ; but, even supposing the Government were actuated
by the highest and best motives in incroasing his salary at
that time, motives which could not b impugned, now, after
the acts of official indecency of which the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery bas been guilty, the Government
should in honor withdraw the proposition from the House
as to this increase of salary which they originally agreed
to give. They cannot hope that this vote will pass in
silence, or that the Opposi Lion would readily agree to it;
and I, for one, take this opportunity to express my regret
that the Government should still cling to an agreement
which originally might be all right ; but which has become
wickedly bad alter the indecont exhibition that the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery has made of his partisanship in
publishing the roturns of members elected to this Parliament.

Sir CAaLis Tu2raa.

Mr. CHAIRLTON. I presume that the Government are
of the opinion that the state of apathy that exists in public
sentiment is so great that it is impossible to arouse it or
outrage it. They certainly have some reason for suppos-
ing that after the last General Election, in view of the record
with which they went to the country. But it is a sad com-
mentary on the position of things in this young country,
that an outrage-I cannot designate it by any less term-is
perpetrated in this way without their resentment. Here is
an officer of the flouse who acted in a most partisan and in
a Most unjustifiable manner, who purposely delayed the
returns of a great numbar of members on this side of the
House, who used the greatest diligence and promptitude in
returning members on that side of the House, and the result
of lis action in delaying the returns of members on this
side, and promptly gazetting those of members on that
side, is that a number of petitions have been lodged against
members on this side which would never have been lodged
if the returns had been published according to the date of
their reception. This individual, who has failed to dis-
charge this duty according to his obligation, deserves
his own discharge from the position he holds. He
sbould be ignominiously turned out of office. If we are
to have a fair discharge of the duties of any office on the part
of its incumbent, we must denand the faithful and honest
discharge of his duties, and, if, in place of taking this course
in regard to officials, we are to increase the salary of one
who has evidently played into the hands of the Government,
if we are to improve bis official position and, intead of dis-
charging him, we are to increase bis salary, there is no
guarantee whatever that the Civil Service will not become
rotten and polluted. I regret in the first place that the
Government made use of this official as they did, and I regret
to sce the effrontery, the hardihood and the defiance of
every sentiment of publie rectitude which leads them to prb-
pose to increase the salary of an official such as this.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think we have had oppor-
tunities of seoing that the Government intend to punish
certain members of the Civil Service for manifesting their
preference for a candidate on this side of the louse. I
understood the Finance Minister to say that members of the
Civil Service might quietly vote, but that anything further
would be beyond their duty and would ba worthy ofreproof.
Notwithstanding that he holds those views, here we find an
official of the House who not only endeavors but does tamper
-for it is equivalent to that-with all the electoral returns
from this Dominion. It is not disputed that ho las done
this. H lias been asked to assigu his reasons, and he bas
written a letter, and his letter is worse than his action, and
his statements have been alleged by hon. members to be
absolutely false statements, and now it is proposed to do
what ? To discharge him ? To reprimand him ? No, but
to raise his salary and to improve his position. The
Finance Minister cannot expect that vote to go through the
House quietly. I agree with the hon. member for Prince
Edward (Mr. Platt) that it is lamentable, in regard to our
public affairs, that a protest against conduct such as that
should only come from one side of the flouse. It soems to me
that it is a question on which mombers on both sides of the
House are interested ; it seems to me that the liberties of
the House have been infringed upon by that officer, and
that hon. gentlemen on that side, as well as upon this, should
agree to refuse to stamp with the approval of the Govern-
ment the conduct of which he las been guilty.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). As I did on a former occasion,
I desire now to enter my protest against this increase of
salary, and i do so because I think that if ever there was a
transaction that might be regarded as a disgrace, it is the
conduct pursued by Mr. Pope. But while Mr. Pope is cen-
surable, we have appealed to the Government time and
again to say whether they are directly or indirectly con-
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nected with this transaction. And yet we are told to-day
'that we ought not to discuss this matter. I say that if
Mr. Pope was advised to pursue the course that he did by
the Governmont, or if ho acted under the direction of the
Government, I say the Government should be manly enough,
straightforward enough, bold enough, to say that they
advised him, and they are now increasing his salary for the
purpose of compensating him for doing their work. Lt is
very likely this is the case. Perhaps we are too harsh
upon this man Pope, perhaps ho was only doing the
bidding of the Government, that he was only carrying out
the directions of his superiors, and that now ho wants to get
a larger salary than he was getting before. That is only
reasonable that he should expect such. It does seoem
like it, because the Government still cling to the idea
that this man, on account of the noble work that he
did for them in gazetting the returns of their friends
very early and thereby shutting the Oppositon off
from a chance of protesting, performed useful service to
the Government party. If he did I do not know but what
the Govern ment ought to pay him out of thoir own pockets.
If he performed good work for them he certainly did not
perform good work for us, and we, as an Opposition, and
the country as a whole, ought not to be called on to pay for
doing such work. Sir, I say this is certainly a disgracoful
transaction on the part of this man Pope, and on the part
of the Government. A transaction of this kind should be
condemned by every member, whether ho be on one side of
politics or the other. If the same course is pursued in the
future, how can any member be sure that his rights will be
guarded and protected in this House ? I regret exceedingly
that the Government have not the fortitude to shoulder the
responsibility themselves-as I believe now that they really
areresponsiblefor the transaction that occurred in gazetting
the members. I say again that I shall be ready to vote,not
only against the increase, but I shall be ready to vote con-
demnation to the men who advised a course of that kind to
be pursued by Mr. Pope.

Mr. MULOCK. There is a phase of this case that the
Government have not cleared up. Hon. gentlemen will
remember that when attention was called to the unfair
gazetting, the Government stated that the clerk would prob-
ably be able to afford a satisfactory explanation. Dûring
the course of the debate, a motion was made to refer the
matter to the Committee on Privi loges and Filections, and the
Government took the ground that before that reference was
directed, the officer should have an opportunity of offering
his explanations. He submitted an explanation to this
fouse which I think no hon. gentleman in this House ac.
cepted as representing the facts of the case. I am perfectly
convinced in my own mind that from the evidence submit-
ted by the returning officer himself, as well as the evidence
of hon. gentleman in this House, that this officer deliber-
ately laid upon the Table of this Hlouse a communication
absolutely and intentionally false. He offered explanations
that could not commend themselves to the judgmenf of any
man. He endeavored to prove that all that happeged was
the result of accident. Why, the doctrine of chances
would not admit of any such results as came out in his
gazetting those returns. The Government, therefore, knowing
what they do know, causing him to do as ho did, knowing
that he acted designedly, as ho did, have succeeded up to
this moment in preventing a proper enquiry being made
into these charges. The Government, therefore, are the
parties responsible. This man is but a creature in their
hands who has been obliged, under their pressure, not only
to violate his oath of office, but afterwards to render a false
account to the House of the reason why he violated that oath
of office. Therefore I think that, late as it is in the Session,
if the Government has any regard for the facts, if they wish
to remove this charge from their own shouldera, and say
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it was an accident rather than the result of design, thon
let them refer this matter to a proper committee; let us
examine under oath the persons who are cognisant of the
facts; and thon, and not till thon, place this man in a
higher position by further rewarding him with pblic
money. If the Government refuse that, if they simply say
that no enquiry shall be made, if they say to their followers
in this House: It is not for you to reason, but to vote as
you are directed, you have but to endorse th eact-if you
choose to say that, thon I would like to know whore is the
independence of Parliament ? Why, it is complained
already, I hear the complaint made by members on the
opposite side of the House, but outaide this louse, that they
are not allowed freodom of action to-day.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Legion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name, name.
Mr. MULOCK. I can name them. You, yourself, the

hon. member for Vancouver (Mr. Gordon) himsolf, I am
perfectly satisfied, is not a free agent in this House.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. The hon. gentleman states what
is utterly untrue.

Mr. MULOCK. I congratulate the hon, gentleman on
his independonce thon, voting, as ho does, against his own
country whenever. he gets a chance, because he is told to
do so.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE, I deny the statement.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman may deny the
statement

The OHAIRMAN. I do not think that language is
admissible.

Mr. MULOCK. Very well, I will not violate the rules
of debate. But Sir, if this hon, member-

Mr. GORDON. I call the hon. gentleman to order. He
spoke of what the member for Vancouver was doing. Does
ho mean me ?

Mr. MULOCK. I am extremely glad to think this hon.
gentleman does not desire to accept any responsibility for
the action of the last speaker.

Mr. GORDON. Not for what you have done.

Mr. MULOCK. I am extremely glad to think that none
of these hon. gentlemen desire to be put in a position by
their votes-I will not say their utterances, for they do not
indulge in utterances to support their unsound votes ; but
they do not desire to be discovered in the position which
they occupy. Now, in this particular transaction, the
Minister of Finance calls on his faithfal henchmen to rise
and endorse what the Government have done. He asks
them to endorse acte that have not been investigated. The
Minister of Finance asks every member of his party in this
flouse to vote before there has been a trial, to endorse
beforehand, to whitewash beforehand the oonduct of an.
officer which has been primd facie against his oath of office.
Well, if hon. gentlemen are so forgetful of their duty to
their country as to do what they are told to do against their
best judgment, thon I think I am safe in saying-

The CHAIRKAN. I think that language is not permis-
sible.

Mr. MULOCK. I withdraw the remark, Mr. Chairman.
I extremely regret that the theme is such that I cannot say
that there is no foundation for the remark. On the oontrary,
this and many other actions have convinced the country, if
they have not oonvinced the House, that the Government
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here to-day dictates to their followers instead of discussing
with them. 1, therefore, think that before this vote is carried,
the only right thing to do is to submit the conduct of this
officer to a tribunal which will take evidence under oath ;
and when we have the First Minister in the witness box,
when we have the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery in the
witness box, when we have the express officers and the
officers of the Postal Department in the witness box, and
the books of the Post Office Department before the commit-
tee, then I say, on my responsibility as a member here, that
we will prove the falsity of the explanation, and, I think, if
the truth is told we will prove that the real criminals
occupy places on the Treasury benches.

Department of Secretary of State, salaries.,........ $1,350
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Taché was appointed

from Ist July, 1886, and no provision was made for his
salary until now, consequently this amount is required to be
voted.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Mr. Taché was a temporary clerk at
$250 a day and has been acting as private secretary to the
Secretary of State since five years. It is customary when a
private secretary has been acting for a long time in a
satisfactory manner, that he should be given a permanent
position. The salary of this officer will be increased from
$915 a year which he as been receiving,to 81,100 a year,
which simply means the $50 annual increase for four years,
that he as not received such increase as the permanent
clerks.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). This is a very improper proposal.
The hon. gentleman knew five years ago the duties which
Mr. Taché was undertaking to discharge, and he ought to
have asked for a vote at that time for the amount, and not
have waited five years.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman does not under.
stand the matter. The gentleman was appointed as super-
numerary clerk and private secretary. After having served
a certain number of years and performed his duties faithfully,
it is the custom to appoint a private secretary as a perma.
nent officer, otherwise if the Minister disappeared injustice
might be doue. The samo course has been followed now as
was pursued when lon, gentlemen opposite were in office,
and 1 might quote the name of a case. I only have done
this becauso it is customary, and a due reward to a private
secretary who has done his duty. It does not interfere
with the organisation of the Department.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Do we understand that it is
simply the appointment of another clerk in the Department
of the Secretary of State and the payment of his salary at
81,100 a year, while before he was a temporary clerk at $900 ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is the effect of it.
Mr. MILLS. Then he receives as private secretary, how

much ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. $600.
Kr. DAVIES. las ho ceased to be private secretary ?

Êr. CHAPLEAU. No. With respect to the amount
of $100 for increase of salary to L. C. Labelle, 1 may
Mt† that this was voted last year. Mr. Labelle passed
an exarnination on four optional subjects-I may say to his
credit, without any previous preparation whatever-in type.
writing, stenography, book-keeping and English com-
position. Last year there was voted for stenograpby that
suam of money, but the Auditor General refused to pay it
because the vote had not been by name. If hon, gentlemen
opposite will refer to last year's Estimates they will find a
vote for stenographer $762, which was intended for Mr.
Labelle, and which ho did not receive. There is no increase.

Mr. MULocK.

Department of Justice, salaries.................$506 25
Mr. CHARLTON. I desire to ask the Government a

question, although it is fnot strictly in connection with this
item. I understand that the librarian ofthe Supreme Court
receives $600 a year, and it strikes me if hie s an official
capable of discharging his duties he receives very small pay
for these services. My attention has been called to it, and
I merely mention the matter that the Government's atte n-
tion miglit be called to it. The position is a rather respon-
sible one.

geological Survey (allowance to Dr. G. M. Dawson)...$1,000
Mr. WILSON. I do not intend to object to this item, or

to find any fault with it. I only call the attention of the
Minister of Marine to the different treatment rendered this
man from what he rendered to the unfortunate young man,
James Fitzgerald, mate of the life-boat crew at Port Stanley.
Although he performed the duties of captain, ho has up to
this time received no consideration at the hands of the Gov-
ernment. I call the attention of the Minister of Marine to
the different treatment ho rendered in that case, to what is
rendered in other Departments.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I suppose Dr. Selwyn, the
director of the Survey, was absent from the country for
eleven months, and that Mr. Dawson acted as his substi-
tute ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Of course Dr. Selwyn's pay

went on the same as before, and it is now proposed to give
another member of the Geological Survey $1,000 extra.
What extra work did Mr. Dawson do that entitles him to
$1,000 extra for his services ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, Mr. Dawson is a man of ex-
ceptional ability, and, in the absence of Dr. Selwyn, was
responsible for the management of the whole department.
It is not proposed to give him all the difference between
his salary and that of Dr. Selwyn, but to give him 81,000
as compensation for the additional duties and responsibili-
ties which devolved on him during the absence of the head
of the department.

Mr. MACKENZlE. Was he senior officer ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think so.
Mr. CIIARLTON. What was his salary ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The salary of a first class

clerk, I think.
Mr. MULOCK. I think the Minister of Finance is in

error in saying that Mr. Dawson was senior officer. I think
there is another officer who is senior as regards the number
of years' service, and I say nothing of seniority in any other
regard. Is it the rule to promote to such positions, during
the temporary absence of the head, those who are subor-
dinates ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. The practice is, I think, to
select for the discharge of duties of this kind the gentleman
who e*ys to the largest extent the confidence of the chief
of the Department, and upon whom he can with the greatest
confidence impose those duties which he would otherwise
have to perform. i do not know that it always follows that
the senior officer or head clerk should be selected.

Mr. MULOCK. Nor should I say that it should always
follow, and in this case I have no adverse criticism to offer
against Mr. Dawson, for what little information I have
about him is most favorable. But if there are others
equally fit, other things being equal, I think the seniors
should not be passed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I agree with the'hon. gentle-
man that that should be the rule, as otherwise friction and
dissatisfaction arise.
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Department of Inland Revenue, salarie ............. $1,109 50

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.J.) I think the present is a good time
te have an explanation from the Minister of Inland Revenue,
as to some matters in his Department which were left over,
and which the Minister of Finance said would be explained
afterwards. Now, I see that in addition to the commissioner
and assistant commissioner and chief clerk and the chief
clerk's secretary, we have nine first-class clerks, a thing
which does not happen in any other Department, and which,
in the absence of any explanation, looks very much like a
scandal. That Department is not a very large one; it is
net possible it can require nine first-class clerks, especially
as we have not had near that number for the past eight
or ten years. As the increase has been caused lately, I
think the House and the country are entitled to a full ex-
planation.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman forgets the fact
that the Department of Inland Revenue comprises more
branches than any other Department of the Government.
The assistant commissioner reports with regard to those
nine men that their work is such as properly devolves
upon fi st-class clerks, and that the men who perforai those
duties are such as to entitle them to that rank, which
they have attained, by promotion, under the law and regu-
lations. In that Department we have the collection of
excise, the collection of canal tolls, adulterations of foods,
drugs, &c, weights and measures, the calling of timber,
the collection of tolls on slides and booms, all these branches
requiring their own set of oficers and al organised under
different Acts of Parliament.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E..) I am surprised at the explanation of
the hon. gentleman for it amounts simply to this : That he
bas nine first-class clerks because he has nine, and because the
assistant commissioner has made a report that it is desirable
that some of them should be promoted. The hon. gentle-
man refers to the different branches of his Department,
but there are not more branches than there were last year,
and besides, it does not follow that because you carve up a
Department in that way, you necessarily must have so
many first-class clerks if others eau do the work Ac-
cording to the Auditor General's report for 188G we had only
three first-class clerks in the Inland Revenue Department,
and here in one year we have these six clerks added. I
say that such a proposition, with regard to a Department
which is considered one of the smaller Departments of the
service, is one for which I think the House is entitled to a
clear and detailed explanation. I submit that if any infor-
mation on the subject is contained in the report of the com-
missioner, that report should be presented to the louse.
Here we are paying nine first-class clerks the sum of
$14,125. And the first-class clerks in 1885-86 were paid
84,625, an increase of $[0,000.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman states that it was
net done in the last year or the year before-for very good
reasons. I stated tbat the duties these men performed
were duties they were entitled te perform as first-class
clerks, but inasmuch as they had not passed the promotion
examinations, they could not get the benefit of their stand-
ing in the way of salary; but after having passed the
examination, they are entitled to that.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Dees the hon. gentleman neces-
sarily appoint a man when he passes the examination,
whether there is a vacancy or not ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I told the hon. gentleman that these
officers were considered as ranking as first-class, but they
did not got the rank until they passed the examination.

Mr. PLATT. The explanation given by the hon. gentle-
man simply shows that the Civil Service Act of this country
is a nuisance and an expense to the country. I have another
matter which I wish to bring te the attention of the Minis-

ter, and I think it if due to him that ho should have an
opportunity of explaining it. I refer to a change that was
made in the county town of the county I have the honor to
represent, the town of Picton. He knows what I refer te-.
the appointment of an Inland Revenue collector for that
town. The history of the case is simply this: Mr. Rose, a
son of a late member of this House, the Customs collector
of that town, and one of the most efficient officers of the out.
side service, was made collector of Inland Revenue.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman is not stating the
case altogether correctly.

Mr. PLA.TT. The hon. gentleman eau make whatever
corrections he may wish after I say what I have to say. At
any rate, Mr. Ross performed the duties for the Revenue
Department which are now performed by another individual,
and I wish to give the hon. gentleman an opportunity of
explaining why a change was made. In our section of the
country Mr. Ross is considered an exceptionally good officer,
and no fault whatever was found with his conduct; but it
happened that a near relative of an old member of this
House was anxious to secure some position, and I think for
the paltry sum of $100 or $150, a collector of Inland
Revenue was appointed for that town. I have yet to learn
that the gentleman who received that appointment has
passed any examination for the Civil Service. I do net
think that he is either a first, a second or a third class clerk.
Why was this change made ? Was it simply because a young
man had received a certificate of qualification, or through
political influence, or because the necessity of the service
required it to bo doue?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman is a little more
sarcastic than usual in dealing with a question of this kind;
but I think I can set him right. In the first place, Mr.
Ross was not an Inland Revenue officer under the Act. The
practice of the Department, in small communities where a
limited business is done, instead of appointing salaried offi-
cers, bas been to allow the collectors of Customs to collect our
revenues, and give them a percentage. They are net
appointed by Order in Council, but they are simply allowed
by the Customs Department to perform the duties. The
officer who has been appointed is a sub-collector, and he is
entirely under the control of the Dapartment, without the
increase of a dollar's expense to the country.

Mr. PLIATT. Did be pass the examination ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. He did not require to pass an examina.
tion. If the hon. gentleman reads the Act, he will find that
a sub-collector can h appointed without examination.

.Mr. M.[LLS (Bothwell). One would suppose when the
hon. gentleman has nine first-class clerks and a large num-
ber of assistants in his Department, that he would be able
among them to get prepared an index to the Inland Revenue
Act, without making a special provision of $150 for that
purpose. The hon. gentleman will roquire, I think, to give
some explanations of that.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What position does Mr. Ger-
ald occupy in the Department ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. He is assistant commissioner here as
well as inspector of tobacco factories, but he is able te devote
the greater portion of his time to the Department here as
assistant commissioner.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think lie is a very capable
officer, and I am very glad he is promoted if promotion was
necessary; but did that necessitate the appointment of
another inspector ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No; he discharges both duties at the
increased salary, and we save the other salary.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Will the hon. gentleman say

who Mr. Ieron is, and why ho nakes special provision for
his preparing an index to the Inland Revenue Act?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Mr. Heron is an officer in the Depart-
ment, who devoted his time in extra hours for a couple of
years to this work.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Two years to prepare an index to
one Act and some Orders in Council?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I say he devoted a portion of his extra
time extending over one year at any rate, and the index
was submitted to the commissioner. Another index was
also prepared, but this was found to be the better of the two,
and on Mr.-Miall's report, I recommended this payment,
which I thought was a very reasonable one. We had not
nine first class clerks, as the hon. gentleman says.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are we to understand that there
was no index to the hon. gontleman's Act until this was
prepared?

Mr. COSTIGAN. There was, but there was not so com-
plete an index.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If the hon, gentleman had not
nine first-class clerks, he had twelve second-ciass clerks, and
I do not think it is beneath the dignity or beyoud the powers
of a second-class clerk to make an index to a statute.

Department of Agriculture (allowance for the Secre-
tary of the Department for performing the
duties of deputy head)............................. ......... $700

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Explain this.
Mr. CARLING. I think the explanation is given in the

estimates. Mr. Lowe, the Secretary of the Department,
discharged the duties of the deputy during bis absence
through illness.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is the deputy, Dr. Taché, un-
able to be in his place?

Mr. CARLING. He is. He as had a relapse.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are we to have a renewal of

this demand ?
Mr. CARLING. I think not. It is probable Dr. Taché

will not bo able to resume his duty and will be superannu-
ated.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The manner in which the statis-
tics have been prepared by Mr. Lowe, and the accurate and
minute information ho has, from time to time, given to the
hon. gentleman and his predecessor3 in office, the extreme
accuracy with which his figures have been verified by the
report of the census commissioners, shows that this officer
is entitled to generous treatment at the hands of the House.
There can be no doubt on that point, and I am sure the
right bon. gentleman must have a very great deal of pleasure
in asking the House to vote $700 in addition to his ordinary
salary, as the pains that Mr. Lowe has taken to inform his
chief accurately and not to mislead him, have served so use-
ful a purpose to the Government, especially during the past
two or three general elections.

Mr. JONES. I would ask the First Minister that, as a
good many members desire to attend the levee of His Excel-
lency, the House should adjourn at 5:30 intead of at 6.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
To pay hie Honor James P. Wood for services of

Deputy Judge of the County Court of the
county of Perth from the lst November (1E88)
to the 13th January (1887). Order in Council. $397 81

Mr. TROW. Will the hon. gentleman give some explana-
tion in reference to that ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The fact is that the county court
judge obtained leave of absence and sent in his resignation,

to take effect when bis leave would terminate ; and this is
for the'salary of the deputy judge between the time the
judge got leave of absence and the time his resignation took
effect.

Hlouse of Commons, salaries ................................... $4,800
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What additional sessional mes.

sengers are employed, and who are they ?
Mr. SPEAKER. When I assumed the duties of Speaker,

I found several employés extra. On enquiry, it was repre-
sented to me by the Sergeant-at-Arms and the employés who
have charge of that department, that the work had increased
very much on account of the increase in the number of mem-
bers and the large increase of correspondence, &c., and that
it was usual to appoint extra messengers. I thought it would
be botter to make them permanent sessional messengers, to
be paid out of the regular fund, so that the House would
know exactly the number employed. The same explanation
applies to the pages. Every member knows that the work
performed by these boys is very arduous. The pages are
also necessary for the service of the Press gallery and the
ilansard staff, and I recommended to the Internal Commis-
sion to have them placed on the permanent staff.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell), Hlow many messengers are
therc altogether ?

Mr. SPEAKER. 45; the number before was 39 perma-
nent, but the number actually employed was 45.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). How many extra clerks are
there compared with last year ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I could not say what number were
employed last year, but the same number are employed this
year. No additional amoant is asked for that service.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Thon, Mr. Speaker will see that
there has been no saving. We have the same number of
extra sessional clerks as before. We require the same
expenditure to meet that, and we have eight more perman-
ent messengers than we had before.

Mr. SPEAKER. These permanent employés only replace
some who were employed temporarily. They were paid
out of contingencies. There is no increase in the amount
necessary for the service.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Thon there is a corresponding
diminution in the number of extra messengers.

Sir CEARLES TUPPE R. Hear, hear; that is so. They
are only put in another form.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I understood the Speaker to say
that there was an increase, but not a material one.

Mr. SPEAKER. There is an increase in the number of
permanent sessional messengers. There is no increase in
the number of clerks, but only in the permanent messengers
and charwomen, and these were already employed.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) No one would object to the
increase for the pages, because we know that they are
fully employed. I have only been here some four or
five years, but it eeems to me that we have four or five
times as many messengers as are required, No doubt they
are desirous to discharge their duties, but, when we have
forty-five mon in the room downstairs as messengers of this
House-that is a messenger for every five members of the
House-and making allowance for those who are required
for the service of special officers, my experience is, as the
experience of every member who bas spoken is, that there
are three times as many employed as are required.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the forty-five messengers were in
that room bolow, it would be found that the room was not
large enough for them, but it must be remembered that at
every door of this Chamber there must be a messenger,
there must be a mesoenger attached to the clerk's office,
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two are employed in the reading room, there is another for
myseif, and a couple of servants are employed there, and
there is a messenger for the accountant for doing the bank
business; and I can tell the hon. member that there are not
too many, because hardly twelve of them are loft to perform
the outside messages for the members. I think the mem-
bers would find it rather hard if, when they wanted a
messenger to be sent to the city on their business, there
was no messenger to be found.

Extra service by members of the Civil Service in the
office of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
and in the Department of the Secretary of 8tate...$127

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This vote is for clerks
employed in preparing electoral lists who could not be paid
by the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery as they were mem-
bers of the Civil Service. The pressure was so great that
clerks in other Departments were utilised, and the only
way in which they could be paid was by naming thom here.

Committee rose and reported resolutions.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

Library of Parliament ........................... .$1 815

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What work is this of Mr.
Barthe of which we are asked to pay for fifty copies ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the Souvenir d'un demi-
siècle, by Mr. Barthe, who was a member years ago, the
brother of the one who was bore eight or ton years ago.
It is a work which we considered we should have for
exchanges.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the nature
of it?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is bis souvenirs of the his-
tory of Canada for half a century.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.- Whieh half of the
century is it ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think it comes up to
about ton years ago, or thereabouts. I am not quite sure.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIr. It is rather a large
price to pay for a work of that kind.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would ask whether, in our
exchanges from the United States, England, France, and
so on, we receive anything but public documents. Do we
receive excbanges of literary or historical works published
in those countries ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not sure, but I remem-
ber that we have received from France a number of books
that were not public documents.

Expenditure under Franchise Act.........,...... $150,000
Mr. JONES. Is that for the revising barristers?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is for the Franchise

Act; for the whole revision of the franchise, the revising
barristers and the clerks, and everything of that kind.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We ought to know,
surely, what the amount is going to be. The Government
must have made up their minds what amount is to be paid
to the several judges and other officers who acted as revis-
ing barristers. We see payments on account of $200, 8400
and $500, as the case may be, for one or more constituen-
cies; but, now that you are coming down for an amount of
S150,000, the House is fully entitled to know what actual
allowance has been made to these gentlemen for their labors.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It has not been finally settled.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. Well, Mr. Chairman,
I think it ought to be settled. More than a year has

elapsed since these gentlemen began their labors, and surely
in that time the Government could make up their minds as
to what is to be paid to them.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say that, on concur-
rence, we will give the information. The matter was, to a
certain extent, tentative, as the hon. gentleman knows, down
to the period to the elections. It was important to see its
working a little before we finally decided what the remune-
ration of these parties should be. I quite admit the force
of what the hon, gentleman says, and I think we will be
able, to-morrow, to give the information he asks for.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think it is absolutely noces-
sary that the Government should give the House this
information. The hon, gentleman was not here when the
Franchise Bill was introduced, but at that time there was a
provision made, and a resolution was on the paper, providing
what the salaries should be. The Prime Minister, who had
charge ofthe Bill, abandoned that clause, and said he would
make provision in the Estimates. When the Estimates came
down he said it would not be necessary to make provision for
that year. Then, last year we made a motion for this
information, and it was promised by the Secretary of State
and others. When the Session came to a close a certain
sum was asked for, and we were told the Government had
not made up their minds as to what the exact cost would
be. Now, this is the third Session from the time the Bill
was carried, and the hon, gentleman will see that this
House would be altogether wanting to its duty to itself and
country if it made any further appropriation without know-
ing what the actual cost for the year was going to be.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We are not asking for any
further appropriation. This is to cover a Governor General s
warrant for money that bas already been appropriated in
that way.

Mr. MILLS. There are $50,000 in addition to the Gover-
nor General's warrant.

Mr. JONES. Have the Government before them any
claims sent in by the returning officers that were made by
the revising barristers for furnishing lists during the late
elections ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. JONES. I presume they will amount to avely con-

siderable sum?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Nothing more than will be

covered by this amount.
Mr. JONES. This amount, I understand, the hon. gentle-

man bas already paid ont.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, I did not say that.
Mr. JONES. Then the Governor General's warrant was

taken for money that was not required ?
Sir CHARLES T(JPPER. The Governor General's

warrant was $ 00,000 and this is $50,000 additional.
Mr. JONES. Is it contemplated to pay the revising

barristers' accounts whichl have been sent in for furnishing
the electoral lists to the returning officers ? In the county of
Halifax I have a copy of the bill the revising barrister
charged to the returning officer for furnishing the electoral
lists, which bill is $174.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Bills are not necessarily paid
because they are sent in. They are all being revised, and a
scale will be adopted which, I hope, to be able to lay before
the House to-morrow.

Mr. JONES. I may remark that if such an account as
this is sent in from every riding in the Dominion, the total
amount will be a very large sum.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Halifax is an extravagant
place.
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Mr. JONES. I think the hon. gentleman bas found it se
sometimes.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think the matter is of sufficient
importance to entitle the Hrouse te some statement se that we
may discuss the principle on which the Government proposes
te go in paying these officers.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have said that, to-morrow, I
will bring that before the House.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman knows that
on some lists there may be only 2,000 or 3,000 voters, in
other counties the number may come up to 9,000 or 10,000
voters; and the labor and work required of the returning
officer in a large county may be thrce or four times as great
as that required in a smaller county. The Government
should be prepared to regulate their scale of payment
according to the work performed.

Mr. McMULLEN. We ought te have some understand-
ing in regard te the amount that is going to be paid4 Three
diferent Sessions this question has been before the House.
When the Bill was introducod, we stated on this side that
we thought the operations of the Franchise Act would cost
the country $350,000 or $400,000. Hon. gentlemen opposite
appeared te pooh-pooh the idea, and ridicule the Opposition
for making such an erroneous estimate of the probable cost.
Now, the thing has been up Session after Session, and I
think before this item passes, we should have some distinct
understanding as te the amount it is going te cost each con-
stituency in the whole country.

Arts, agriculture, and statistica...............,.....$151,000
Sir CHARLES TUPPE t. To pay C. C. Chipman for

special service in connection with the Colonial and Indian
Exhibition, 81,000-I may say that Mr. Chipman is the
accountant of the High Commissioner's office in London. Ho
was appointed accountant of the exhibition, and there was
net a single shilling paid out in London in connection with
the exhibition which did net come under his close personal
supervision. A great deal of time was necessarily occupied
from early morning until late at night, during which
time Mr. Chipman was assiduously engaged in the dis-
charge of these duties. The exhibition was very large, and
in order te kep it under proper control, I arranged that
not one single shilling should be paid for any service in
connection with the expenditure that did net pass through
bis bands, and that did net have his personal scrutiny.
When it became necessary for me te leave the exhibition
and coma out te this country in connection with the pro-
posed Imperial Institute, Mr. Chipman was charged, in addi-
tion to these duties, with the general oversight and man-
agement of the exhibition, and thosa duties wore performed
in a very painstaking and admirable manner; se much se
that I found upon my return that everything had gone
smoothly with all the employés, with a great number of
exhibitors, and with all the officiais connected with the
Department in London. I cannot speak too highly of his de-
votion te the public service in connection with this work,
or the ability that he evinced in discharging his duties.

Mr. JONES. What is his salary in the Department ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. About 82,200 altogether. I

felt, therefore, warranted in asking the House under the
circumstances te vote a bonus, as it were, of 81,000 for his
special services. I am quite certain any hon. gentleman
who had an opportunity of visiting the exhibition-and
there were a great many public men and exhibitors who
observed what had been done -would bear testimony te the
zsa, assiduity and ability evidenced in the performance of
those duties.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Did ho draw the double salary ?
Sir CHAR LES TUPPER. He was still accountant, and

an assistant under bis direction was engaged in carrying on
SiR CHARLEs TUpPER.

the duties in the High Commissioner's offile; but ho wua
responsible as regards those duties because he had to super-
vise them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. With respect to the
item, further amount required for the Colonial Exhibition
(Governor General's warrant) $ 125,000, I would ask what
was the original sum voted ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do noit remember the suin
voted. Of course the expenditure bas been a very large one.
It would have been impossible to have had Canada repre-
sented on so large a soale, and so effciently, without a very
large outlay. The expenditure in Canada was $85,49384.
There is estimated as the amount to complote the expondi-
ture in Canada: freight, $56,500, and miscellanous amounts,
85,000-in all $61,500. That will make $146,999.94 of ax-
penditure in Canada. Of that sum 840,000 represents freight
to London, and $16,500 return freight; in all $56,500. The
expenditure in London amounted in all to $116,469.90, and
there are no outstanding accounts; every shilling of expon.
diture there has;been paid and the accounts have been closed.
The total expenditure in connection with the exhibition in
Canada, for freight there and back and in London, was
$263,463.84.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is by far the largest expen-
diture ever made at any exhibition, larger than that at Phi-
ladelphia.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe that in the
Estimates for 1886-87 only $60,000 were asked. So it appears
that the expenditures have been very largely in excess of
the sum appropriated.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There was a very large
amount appropriated before that vote.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGB.T. In any case it is eçi-
dent there bas been a very large under-valuation, because
last year Parliament was only asked for $60,000 and new in
addition it is asked for $115,000. In fact $125,000 has been
expended under Governor General's warrants. It may have
been very well laid out; I am not going to gainsay that.
Se far as I have heard it has produced good results; but it
is very objectionable that when the Estimates only show
$60,000 as having been applied for, 8125,000 are now re-
quired; a fact which shows very coosiderable lack of propar
information on the part of the officer who, last year, pre-
pared the Estimates. If the hon. gentleman will took back
at the Estimates ho will see that that was the amoont asked
last year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am notat all surpred that
the hon. gentleman considers the amoant large; it is a very
large amount. Of course, I cannot speak partieularly with
respect te the expenditure in Canada. I have no doubt the
Minister of Agriculture adopted every means in his power
te limit it as far as possible; but I can speak with respect
to the expenditure in London, and I have no hesitation in
saying that the closest attention was paid to the out!ay
made thore, and that we succeeded in obtaining resulis
greater than any colony obtained, and we did so ut a much
lower cost.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Does tUe hon. gontle-
man know what the Australian colonies spent, individulJly
and collectively ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not know. But for the
decorations of the court those colonies employed very em-
inent mon in London, and we took tonders and hal the
work quite aAwell done at a very small cost. Evory means
we could adopt to economise in expenditures were used. and
I had an opportunity of knowing while the matter was in
progress what others were paying for similar work and
what we were paying, and we got our work performed at a
very mach smaller cost than they did. It must net be for-
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gotten that Canada occupied in the exposition space as
greathor greater than the whole of the Australian colonies,
and the display was one which, from the very nature of
thinga and from the principle adopted, must entail a very
large expense. The policy adopted was to invite manufac-
turers in Canada to send exhibits to England, and the
Government undertook to send them there and bring them
back. The reason why the cost of return freight has been
so very much less than the cost of sending it there was, that
a very large number of sales were effected and consequently
there were not nearly so many goods to bring back. In
arranging for the freight, means were concerted between
the Minister of Agriculture bere and myself in London to
reduce the charges of sending them and placing them in
the exhibition, and that was done at a very much lower
rate than at one time it was thought possible to obtain.

Mr. MILLS(Bothwell). The appropriation asked for by the
hon. Minister of Finance, and which has already been made
by Governor General's warrant, ought to have been asked for
tw-elve months ago. The hon, gentleman has given no
information as to how the Government have spent so very
large a sum in excess to that asked. Some one bas been at
fault, some one has miscalculated,[either the Minister of
Agriculture or some other hon. gentleman connected with
the Govelrnment, for it is clear that the Government have
spent three or four times more than what they asked from
Parliament, and estimated at the time the expenditure was
contemplated. The hon. gentleman has given no informa-
tion with regard to that matter. He has not given any
justification for the course the Govern ment have adopted in
expending three or four times a$ much as they asked from
Parliament twelve months ago.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was quite impossible in the
nature of things to arrive at any approximate estimate. It
may have been a wrong principle to adopt, but the fact
that it was adopted-the principle of inviting exhibitors to
send forward their exhibits and undertaking to send them
to London-rendered an approximate estimate utterly im-
possible. I was quite at fault myself in the estimate i made
and gave to the Minister of Agriculture, because I never
supposed there would be anything like the quantity of goods
forwarded. Fortunately we were able, step by step, to obtain
greater space until at length the space originally allotted to
Canada was nearly if not quite doubled, and that was abso.
lItely necesary, in order to be able to exhibit at all the
great variety of exhibits which were sent there. I think I
remember reading, with a good deai of pleasure, the
statement made by the bon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright), when this vote was under
consideration, that Parliament would not consider so much
the amount expended as they would the value which they
received for it; and I think I may congratulate the House
and the country upon that exhibition having been of very
great value to Canada, and having placed the extent and
resources of this country before the British pubtic-before
visiters from India and the Australian colonies, and the
outlying portions of the Empire, and of the continent of
Europe-in a much stronger and more favorable light than
ever before. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
says that this expenditure largely exceeds that of any ex-
hibition which ever took place before. That is true, but I
think I may say that just to the extent to which it exceeds
any previons exhibition in- the amount expended, it bas
also given to the country valuable results in proportion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to enquire
if the hon. gentleman knows how it came about, or if it did
come about-because 1 can only say it was so stated to me
-that there was some mistake in the matter of our exhibit
of cheese, whieh is a mot valuable portion of our agricul-
tural produet; that it was not displayed as prominently or

in as good order as might be desired, at ail events in the
earlier portion of the exhibition.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That matter was brought
under my attention, but I confess I was rnuch surprised to
see any such statements made. The fact is when the ex.
hibition opened, a very large exhibit of cheese Which had
been sent forward by, I think, the Dairymen's Association
of Ontario, had not arrived, but there was a gentleman
there from Ontario who had himself an admirable cheese
exhibit-cheese of immense size and a great variety of
cheese-and it attracted the greatest amount of attention,
and admirably and perfectly represented that department
as far as the Canadian court was concerned. Some time
subsequently, after the exhibition was opened, when there
was great difficulty in obtaining space, the two gentlemen
in charge of the exhibit arrived, and they were anxious to
have a large space allotted to them. The cheese had
in the meantime arrived, and I appropriated as large
a space as I possibly could for the purpose. Subsequently,
however, they decided that they would store the cheese
and exhibit it at a later period of the season.
The weather at that time was very hot; they said the
cheese could not remain there very long without being re.
moved, and they themselves made this proposal. I may say
that I received a very kind and courteous letter from those
gentlemen, thanking me very much for the manner in which
I met them and endeavored to carry out their views and
intentions. I may say further, that, I think in connection
with the Government of Ontario, later on, when the weather
was cooler, a large exhibit of cheese was sent forward, and,
in fact, a market was opened and cheese was sold in large
quantities by these gentlemen, who have also testified to the
very thorough and efficient means that have been taken to
put before the visitors at the exhibition the dairy products
of Canada. So that I think my hon. friend wil find on
close examination, that there is no ground for a charge as
to any failure having occurred in putting the great eheese
resources of Canada most thoroughly before the visitors to
the exhibition.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am glad to hear that
because, as theb on. gentleman knows, the statement was
made, and it would be a great misfortune if anything of the
kind had happened. There is another matter as to which
I should like to get some information from.the hon, gentle-
man ; and here again, not having beon on the spot, I can
merely call the attention of thef Nouse and of the hon. gen-
tleman to thei statements which have been made I do not
pledge myself for them, but I was informed that, at the
time when an attempt was being made to boom the enter-
prise of colonising or selling the Island of Anticosti, a large
number of fruits, purporting to come from Anticosti, had
been in some way smuggled into the exhibition, and were
attempted to be exhibited as the actual products of the soil.
I would ask if that matter was brought under the hon. gon-
tleman's attention ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was brought very fully and
proininently under my attention. The facts were these : a
gentleman who was engaged in disposing of the Island of
Anticosti, and who made very large proposalsto the British
public in that connection, applied to me to be allowed to
make an exhibit of products from the Island of Anticosti,
and I assigned a particular locality in the exhibition to him
for that purpose. When theso thinga were exhibited the
fact of their having been the product of the Island of Anti.
costi was challenged. There were bears and dogs and birds
of varions kinds, timber of various kinds, and vegetables
which appeared to b. the growth of a very riah and luxu-
riant Eoil, and which would indicate a very favorable climate.
I told the proprietor of the island that the statement was
made that these articles had not been grown on the island,
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and that it would be necessary for me either to have
authentic evidence placed before me of the fact that they
were grown on the island, or they would require to be
removed. I may say that I did not permit any of the
products of the [sland of Anticosti to be exhibited
in connection with the agricultural trophy, where the
exhibits were made of the other portions of Canada.
AIl I can say is that all the testimony that anyone could
require was lurnished to me-the testimony of the parties
who had raised these articles, the testimony of the captains
of the vessels that had brought them to Quebec, and the
testimony of the officials of Quebec who had recoived them,
so that I was quite overborne by the testimony furnished
that these products were the veritable products of Anticosti.
Although I was not in a position to exclude those articles, I
took very good care not to be, in the slightest degree, com-
mitted to any statements which were made by the proprietor
of Anticosti, or of the persons who were endeavoring to
effect its sale. When I was applied to, as Executive Com-
missioner of Canada, to know if the statements -they put
forward in the prospectus were true, my answer was inva-
riably that I had no information which would enable me to
confirm those statements, and I think the hon. gentleman
will say that that was about as far as it was possible for me
to go.

Mr. TROW. Having had an opportunity of seeing the
exhibition, I think the arrangements were all properly
made, with the exception of those with regard to the article
of cheose, which bas just been mentioned. I had the pleabure
of meeting the gentleman who had charge of the cheese
exhibit from Ontario-Mr. Ballantyno-and ho told me that
ho was not properly treated by the parties who took charge
of the exhibition; that he had not sufficient space, and that,
consequently, owing to the small space allotted him, he re-
fused to cramp up the exhibits in such a manner that they
would not be shown properly. The result was that they
were not shown until quite late in the season, so that ho
lost avery favorable opportunity to dispose of his allotment,
and ho had to dispose of it at a disadvantage.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have already stated that
Mr. Ballantyne had not arrived until after the opening of
the exhibition, and when ho did arrive there was not a
single cheese under bis charge in England. When the
exhibition was opened and the space allotted, it was occu-
pied by a large and most admirable exhibit of cheese made
by another gentleman, Mr. Miller, of Ingersoll. Mr. Ballan-
tyne complained very much of this space having been
allotted to a gentleman who, ho said, was not a producer of
cheese; and I told him that in the absence of any person
representing a cheese exhibit, and in the absence of a single
cheese from Canada, I was only too delighted to give this
space to the gentleman who had such a fine exhibit of cheese.
Mr. Miller made arrangements with the largest vendors of
cheese in England to take bis cheese. Messrs. Spiers
and Pond had Canadian cheese in all their restau-
rants, and in fact took measures by which Canadian
cheese was brought into great prominence. I can
show my bon. friend or lay on the Table Mr.
Ballantyne's letter to me, thanking me for the kindness and
courtesy with which ho had been treated, and stated that
he had himself decided not to make bis exhibit until later
in the season. These explanations, I think, ought to relieve
me from any charge of discourtesy or want of attention to
Mr. Ballantyne. When his cheese arrived, the exhibition
was greatly crowded, and I had not succeeded in obtaining
the large additional space from the arts department which
I afterwards obtained, and which relieved us very much ;
but I at once placed at bis disposal a large space at one of
the most conspicuous points in the exhibition, near the
agricultural trophy. There was another gentleman -Mr.
Rtobertson-sent over under the auspices of the Governmont

Sir CHARLE§ TUPPI1,

of Ontario, who was delighted with the attention he received,
and who has also borne testimony to the facilities which
were placed at his disposal.

Mr. TROW. I was informed on the spot that the cheese
which came from Ingersoll was sent over for sale and not
for exhibition, but that Mr. Ballantyne's was sent expressly
for exhibition, and that arrangements were made for that
purpose prior to its removal from Canada, but there was
some little delay en route-the boat did not arrive at Liver-
pool until a week or ton days later than she was expected;
and consequently Mr. Ballantyne lost the opportunity of
exhibiting the best sample of cheese in the Dominion.

Mr. ELLIS. I observe in one of the official blue-books
of the Province of New Brunswick a complaint made by the
agent of that Province, as follows:-

" The unfortunate mistake of employing a number of English attend-
ants throughout the Canadian section, as well as in the offices, led to
much confusion. The suppression of aIl the names of the active com-
missioners, agents and representatives from the catalogue and all other
literature, as well as the omission to have distinctive badges worn by
tbose in charge of the various sections, materially interfered with the
commercial work of the exhibition.

" Many excellent openings for business were lost through enquirers
being officially referred to the scientific in preference to the practical
representatives. While this may have been the means of securing im-
perial honore for the former, it certainly did not advance the commercial
interesta of Canada."

i was not at the exhibition, and I do not know to what
extent Mr. Cornwall's complaint is justified, but the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick is of sufficient importunce to have
attention 'called to this subject.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) 1 think it was unfortunate that
the hon. Minister should have yielded to the solicitations of
the speculators, who endeavored to float their Anticosti
scheme in the English market, to give them room in the
exhibition. I hacd not the opportunity of being there
myself, but a number of Prince Edward Islanderswho were
there brought home a copy of the prospectus issued by
those speculators, setting forth the advantages of the
Island of Anticosti as an agricultural district, It was par.
fectly ladicrous and absurd. The most exaggerated and
deceptive statements I ever read in my life were contained
in this circular. Those who know anything of the Island
of Anticosti could not believe it possible that honest or
sane men should publish such absurd and exaggerated lies
as were published in that prospectus; and the several
gentlemen to whom I refer told me that the exhibit made
thora under the oegis of Canada and of her commissioner
was very much calculated to mislead any intending investors.
I regret extremely that while the commissioner thought
fit to give a separate exhibition to the Island of Anticosti,
and thus lent the great name of Canada to what might have
resulted-I hope it has not-in deceiving a large number of
the English people, he did not carry out to some extent the
same arrangement with some of the Provinces. The Mari-
time Provinces exhibits were mixed up with those of the
rest of Canada. There was no separate exhibit from Prince
Edward Island, or from Nova Scotia or from New Bruns-
wick. No one could form the slightest idea, from visiting
the Canadian exhibition, that there were such places in
Canada at all as New Brunswick, Nova Scotia or Prince
Edward Island.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Ion. gentlemen from Ontario

seem to think that is groat fun; but it was very desirable,
I think, that Provinces forming a distinct and separate
group, as those Provinces do, should be in some way grouped
together in the exhibition, so that the special advantages
they offer to intending immigrants possessing a reasonable
amount of capital might be brought before the English pub-
lic. That is one of the great benefits we hoped to derive
from this exhibition, and, so far as tho ritime Provinces
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are concerned, from the mixing up of the exhibits of all*
three Provinces with those of the rest of Canada, those ad-
vantages were lost. But I do hope and trust that in any
future exhibition we will not take the Island of Anticosti
under our wing, and I hope the hon. Minister took every
opportunity he had of pointing out to intending English
investors the inaccuracies, to say the least, of this prospectus,
which I have no doubt he saw.

Sir CHABLES TUPPER. I cannot add anything to
what I have already stated, and that is, that I went as far
I dared to go. I bad no information with reference to the
Island of Anticosti further than my recollection of our
having in this Parliament occasionally to send aid to keep
the people of the Island of Anticosti from starving. I gave
no countenance to the scheme whatever. When parties
applied to me, I said I had no information to corroborate the
statements. But I may say that the parties who became
subscribers on the representation of this prospectus-as the
whole thing was attacked in the press very vigorously, and
represented to be a great fraud-sent out an "experienced
English farmer and another gentleman to this country to
investigate it. They were associated with Mr. A. L. Light,
civil engineer, who it was said was nominated by the
Lieutenant Governor of New Brunswick, Sir Leonard
Tilley, at the request of the proposed company. Those
gentlemen visited the Island of Anticosti, and they went
back in the same steamer with me, and I was greatly
astonished at the extent to which the gentlemen sent out to
investigate the statements made corroborated them. Mr.
Light made a very favorable report of the Island of Anti-
costi, and one of the English gentlemen purposely sent out
by the parties proposing to take stock in the enterprise,
made a very favorable report also, and assured me that he
was not at all disappointed with the result of his personal
investigation, comparing it with the prospectus which he
had in his hand. So that my hon. friend will see it would
not have been very well for me to go very much further. It
was a very significant suggestion, when I stated that, re.
presenting Canada as I did, I had no information to enable
me to corroborate any of those statements.t

Mr. SHANLY. I desire to say a few words with regardt
to this much abused island. I feel satisfied there is no reason
at all why the products which were exhibited in London
should not have grown in Anticosti. I have seen products
from there that would really surprise many an Ontario
farmer. At the same time, I must say that the condemna-
tion of the bon. member for P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) of the pros.8
pectus referred to is not one bit too severe. It was what I
do not hesitate to call a swindling prospectus, but I say, also,
that I know and believe the island can produce root crops of
extraordinary growth. The island will absolutely, howeverV
remain forever what it has always been-a desert. The
reason is, it is one of those shelving limestone costs with-
out a safe harbor. The island has ever had a bad name fort
having caused more wrecks and the loses of more brave sea-o
men's lives than any other of our coasts, because of its utterà
inaccessibility. Notwithstanding this, I repeat that ther
products grown there, though they may have been pet S
products raised for a certain purpose, it is perfectly certain
could have been so raised.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have heard a good deal about Anti-a
costi, and, perhaps, know as much about it as any per-0
son in this House. I had the honor of having it under myo
supervision in connection with the marine service for a
number of years, and what the hon. member for Grenville
(Mr. Shanly) las stated about the danger of its coasts, I can
corroborate. It is a place that has made more graves for
seamen than any other part of our coset. I know nothing
about the products exhibited, I was not at the exhibition
myself, and, therefore, cannot speak of them; but from I
what knowledge I have acquired, through a series of years, b
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I am satisfied that some portions of the island are suscep-
tible of producing first-olass roots, and, in some cases, very
good cereals of the coarser kind. That it will ever become
a favorable place for settlement, I do not believe. As to the
prospectus, I know nothing. I considered it an extraor-
dinary affair, and did not take much stock in it.

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. Did the hon. gentleman take
any stock in it ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, I did take a good deal of stock in
it for seven or eight years, while I had it under my super-
vision, as Minister of Marine, and had every year to send
aid to the island to keep the population from starving at
times; but, notwithstanding that, the condemnation of the
gentlemen connected with that island is too extensive.
There is a great deal to be done with the island, but I admit
there are great difficulties in the way. That it is susceptible
of affording good living to agriculturists is quite true, but
there is another reason which, in my opinion, will always
prevent it being a favorable place for settlement : the diff-
culty of communication, the isolated position in which it
stands, the absence of fixed communication with the main-
land, must be agreat drawback, as well asthe absence of good,
safe ports by which steamers can aproach the island and
carry on trade. The hon. the Finance nister bas stated that
every economy was exercised in connection with that exhibi-
tion. Perhaps it was. I am not going to vouch, from personal
knowledge, for anything to the contrary ; but I will say that,
in connection with the transport of goods, I heard frequent
complaints while the transport was going on. I believe the
arrangements in relation to chartering steamers to carry
those goods were not either of the most judicious or of the
most economical character. Who was to b lame, I know not;
but I know several merchants of Montreal complained they
were not dealt with fairly in tendering for it. One, at least,
of the vessels that were taken up, I am informed, and I do not
vouch for the accuracy of this information, was detained a
whole month after being loaded, for some reason I cannot
explain. The Finance Minister bas referred in very glowing
terms to the great:advantages which this exhibition hasgiven
to Canada. Ihave no doubt the exhibition has been of benefit
to Canada, but whether it has benefited us to the extent of
over $250,000 is another question. My own opinion is it
has not. However, I wil not take up time discussing that
question because the thing is done, but I think a govern-
ment which comes down and asks for 850,000 for a service,
and then allows the expense to run up to $265,000, either
has been utterly neglectful of its duties or careless In pre-
paring the estimates ; and I do not think the people, if this
House had been told this service would have cost so much,
would have approved our entering into any such specula-
tion.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I find the entire cost of this exhibi.
tion has been $263,000, I find that we have paid for freight
on goods $40,000 and 15,000 returning. I would like to
know how it is this discrepancy existe. Io it a fact that
people shipped goods for the purpose of seling thema and
got their freight paid by the Government ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.
Mr. MaMULLEN. We have no objection whatever to

any person sending over a sue or article for the purpese
o>f exhibition and being allowed the freight; but if, on the
other hand, men take advantage of the exhibition for the
purpose of securing free carriage of their producta, it is
right we should know it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER That is a fact and a very
mportant fact,

Mr. McMULLEN, I quite agree 'in the remarks of the
hon. member for Northumberland. I think this matter has
been exceedingly costly, and we should have some explana.
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tion with regard to the expenditure we are asking now to
quietly consent to.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to go back to
the Iast item and correct the price of Mr. Barthe's work, it
should be 81.50 instead of $11.50 which roduces the amount
from $875 to $375.

To pay owners of cattle for animals killed to pre-
vent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia............$39,256 41

Mr. JONES. Will the -Minister ôf Agriculture be good
enough to inform me whether the G-overnment have con.
saidered the claim of Mr. Clark, of Tatamagouche, for cattle
'whieh he was feeding and keeping there when they were
taken charge of by the Department of Agriculture, and wore
not killed at the time ? Mr. Clark, it will be remembered,
thought a larger amount ought to have been awarded him.

Mr. CA RLING. It has been referred to Mr. McEachren
for a further report, and I may be able to give it to thei hon.
gentleman to-morrow. I will try to do so.

Mr.^MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to know whether
these damages were paid under the express provision of the
statute, whether these parties were responsible for the dis-
case beiug among thoir cattle or not, because, if they were,
the provision in the Act is that they are not entitled to
compensation.

Mr. CARLING. These cattle were slaughtered on sus-
picion that they had disease, and Mr. McEachren, the vote-
rinary, who had charge of the station, recommended that
they should be slaughtered.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, Whero was this donc ?
Sir CIARL ES TUPPER. At Point Levis.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Entirely ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Gratuity to C. 8. Neville, late a mesenger in the
Department of Railways and Canals, on his leaving
the service .................. ............ $383 33

Sir RICRARD CARTWRIGHT. What are the circum-
stances connected with this ?

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. I am instructed by the Minister
of Justice that Mr. Neville's health suffered from indoor
einployment, and on a medical cortificate ho was allowed to
leave the service and receive a gratuity.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGi Ir. How long has ho beon
in the service ?

Sir 0HARLES TUPPE R. I know that ho had been in
for-s numnber of years. Ho was thero ail the time I was in
that Department

Mr. McMULLEN. What salary did ho receive while ho
Was in ?

Sir CIARLES TUPPER. He went in at a low salary
as a boy, and lis salary was not high wheno ho left.

Mr. MILDS. It could not be as high as a messenger, but it
would be satisfactory to tell us the age of the party, and
the length of bis service.

Militia.... ...... ... ,. ...... $2,400
Sir RICHARD CA RTWR[GIIT. I should like some ex-

4planation about the first item in ihis: " to pay C. Campbell,
aecond-class clerk, Departmant of Militia and Defence for
ervices-compilation of correspondence and précis on the

defonces of Canada (pribr to lst July, 1886), 81,000." I
do not suppose that Mr. Campboll ean have contributed any
valuable military lore to the Department as to the defence of
Canada. I suppose it was only simple clerical work, and

'for that the allowance of 1,000 is rather large. Under
"'What circumstance does the 'Minister recommend this vote
to us ?

Mr. MCMULLEN.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I think that no more valuable
contribution has been made on a very important question
than the work now before the House. Mr. Campbell is a
retired officer of the British navy. The compilation which
he has worked up is one taken from papers which were in
the home office in England, from papers in Halifax, from
ail the reports made to the Department of Militia at differ-
ont times upon the defences of Canada, and it is also a
compilation of ail the despatchos exchanged between the
Imperial Government and the Canadian Government upon
that question. I believe that no other person but one who
had the peculiar knowledge Mr. Campbell possesses to a
very great degree could work up this book as ho has done.
It is a book of very great importance, and ho has spent
såveral months-I am not sure if it was not nearly eighteen
months-in working up that book from the different records
and dockets. It is a book of very considerablo importance
to the Department, condensing the contents of fifteen or
sixteen volumes. Knowing the importance of the work
and the time which he gave to its compilation, I thought I
was quite justified in recommending to Council to pay him
the amount which appears in the Estimates. It is a confi-
dential report which naturally cannot be placed on the Table
of the House, containing, as it does, ail the history of the
defences of Canada, and other matters which cannot be
reported, but which are considered very important and very
valuable to the Department of Militia.

Sir RICHARD CAR ['WRIGHT. What are Mr. Camp-
bell's present duties, his ordinary duties ?

Sir ADOLPH1E CARON. He is a second-class clerk in
the office of the Deputy Minister of Militia and Defence, and
is in charge of a very important branch of the correspon-
dence, which is increasing every day.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. Minister will
observe that, without disputing the value of the gentleman's
information or the value of the confidential memoir, as I
take it, which ho has composed, the practice of paying our
own officers large additional sums for extra work is not ono
which it is very desirable to encourege. What is the total
salary of this gentleman, irrespective of this grant ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Ho receives now $1,250 per
annum, and I must again repeat what I have already stated,
that this is the work of a specialist, requiring special quali-
fications, which Mr. Campbell possesses.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHTI'. The hon. gentleman
will seo that any grant of this kind, in bis Dopartmont or in
any other Department, is looked upon as establishing a pro-
cedent that, if the head of the Departmont assigns to any
man a special bit of work, that man is to be entitled to ro-
coive extra pay for it ut a very high rate ; and very spOcial
abuses may creep in and have crept in under votes such as
those. In past years, we have found a number of gentle-
men-I think in the Railway Departmont-who have prac-
tically doublod their salaries by working extra hours, and
have got better pay for their extra hours than they did for
their work during thoir ordinary hours. If this sort of
thing is to be allowed to creop in, the whole of the Depart-
ments will be disorganised. I do not know anything in re-
gard to this particular work, and it appears that we cannot
know anything, but, of course, I accept the hon. gentleman's
explanation that the work is valuable to the Department.

Mr. McMULLEN. On page 17 of the Auditor General's
accounts for this year, there is a list of names of civil ser-
vants who have received the pay of two different offices.
There are over 150 civil servants who have been paid for
double services during last year, in some cases $300, $550
and even as high as $800. I think it is time this system
was put a stop to. If the country is hiring a man and pa y
ing him a respectable salary for the work he performs, he
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should not be led to understand that he is going to get any
addition in the way of a gratuity which is paid him at the
good pleasure of the Minister in whose Department ho
serves.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Has this compilation been
printed ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. We had only a very limited
number struck off, and they are all marked "lconfidential."
It is not a work tbat could be placed before the public in
the interests of the servico. It contains, as I have already
stated, a history of all the defonces of Canada, and the pro-
jected defences of Canada, and I do not think it would be at
all in the interest of the service to make of it a document
that could ho circulated, and that might possibly travel out
of Canada and ho used outside of Canada.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It seoms that what Mr. Campbell
has done is simply to make a compilation of documents that
are in posseFsion of the Department, and that might heof
service to the Governmont in case of hostilities. The hon.
gentleman says this is a work that, although printed,
cannot ho published. It is a confidential work.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Very confidential.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, would it not have been well,

bofore coming to Parliament to ask for an appropriation
for undertaking this confidential compilation, that the hon.
gentleman should have put it in the power of the House,
either before a confidential commissioner or in some other
way, to judge of the propriety of the compilation and of the
amount that Mr. Campbell is entitlcd to ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I will let the hon. gentleman
see what it is, and I think ho will be astonished at the com-
pilation.

Mr. CH ARL I ON. Whero was that confidential compi-
lation printed ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. By the Queen's Printers, L
think.

Mr. MALLORY. How long was this gentleman engaged
in the compilation.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I am not quite sure, but I
think it was for eighteen months. He worked after office
hours, sometimes even till midnight. I am quite certain
that the amount now asked for is certainly not too much.
*Mr. M1LLS (Bothwell). I think that the system is
extremely vicions. A clerk who has some copy and who
undertakes the work of a specialist in a compilation of this
sort, and who sits up late hours, so far disqualifies himself for
the ordinary duties ho is paid to perform. Besides that, while
I am not oomplaining that the hon. gentleman proposes to
compensate Mr. Campbell-for I suppose ho encouraged
him to go on with this work-it does not seem, from the hon.
gentleman's statement, that Mr. Campbell has compiled
anything that was not accessible to any hon. gentleman.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. No, it was not accessible.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman knows that

not only the Department but the public have the reports of
Colonel Jarvis and of General Mitchell and others, with
regard to the defences of this country.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Quito true, but several of these
reports were asked for by Parliament and were always re-
fused, because it as not considered consistent with the in-
terost of the service to bring them down.

Mr. M[TCHELL. A gratuity of two years' pay to Lieut.-
Col. W. T. Baird, 81,400-is he any relation to the gen-
tleman who sits for Queen's, N.B.?

Mr. JONES. I would liko to ask whether the Govern-
ment cannot roconsider thoir decision with reference to

Col. Milson. The Minister of Finance is aware that
Col. Milson entered the service of Nova Scotia previous to
the Union. He left the Imperial service with the expecta.
tion, if not with the understanding, that bis position there-
after was to b permanent. After a certain number of years,
at the ti me of the Union, ho was transferred to the service of
the Dominion, and in the course of time bis services were
dispensed with, leaving him an old man, now practically
without any means of support. I think ho was engaged by
the Finance Minister when that hon. gentleman was Pre-
mier of the Province, and I trust it is not too late to do
something for him. Others bave been cared for by the
Dominion when they became unable to perform thoir ser-
vices any longer.

Sir CIARLES TUPPER. L called the attention of the
Minister of Militia on more than one occasion to Col.
Milson, and expressed my great desire that anything
consistent with a due regard to public economy which
characterises this Administration, should be done.

Mr. JONES. Was ho not entitled to a pension ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. No, ho was not entitled to it,
as otherwise ho would have received it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I asked a question a moment ago. It
seems to be the fashion not to answer the questions I ask.
I propose to-night to get every question I ask answered, if
I can. I want to know whether hr. Baird, whose name is
here, is a brother, or is any relation of the gentleman
whose seat for Queen's was questioned for some time in this
House ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I can tell the hon. gentleman
that my Department being a non.political Department, I
have. not been able to trace any relation between an em-
ployé of my Department and the gentleman who aits for
Queen's. I did not take up the question from that stand-
point. I do not know whether ho is a brother, or a cousin
or nephew of the gentleman who sits for Queen's.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is about as mach information as
I generally get. I rather take exception to the Minister of
War's statement that bis Department is non-politicul. I
think there is a good deal of politics in it, notwithstanding
the hon. gentleman's declaration.

Canadian Pacifie Railway, British Columbia section.$40,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this for Mr. Onder-
donk ?

Sir CHARLES TULPER. A part of it. Of that sum,
812,013 is to pay Mr. Onderdon kfor repairs of damages
caused by storms and freshots, and the balance is for setting
up the wharf at Port Moody on iron piles, and for land
surveys.

Mr. &fcMULLEN. I noticed that Mr. Onderdonk got
some 831,000 for building six stations on that portion.of the
road. I would like to know if there was any tender adver-
tised for, or how it was that he got the building of those
stations.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will give the information
to the hon. gentleman.

Mr. CHARLTOT. I desire to cbtain information as to
the longth of the wharf where the iron piera were used, and
the depth of the water.

Mr. MULOCK. Was the work for which $20,000 was
charged dono under tender ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am not able to state; it was
done since I left the Department. I will obtain the infor-
mation for the hon. gentleman and lay it on the Table.

Mr. MILLS. How did the obligation arise ?
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Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. I think it arose from having
undertaken, in the first instance, to build the pier with wood,
and it was found necessary, owing to the wood being des-
troyed by a special worm, to resort to iron piling in order
to keep up the wharf. The water is very deep there. The
ships from England that brought the rails discharged at the
wharf.

Mr. MULOCK. I hope that when the Minister of Finance
brings the information, he will also bring any contract or
document bearing on the matter, and until that is done the
Committee should not be called upon to vote the item. It
may be that in trying to do away with the evil effects of
one worm, we are encouraging a much more injurious one
in the person of Mr. Onderdonk and those connected with
him.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I promise before concurrence
to lay on the Table of the louse the information asked for,
and I hope at this period of the Session that hon. gentlemen
opposite will be satisfied with that.

Mr. MULOCK. I would ho very glad to consent, but last
year we had the very same experience, and it was a most
unfortunate one, and it happened in regard to this same
gentleman-Mr. Onderdonk. I do not think it is fair to call
on the Committee to vote $40,000, when we have no evi-
dence showing wby we should or should net vote it, It is
making a farce of voting supplies if we are called on tevote
money, and on concurrence, or afterwards, ascertain that
we should not have doue so. I object to the passage of the
item until the papers have been laid on the Table of the
louse.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the Minister of
Railways should be here when these items especially affect-
ing his Department are being considered, No doubt in
some cases the hon. gentleman who has special charge of
the Estimates, having been Minister of Railways himself, is in
a position to give the information to the House; but hoecan-
.not do it in reference to a great many of these new items.
As ho knows very well, there is no realopportunity
of obtaining information unless the Minister in charge of
the Department is bore and prepared to give the requisite
information for which the hon. gentleman has asked. This
is a special case. Here is an expenditure under Governor
General's warrant for $30,000. A Governor General's
warrant is always supposed to have been passed after a
special examination on the part of the Minister in charge
of the Department, and on the ground of special urgency
and importance, and Council itself makes a special exami-
nation, or is supposed to do so, into the urgency. In this
case there is a double reason why we should have the
infoi mation.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I promised to lay the infor-
mation fully on the Table of the flouse to-morrow, and I
hope hon. gentlemen will accept that as sufficient at this
period of the Session.

Mr. McMULLEN. The information I desire is in con.
nection with the expenditures at page 195 of the Auditor
General's report

A. Onderdonk, contract 92 ..........................
Removing slides between Port Moody and

Savona...............-............
Labor and materials in connection with water

service..............................
Digging and refilling trenches, laying water

pipes, constructing .. ............................
Transport of pipes and fittinga....................
Freight on 1,839 tons of rails, at $3.............
Labor and materials to complete 31 switches at

$33.81.......... ................................... ,
Stacking rails ...... .................... ................... .
6 station houses, at $3,500...... ......................
Extra work on foundation.......... .... ..........
3 wood sheds............................. ....

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

$82,000 00

56,557 56

7,186 74

7,425 85
865 70

5,517 00

1,048 11
335 28

21,000 00
1,081 19

205 68

Those items together make $178,981. Mr. Onderonk ap-
pears to be a favorite individual.

Mr. CHARLTON. It seems to me that the Minister of
Railways should be present to give information.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman ob-
jects I will move that the Committee rise and we will take
up the Customs Bill.

Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps at a later period of thé even-
ing the hon, gentleman might, be hre. At this stage of
the Session it is almost impossible to have any discussion
on these items at any other stage, and this is one of those
items on which the House desires some information.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. member who pre-
viously spoke had the Auditor General's report in his hand
from the first day of the Session, and yet ho asks papers to
be brought down at the last hour, with the effect, I wili not
say the purpose, of obstructing the progress of the Esti-
mates. I do not think this is the way to facilitate the
discharge of the public business.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I believe many hon. members on this
side of the House, out of courtesy for the Minister of Fin-
ance, have, on several occasions, consented to leave over
matters with the promise of the Minister that there would
be another opportunity given for discussion. Wo are near
thp close of the Session, and if we allow the present oppor-
tunity to pass there will bc no other opportunity of discuss-
ing this important item.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What I object to is, not the
hon. gentleman asking for papers, but that while he bas had
the Auditor General's report in his hand, and must have
known whether ho wanted the information or not, ho took
no steps a week or two ago to ask for it, but he has done so
just now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. I am quite sure that, as
regards the Auditor General's report, my hon. friend will
agree to accept the offer of the hon. Minister without fur-
ther comment, although the enquiries must come natu-
rally in connection with the discussion on the Onderdonk
contract. In regard to the other matter of information
about this particular vote, the Minister knows that members
are in their rights in asking for full information. They
have no opportunity of obtaining it elsewhere.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state another reason. There
are a good many items in this vote. There is another item
in which I will require some information from the Minister
who has charge of the Department, information which the
the Finance Minister cannot possibly give; and as he will
not be here after the House rises, ho cannot make any
pledges in regard to it. That is in regard to Indiantown
Branch.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will give the hon gentleman
the information when we get to it. If it is not sufficient,
we will endeavor to procure it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Minister of Railways should
be here to give the information. I do not think the Min-
ister of Finance, when he casts blame on hon, gentlemen
who are criticising the Estimates as they pass through, is
acting properly. Hoesays we should have asked for papers
long ago, but it is the duty of the Ministers, when they
come down to ask for these votes, and particularly these
extraordinary votes, to be prepared to give information. and
it is entirely out of place to throw the responsibility or the
blame on gentlemen on this side, that they have not asked
for the papers. That is my idea, at any rate.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman had, and
the House had, these very items before them almost the
first days of the Session ; they became the subject of discus-
sion in this House, and if the hon. gentleman wanted in-
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formation as to how the money was spent, or wanted the
papers, then was the time to ask for them, when they could
be provided without detaining the House. I presume it
would take some time now to prepare these voluminous
papers and to bring them down I contend that gentlemen
have the fullest rights to criticise these votes, and to ask
for ail information ; that I am quite willing to concede, but
I think when we have had the matter before us from the
first of the'Session, if they wanted information they should
have given the Minister on opportunity of laying it on the
Table of the House, as could have been donc by asking for
it a month ago.

Mr. MITCHELL. We have not had that information
from the opening of this Session ; it was a long way on in
the Session when the list of Governor General's warrants
came down.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They are brought down the
first fifteen days of the Session.

Mr. MITCHELL. I say that is not thetime to discuss these
things on concurrence, but when we come to vote the money
then is the time to discuss them. When a particular Minister
of the Crown takes charge of these items to put them through
the Hlouse, he should bo fortified by the Minister having
charge of these particular matters, that I think the louse
has a right to demand and expect. Under these circum-
stances, the hon. gentleman should not attempt to put the
blame on gentlemen on this side, and attribute to us any
neglect in not having asked for these papers. It will bc
charged, if we ask for the papers on every item shown by
the Governor General's warrants when they come down,
that we are putting the Government to expense in copying,
voluminous papers, and delaying the business of the louse.
We do not ask for voluminous papers; we want information
as to what constitutes each item, and how it is made up,
and the hon. gentleman in charge of the business of the
House should be able to tell us.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have told you.
Mr. MITCHELL. No, you haven't.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. I beg the honi gentleman's pardon.

He has told us in general terms; he has a way of rather
bluffing the thing through, but he bas not given us the in-
formation we bave a right to expect. I say that the hon.
Minister of Railways should be here to explain the things
which the hon. gentleman himself may not be in a posi-
tion to explain. It cannot be expected that an hon. gentle-
man coming hre just before the election, for a special
purpose, and taking charge of the most important Depart-
ment in the Government-with all his great ability, and elo.
quence, and power-it cannot be expected that the latter
qualities to which I have referred are sufficient to satisfy us
if the information we have a right to demand is not given
before we are asked to vote away the public money.

Mr. MULOCK. I would remind the Minister of Finance
that on several occasions during the present Session hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House have not only asked for
the production of papers, but in many cases have obtained
the order of the House for their production, without those
orders being obeyed. Now, if an order of the House is dis-
obeyed in that way, we may fairly assume that the mild
request of a private member would be treated with at least
equal contempt. An order of the fouse upon the Govern-
ment to send down papers is now practically a dead letter,
and before the House closes I will have occasion to illustrate
wherein I think the Government bas treated the House in
an improper manner, with regard to papers on one veryi
important question. At the commencement of the Session1
an order was issued for these papers and, although I have,
several times asked for them, and although the promise was

made that they should be brought down, the order of the
louse remains unobeyed to this moment.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What was that ?
Mr. MULOCK. It was an order for a return in regard

to the railway commission. I moved for that document at
the commencement of the Session, the first time I could do
so under the Rules of the House. I introduced a Bill affect.
ing the railway law, and I mentioned at the time that I
could not go on, and did not desire to go on, until the order
lu regard to the railway commission was brought down. L
wished to have laid before the House the evidouce up to that
time taken by the commission, and to point out wherein I
thought the commission was failing in its object. The
Minister of Railways promised them, and after a month of
time had elapsed, after I had been as patient as was reason-
able, I asked him for the papers, and although he gave me
a promise that they would be brought down, they have not
been brought down, and the result is that the Bill did not
have a second reading, although I had an opportunity sov-
oral times of moving its second reading. I also take the
ground which has been taken by the hon. member for
Northumberland, that this is a proper time when such in-
formation should be given; that the papers should always
be considered on the Table, and that they shoul d be within
reach now that they are wanted, With regard to tho voting
ef public inoney, my observation loads me to this conclu-
sion, that the House has been largely negligent of its duty
in voting away vast sums of monoy without explanation ;
and when we look at the finances of the country we so
the legitimate consequences of this neglect of duty by all
the members of this HUouse, irrespective of the places they
occupy. There are no duties wo are more bo)und to do
honestly than to be economical in disposing of the people's
taxes, and whatever the hour of the Session it may be, even
if it is the last moment of the Session, I amn not prepared,
so far as I am concerned, to allow business to be slurred
over, even if it is the wish of all of us to prorogue. We
have a duty to perform and we must perform that duty.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We will reserve that item.
Intercolonial Railway......... ................. ......... $731,895 46

Mr. MITCHELL. The same rernarks apply against this
item. There is some information I want with regard to this.

Sir CHARLES TU PPEL. Will the hon, gentleman state
what information ho wants.

Mr. MITÇH ELL. I will, but you cannot give it to me.
There is an iten there, Indiantown Branch, $17,000.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We haven't come to that.
Mr. MITCHELL. I know that, but the whole of these

items come together.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We are dealing with a speci-

fie vote, and if the hon. gentleman wants information on
that vote I shall be most happy to give any in formation in
my power, and if I cannot, we will have to lot it stand.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think we have a right to have the
Minister of Railways here to give information on those
items.

Mr. SHANLY. But we should take them in order,
Mr. MITCHELL. The first item is inereased accommo-

dation at St. John, $10,000. I want information-
Sir CHABLES TUPPER. There is an hon. gentleman

behind you who has the floor.
Increased accommodation at St. John........... ....... $10,000

Mr. ELLIS. I observed that the return of warrants laid
on the table of the Public Accounts Committee there was
one for increased accommodation at St, John station, $5,000,
and one for $5,000, for expenditure on the erection of a wharf
or the benefit of ocean traffic. Now, I live in St. John, and
I can safely say thore was no erection at the wharf at St.

1887. 1173



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 21,>

John. This warrant was issued about the 7th of February,
a short time before the elections; and while some men
were employed in doing work, it certainly was net for any
erection ut the wharf, or for the benefit of the oean traffic
in any way.

Sir CITARLES TUPPER. Thodetails furnished me of
this $10,000 vote are as follows :-To complote buildings,
8206.84 ; retaining wall, $761.80; heating apparatus, $477.50;
bridge', 81,204; works in progress, $2,028; inspection,
8351.73; filling in pond in centre of deep water wharf,
85,000; making a total of $10,000.

Mr. ELLIS. I think filling in a pond moans a great deal
more than filling in a pond.

Mr. JONES. As the hon. Minister is disposed to give in.
formation, would he be kind enough to inform us how
$8,000 was expended under the Governor General's warrant
on the Halifax Extension, and $7,000 on the Dartmouth
Branch. I am not aware of any expendituro in the nature
of permanent work having been undertaken or going on at
that time in the city of Halifax. I may be wrong, but I
have shrewd suspicion that this covers up some expendi-
ture that was undertaken last February preceding the
election.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The expenditure of $7,000
on the Dartmouth Brcrch is made up to the 31st of
Decomber, 1886-in carrying on works of construction in
excess of appropriation, $3,028, and to settle outstanding
land claims and building bridge, $3,972. The details of the
$8,000 expenditure at Halifax are: completing masonry of
wall te support the track for coal shed, $479; rails for ad-
ditional sidings, $480; completing buildings, $155; com-
pleting tracks, $1,960; and filling in pond at south end of
dock-yard, $5,000. That is the work the hon. gentleman
refers te, and in reference to that I dare say ho is aware
that it was made a condition of obtaining the land from the
dock-yard that certain things should be done there, and this
was part of that work.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When was the arrangement
made ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The arrangement was made
some time ago, and tho work has been carried to
conpletion.

Mr. JONES. Does the hon. gentleman think the middle
of February is a desirable time to undertake earthworks ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this is rather an extra-
ordinary statement made hy the hon. gentleman. He
admits that the obligation was entered into by the Govern-
ment a long time ago, and yet they found the necessity for
going on with the work so great that they were obliged te
depart from the usual parliamentary practice and issue a
Governor General's warrant for obtaining the necessary
money for the purpose of filling up a pond in the winter
season.

Mr. MULOCK. Was this work donc in the winter
season?

Sir CHA. RLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. What was the necessity for its being

done in the winter season ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was the most convenient
time for doing it, I think.

Mr. MITCHELL. If the hon. gentleman had said the
most effective time, it would probably have been more ac-
curate.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What is the expenditure;
of $3,000 on the Rivière du Loup Town Branch for ?

Mr. ELLIS.

SirOClIARLES TUPPER. It is mae up-oftheexpenditure
to the 3 lst of December, 1886, in making an addition te the
wharf, $1,817; completing the work of adding to wharf,
laying tracks and grading, $1,183.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Another election expenditure.
Mr. McMULLEN. What progress has been made in the

construction of the Pictou Branch ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is expected to be com-

pleted in the course of the ensuing month.
Mr. JONES. Will this vote of $220,000 complote it ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Indiantown Branch........, ...................................... $17,000
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to know if this vote is

sufficient te complote the con nection between Indiantown and
Farley Mills, to connect with the North-Western Railway ?

Mr. TEUMPLE. My hon, friend for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) is, I think, the last man in this House te say a
word with reference te the Indiantown Branch. I know
nothing about the item at present, but I know that the road
should never have been built at ail. It was my hon. friend
who induced the Govcrnment te build this road, and now
he is continually finding fault with them for what they
have done, because they have not gone far enough te satisfy
him, I cannot understand the hon. gentleman. I have
known him for the last thirty years, and have always had
every respect for him. I knew him when he was in the
Local House, and he was iespected there by overy body, but
something or other in the last two or three years lias corne
across th- dreani of the hon. gentleman, and we can hardly
make out what it id. Some think he isl "looney," but 1
would not say that. I do net feel myself satisfied it is that, but
I think the hon. gentleman must forget himself; he must
be in his dotage. So far as Indiantown Branch is concerned
there are two roads, and the present Finance Minister is the
gentleman who consented te build this road te satisfy the
hon. member for Northumberland. It was not required at
ail, and the hon, gentleman knows it, but was merely built
to satisfy him. Now, he wants more, although ho knowa
that $140,000 of subsidy was money wasted and lost to the
country just to satisfy him. And now where is he ? Wo
could net keep him; ho is the party who is always by him-
self. I am sorry to differ from the hon. gentleman, but I
thought it was but just to myself and tho Government, ai I
know about this, that the House should know that the coad
complained of is the road that the Government built to sat-
isfy the hon. gentleman, and with which he will not be
satisfied without a further outlay of $150,000 on it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I could not catch half what the hon.
gentleman said; but I will set him right on one point. I
was, not complaining about the vote, but [ asked the infor-
mation whether the $ 11,000 was intende: to complote the
link from Indiantown to the connection with the Northern
and Western Railway near Farley Mills ? T'ne hon.
gentleman says he does net understand me. He coe-
tainly gave me a certificate of character during the early
years of my life, when ho said he knew me in Niw Bruns-
wick. I an much obliged te the hon. gentleman for a cer-
tificate of character, but I think if a certificate of character
in reference te myself and my public acts rested on the
statement of the hon, gentleman, it would net carry much
weight. He says he thinksI am " looney." If I am wrong
lu attributing that expression to him, I would like him to
set me right, but that is the word ho used, as I caught it.
I do not know what ho means by it. Il performing my
duties te my constituents and criticising, in a proper and
parliamentary manner, the votes My constituents have
to pay by taxation, is an evidenwe of my being
"looney," whatever that may mean, tho hon. gentleman ia
right. I can easily understand the hon, gentleman.
He says this road is net wanted, but ho knowe ho induced
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the Government of the day to transfer the vote from my
county into his, and ho got the vote because he was then,
as ho is now, an out-and-out supporter of the Administra-
tion, and I was one who, in the exorcise of my duty to my
constituents, acted from an independent standpoint, The
hon. gentleman says the road is net wanted. I reply that
it was wanted, and it was got when there was no railroad
in that country. The vote was granted for the Derby
Branch, and the hon. gentleman and some of his associates
endeavored to-I will not say cheat, because that might
not be parliementary-but to deprive my constituonts
of the right to say where the road should be placed.
The hon. gentleman who criticises my condnet as a -public
man and attempts to say ho does not understand me, lent
the weight of his aid for the purpose of trying to defeat
the legitimate objects of the constituents I have the
lonor to represent, and whom, I think, I represent
fairly, honestly and well. He knows, that if I would do as
ho does, if I would be a tame follower of the Government,
and support them in all these extravagant votes, which
have amounted, together with statutory charges, to
about $50,000,000, passed in about eight weeks, I, proLably,
also could get the interest of $300,000 guaranteed for
a bridge, and get a couple of railways established in
my county, whore they are just as well wanted as where
the hon. gentleman has placed them. But I have the mis-
fortune to have an independont spirit, and it may be it is a
misfortune not only to myself but to my constituents, and I
have not been able to get one single item in the Estimates
for the benefit of my county. I will not say it is because I
ventured to criticise the conduct of the Government,
but I believe it is; and I have no hesitation in saying
it is because I do my duty in criticising these gentle-
men who are not the masters, but the servants of
the people, as I have the right to criticise them. I
would say to the hon. gentleman who has attempted
to sehool me, that his standing is not such as to warrant
him attempting to criticise my conduct. The hon. gentle-
man may be acting within his role when ho finds cvery-
thing right that the Government does and acts as the
Government tells him, for which subserviency ho gets more
than ho is entitled to, but when ho attempts to attach
names of opprobrium to me for my conduct on public ques-
tion, ho is stopping outside his duty. I did not object to
this vote. What I did wa, to ask whether the sum of
$17,000 was sufficient to cover the expense of consiructing
a link between the two points in the lino which are eight
miles apart, and I have a perfect right to ask for that infor-
mation. I have in my desk letters from some of my consti-
tuents residing upon that Derby Branch, and I would now
call the attention of the Minister of Railways to this
point. I have rocoived several communications from con.
stituents of mine whose proporties are situated on the lino of
the Derby Branch, and whose lands have been taken and
interests have been interfered with, whose approaches and
landings from the river have been interfered with, and they
have been writing to me and asking when they can get the
damages settled by the Department. As to the approaches
from the river where the general communication is carried
on, as far as the fisheries and the lumbering are concerned
on that river, I have in vain tried to get these damages
settled, and I would liko to know if the Minister of Railways
will instruct his officers te have these questions settled and
taken out of the way as soon as this Session is over. I
would like the Minster of Railways to state whether ho
will do that or not.

Mr. POPE. Yes, I will do it.

Mr. McMULLEN. The member for York (Mr. Temple)
stated that this grant of $140,000 had been given in order
te keep the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) in lino. I would like to know whether the Min-

isters of the Crown are going to allow that statement to go
undenied or not. We have some thirty-oight railway grants
which are to come up in a few days, and 1 would like to
know whether these are given on the same ground of keep-
ing hon. gentlemen opposite in line, whether they are in
tended to prevent them from rebelling unless they consent
to ho brought into lino. If the country is boing run in
debt in order to keep hon. gentlemen in lino, because they
choose to press something on the Government in the inter-
est of the section they represent, it is well the country
should know it. I hope the Ministers of the Crown will
not sit silent and allow this to go unnoticed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am glad the hon. gentle-
man bas called my attention to the statement made by the
hon. member for York (Mr. Temple). I did not hear his
statement.

Mr. MITCHELL. Nor did I, or I would have answered
it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But I may say that, if the
hon. gentleman made any statement that I was induced-
because it was on my represontation, as I was Minister of
Railways and Canals ut that time, that the vote was pro-
posed on the representation of my hon. friend from North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) for the Indiantown Branch-if
the hon. member for York (Mr. Temple) thinks that that
vote was influenced by any desiro on the part of the
Government to affect the vote of the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), he is entirely mistaken. I
might call upon members on both sides of the House to
remember that we were receiving at that lime a sort of
left-handed support froi tho hon. inomber for Northumber-
land (Mr. Mitchell). He was occupying an independent
position in this louse at that time.

Mr. MITCHELL. As 1 do now.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He was leading a party-the

left centre I think it was called-a very compact party,
whicb the hon. gentleman succeeded in keeping very well
in band; but ho was not regarded at that time as a general
supporter of the Government any more than ho is at pre-
sont. The hon, gentleman, while he is sitting on the other
side of the House, finds himself impelled by a sense of duty
to give a very general support to the Government at the
present time ; and at that time ho was obliged in the samo
way to give a support to the Government in consequence of
his approving of the measures we submitted to the House.
Under these circumstances ho came to me and pointed out
the importance of the construction of this Indiantown
Branch, and I have no hositation in saying frankly that ho
satisfied me that it was in the interests of thepublicservice,
that it would open up an important section of country, that
it would bring traffic to the Intercolonial IRailway, and that
it was in thie public intorest that the expondituro should bo
made, or 1 would not have submitted the vote to the luse.
I think the hon. member for York (Mr. Temple) could not
have intended to say that the Government, or that myself,
as the Minister of Railways at that time, could be induced
to sanction an appropriation of publie money for the pur
poso of influencing the action of any hon, gentleman on
either side of the House.

Mr. MITCIELL. I am obliged to the Minister of Finance
for having given the explanation which he has. I did not
hear the remark of the hon. member for York (Mr.
Temple) any more than ho did, but I can only say to the
House, which contains a great many new members who do
not know the history of this Derby Branch, that although I
did not hear the impertinent and insolent remark in refer-
ence to myself, which it is stated was made by the member
for Yoi k, if anyone supposed they couId control me, that the
Government could muzzle my mouth and keep me quis
when the public interest demanded my speech, they wd.i
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do me a great injustice. The vote which I asked for the Derby tieman las made a statement that Ifhad trie4 to take away
Branch was to connect the county which the hon. member lis lino. J never had anything to do with that lino until
for York (Mr. Temple) represents with the city of Frederic- I came into Parliament. No one blow was struck on that
ton on one side and with Newcastle and Chatham on the ne, although the hon. gentleman says that ho had donc
other. I got a vote for building the Derby Branch, but a great deal before ever 1 came here. I do Dot know of
afterwards the influence of the hon. gentleman and bis anything having beon donc.
friends at the other end of the line, together with people in Mr. MITCHELL. I got a vote of the money, tînt is
my own county, was brought to bear. It was brought towhat 1 did.
bear by the hon. gentleman before ho was here in the House,
and afterwards, when he became a member, possessing as he Mr. TEMPLE. What monoy?
then did more influence as an out.and-out supporter of the Mr. MITCHELL. The money b build theiDerby Branch,
Government than one who supported them on measures 32 miles.
which were just and opposed them on those which were Mr. TEMPLE. That was after I came here.
unjust, of course his influence was still greater, It is truc that
I gave the Governmont, what the Minister is pleased to call a
left-handed support at that time, but it was an honest support. Mr. TEMPLE. Il was the same winter I cameboe..1
I supported them when they were right, and opposed them did not complain that the Government had given himthis
when they were wrong, and that is the kind of support th vote of money for tho purpose of obtnining his vote. I did
constituencies of this country expect from their representa- not menu tosay uat for one moment. But ho knows just
tives, if men do their duty, which some men do not do. That as well as I do tiat the road wns of no benefit Vo anybody,
is what is imposed upon them when they assume the re- and neyer will be of any use. h will nover pay the ou for
sponsibilities of representing a constituency. I have never running the road. Time will tell wlether I toithe truth,
cringed or crouched to the Government in order to get votes or VIe hon, gentleman.
or advantages. Can the hon. gentleman say as much? I1Mr. MITCHELL. The fact of the matter is hs: The
was never afraid to express my opinion in regard to the ac- Ion, gentleman snys the money was voted aftor ho came
tion of the Government when I thought it was wrong. Canbhre. I tellim lt was voted a year before ho came, and
the hon. gentleman say as much? fHas ho always votod ac- two corporations got to squabbling about who should build
cording to his judgmont and according to his conscience? Has tIe read, and the question of where tho subsidy should bo
ho found the Government to be right in every thing? At applieci ay ovor until the next year, snd when Vhe hon.
all events, he always votes for thom and supports them. I gentleman came he ho induced the Government te transfer
vote against them when I believe them to be wrong, and I -and I think Vhe Finance Minister will bear me eut in this
try to keep them right. I may state, for the information of -te transfer the money frei my end of the roud Le bis end,
the new members who are here, that when the Government the 38 miles from my end Vo lis end of tIc road, and they
attempted to take away the vote which they had passed for voted a spocific sum for the Indiantown Branchand hey
this line of railway which 1 had induced the Government Vo took away my original vote and built the road asjalgovern-
place before the House and to induce the House to adopt, I mont work. I waswilling Vo have it donc, but it was
fought hard for it, and I succeeded in carrying out the ori- money voted a year before tIehon, gentleman ever put
ginal object I lad in view, when I applied four years before foot in this fouse. As Vo the rond nover earning the cost
for this grant, before the hon. gentleman was in the House, of VIe ou of running, I can telVte hon, gentleman thnt it
before ho ever took the first stop towards the building of the runs through as good n section of country as ezists in New
road from Miramichi to Fredericton. He came in afterwards Brunswick, woll settled freinend to ond) not a single
and got the benefit of my efforts, and now the road is nearly vacant lot during the whole 18 miles the rond runs through.
completed, though not exactly on the line which I advo.
cated and which he and his friends from York tried to St. Oharles Branch......... ........ $222,091.46
divert from the original intention of Parliament in granting
the money.Mr NGLÊ uee)18ta ocmleththe mney.payment of land damages on Vhe St. Chlales Branch ?

Mr. TEMPL. The hon, gentleman las made lis state- Sir CHARLES TUPPEII. That ie te pay the awards of
ment again, and there is not one word of truth in it. thc officiai arbitrators aud the judgnents of the Exchequer

Stnem meon. MEMBEawS. Order. Court.

Mr. MITCHELL. I téel it neceissary to cal tIhe Ion. Mn. DAVIES. Will thint pay al th o clama isingeut
gentleman te order. He says there is noL a word et trutl of tei building of he St. Chanle Bran hd?
in it. I Bay it is ail truc. Sir deARLES TUPPER. No, that doos not quitncover

Mn. TEMPLE. W'll, Mr. Chairman- thc whole. IPerhaps 825,000 wilIl be required yet. Tic total

Borne hon. MEM BERS. Order. coslas been avn4g240.97,tie total lengVi is 16 miles.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon, goî-tloran will cuher take Mr. LAINGELLIR (Quebc). Iae afid teylageat
those words back or I wîll rcply te unm. aims have net yet been settled. 1 know et a dlaim eof

Mr. EMPE. Alowme t spak.more Vlan 8200,000 whiidi la not yet licou settloe and I
do not know wn will iey.

Mir. MITCHELL. I will reply, prhaps, in a way tnt is Mr. MMITHLLEN. ony hMinistergive the original
nrt parliamentary. estimate for tce construction of that roadm?

Mr. TEMPLE. I can do the saineVMing. Sir CHA LES TUPPER. I do noVreenember at h s

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think wc wil lbave to dsk moment, but itain been e ornmsly exceded. sulimitthd
my Ion. frieid frein York (SUr. Temple) Vo withdnw th votIe originale stinrates Voe fouse, and it was doe in ail
staterent tint there is noV a word of truth in it. It is im- candor. It was donc upon an estirmate on the part eo tI
possible Vo carry on the discussions in this flouse wben asny enginers Ind of persons most familiar witI tîntsectionof
eue hon, gentleman uses expressions of tînt kind Vo anothera Ve country, s eo what t e land damages would coit.
hon. member. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think t wa t350,rt0.

Mr. TEMPLE. Thon 1 withdnaw it. TIe hon. gentoe- Mr. MILLS. Would the hon, gentleman tto l us how
man)8stsatement~ I may Bay, is like imisoif. Thc hon. gen- mueh efths 8222,000 la yet unexpended?

Mr. MMTr.fL.t
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think about $40,000 is still
to expend.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Machinery, $10,000-
I asked a question as to whether this was charged to capital
account ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, I will give you that.
That item is made up of several items, among which are
one lathe, $2,600; one extra heavy engine lathe, $920;
one planer, $250; one locomotive driving wheel lathe for
Rivière du Loup, $3,100; one dimension planer, $1,200.

Mr. MITCHELL. Rolling stock, $100,000-Was~any por-
tion of this money appropriated for the purpose of paying
the hon. member for York (Mr. Temple) for snow ploughs ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think I may say no.

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask for the information because I
have heard it stated that the hon. gentleman was cither
supplying snow ploughs, or had sent a patent to the Gov-
ernment for a snow plough, and I thought it might account
for his course.

Mr. McMULLEN. Was this $100,000 charged to capital
account or current expenses ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is capital account. It
is made up of items among which are one milk car, $2,500;
150 coal cars of 20-ton capacity, $82,500; excess of cost for
furnishing 100 engines with air brakes, over the estimate,
$10,000.

Mr. JONES. I hope this vote with the vote taken already,
will enable the Minister of Railways to equip the road with
sleeping cars. Under the present arrangement it is very
inconvenient. The morning I left Halifax we had no sleep.
îng car until we reached Bedford. Then when we came
to Moncton, the car I came in went to New Brunswick and
thore was no car again until we came to Campbellton. I
think it is running the Intercolonial Railway rather fine.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It shows the remarkable
economy of the administration.

Mr. MoMULLEN. In regard to charging these items to
capital account, I think it will be evident to any hon, gentle-
man that if we continue te charge te capital account
ail the rolling stockfroinuyear to year supplied ta tho Inter-
colonial Railway, and no sum is charged to rolling expenses,
the capital account is bound to run up to a very large sum.
It is absurd to buy rolling stock from year to year and
charge it to capital account, and write off nothing accre-
dited to capital account in proportion to the wear and tear,
which ought to be charged to running expenses. What
will be the condition of the capital account under such a
system ? There will be fifty or sixty millions charged to
capital account, whereas the stock will not be worth more
than twenty millions, because the rolling stock will be worn
out. It is a most fallacious course to pursue, and the true
policy is to charge rolling stock to working expenses.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is entirely
mistaken in supposing that all the new rolling stock is
charged to capital account. Every part of the rolling stock
once charged to capital account is to be maintained. If it
is damaged either by accident or by wear and tear, it must
be replaced and charged to revenue. If a dozen engines are
destroyed, they must either be made over or new ones take
their places, and the cost charged to revenue account. It
is only the first equipping of the road with engines and cars
required for increased business that is charged to capital
account, but once put upon the road ail charges must be
charged to revenue.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Will the hon. gentleman explain,
if that is the rule adopted, why he has repaired certain cars
and charged the amount to capital account ?
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman refers to
remodelling sleeping cars. That is an entirely different
matter. We did not own them, but it was the purchase of
the cars and expenditure necessary to remodel them and
place them on the road. If one of the cars is damaged re.
pairs will have to be made, and if destroyed it will have to
be replaced out of revenue account. The same applied to
the Westinghouse brake. It was for the protection of life
and property, but once placed upon the road, those have to
bo maintained and charged to revenue.

Mr. JONES. If the Minister of Finance had obeyed the
order of the House and brought the return of expenditure
on capital account, we would have avoided this discussion.
Instead of bringing down details of expenditure the hon.
gentleman merely submitted a copy of a portion of the
Public Accounts, which was practically no information.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
was not in the House when I stated that the Minister of
Railways said it was impossible to submit a detailed return
during the prosent Session. All he could do was to give a
statement of the amounts chargeable to capital.

Mr. JONES. We never can arrive at a correct under-
standing of what is charged to capital account until we
obtain such a return. The hon. gentleman may think it is
a question of trouble.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Such a return might be pre-
pared during the recess.

Mr. JONES. There has been abundant time to bring
down a considerable portion of the information, if there had
been a disposition on the part of the Minister to have
brought it down ; but there is an evident attempt on the
part of the head of the Department to keep back the
account. We can never discuss the capital account
until we have a detailed account of the various items
charged, and for that purpose I have been urging the
Minister day after day to bring it down, and I have never
got the answer which is given to-night, which is rather late.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have sent out to the library and got
the proof to show whether my hon. friend (Mr. Temple)
or myself told the truth.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Would it not be botter to say
whether my hon. friend or myself made a mistake ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am using the words the hon. gen-
tleman used. le said i did not tell the truth.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER fHe withdrew those words.
Mr. MITCHELL. I say I did tell the truth-and that is

perfectly in order. I refer to the Statutes of Canada for
1883, page 346. The hon, gentleman will not say that he
was in the liouse then ? I know ho was not. In 1883 the
only vote for that road was the following :

" To the Northern and Western Railway Company, for thirty-two
miles of the railway from the Intercolonial Railway near the Miramiehi
to Morans near Denphy village, in the Province of New Brunswick, a
subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, not exceeding in the whole
$102,400.

The next year the hon. gentleman was in the House, that
was in 1884. That vote was transferred from my end of the
line to the hon. gentleman's end, and in this way :

" To the Northern and Western Railway Company for a line of rail-
way from Fredericton to the Miramichi River, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole (instead of the ubsidy pro-
posed in 1883) $128,000."

The year after I got the vote, the Government took that
vote from my end of the line and transferred it to the hon.
gentleman's county, to his end of the line. I hope the hon.
gentleman will have honor enough in him to withdraw the
statement ho made, and atcknowledge the fact that I didget
that vote the year before he came into this louse, andthat
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the vote was in the following year transferred to his end of
the line.

Mr. TEMPLE. I said nothing about the North-Western
line. The hon. gentleman is always turning, quibbling and
twisting things.

Mr. MITCH ELL. Do you say I am quibbling?
Mr. TEMPLE. I said nothing about the North-Western

line; it was the IndiantowilBranch I was speaking of.
Mr. MITCHELL. I was talking about the Indiantown

Branch. I was not talking about the North-Western lino,
but about the Northern and Western Company that was to
build the Indiantown Branch. The point the hon. gentle-
man sought to make was as to whether I had got the vote
before him or not. He now stands convicted of having told
what was not correct, and 1 have proved it.

Mr. MILLS. With respect to the item 8126,687, judg-
ment and legal expenses, in the case of Windsor and Anna-
polis Railway, how much is for judgment and how nuch is
or costs ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am informed that the judg-
ment was for $113,000 and the balance costs. The Minister
of Railways is present and he has informed me that the sta-
tions on the Canadian Pacific Railway that the hon. member
enquired about were given by tender. The Minister of Rail-
ways is also prepared to explain the expenditure, to which
exception was taken, for putting iron piles at the wharf at
Port Moody. This work was for iron pilos, surveys, &c.,
$27,000, and the larger portion of the work was given by
tender and contract. The portion which was not so given
was done under the instructions of the Government en-
gineer, and was for repairs caused by storms and freshets,
amounting to $12,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGiT. A question was also
asked as to the extent of the wharf and the depth of the
water supply.

Sir CHARLES TU PPER. Tho depth is sufficient to ad
mit large sea-going ships at low water, and the extent is
about 300 feet.

Mr. POPE. I may say the wooden wharf was destroyed
by storms and iron piles were put outside of it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). HIow much was expended on
tle work for which the iron piles worc substituted ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am not certain of that.
Prince Edward Island Railway............................. $5,800

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When was this money expended
on the Prince Edward Island Railway?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But work which has
been left over three or four years is not exactly the sort of
thing for which warrants should issue as an urgent work
couid not possibly be foreseen.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When was this sum of $3,000
spent on the Carleton Branch Railway to complote purchase
of stock?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. After the sum of 885,000
previously stated had been expended in the purchase of
bonds and stock and expenses, there remained shares in the
hands of private parties amounting to the above sums.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Who were they, and where do
they reside ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That I am unable to say, but
the hon. gentleman knows that it was necessary to acquire
all these bonds and stock in order to obtain a title to the
property.

Mr. JONES. When was it paid ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That I am not able to say,

but there is no doubt that it was acquired.
Mr. ELLIS. I can mention to the ion. gentleman some

facts with regard to this item.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I shall be glad to have assist

ance.
Mr. ELLIS. This stock was for a long time in the hands

of local persons for small amounts. The Government bought
the city stock and also that held in England, and then
speculators bought this other stock up, and just before the
general election the speculators became clamorous, and
threatened the local managers in St. John that unless it was
paid their whole influence would be thrown against them
in the election, so the -Governor General's warrant was
issued.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. ·It really seems to have
been a bad investment, if the hon, gentleman's statement
is correct.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It looks like it.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Perhaps the hon. gentleman

can tell us at what price the stock was sold to the Govern-
ment ?

Mr. ELLIS. I think it was purchased at par, because
the other stock was purchased at par. I do not think there
was anything objectionable in that part of it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Right before a general election.

Mr. JONES. I sec thore is an item bere for the Short
in Rail a andhile O that, b tIl-.dT nlik

e nt btlwu y ;l w1il we are n sUL 1uuj je woul elK
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This was for extension of to ask the Minister of Railways to give us some information

Charlottetown station yard and coal shed, to fil rup the with reference to the Short Line Railway which is now going
water space with brush and gravel and increase the yard on to the cities of St. John and Halifax, and which, it was
accommodation, and $1,200 of the whole amount was for expected, would shorten very much the distance from Mon-
the extension of the coal shed thereon, including crib work treal to those cities. There is a good deal of anxiety at

• present, on account of reports that they were about connect-
Mr. JONES. When was that done? ing with the Maine Central Line, instead of proceeding with
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think late in the season. the work as originally contemplated to Fredericton, Salis-

Sir RICHARD CAIRTWRIGHT. January and February, bury and Moncton; and if that is the case, it would appear7 7> from the information which reaches us indirectly, that
I suIppoEe. while the road would have an advantage in connecting with

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. About that time. the American line, the distance to be gained by the connec-
Mr. POPE. The only time at which it could be done tion with St. John would not be anything like what was

was in the winter season when the brush could be hauled on originally contemplated. I have heard it stated by a per-
the ice. son who pretends to be well informed, that the line has

been deflected so much, owing to the lack of accuracy in theSir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This, I think, bas been original survey, that the distance to Halifax will not beleft over, if 1 am correctly informed, for three or four years. shortened fifty miles. I should like to have some informa-
Sir CHARLES TUPPER Surely it should not stand tion from the Minister of Railways on that point, because

longer. the expenditure can only be justified on the ground that it
Mr. MITCHELL,
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would shorten the distance to Halifax and St. John by over
200 miles; and if, as is said to be the case-I speak from
personal knowledge-it v, ill not shorten it more than to the
extent I have named, I think the intention of Parliament
will not be carried out. If the hon, gentleman is in a posi-
tion to give any information on this subject, I know it
would be very acceptable just now, when the question is
being discussed a good deal in the Lower Provinces.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is aware
that that work is in the hands of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company, with whom a contract has been made, and
that contract is on the line originally agreed upon by
Parliament, to carry the road to Mottawamkeag, and from
Mettawamkeag, the company, as I understand, have made
arrangements with the Maine Central Railway and the Ne0w
Brunswick Railway to go to St. John. That was always
the intention. The road is, therefore, being constructed pro-
cisely on the lino and in the terms of the contract approved
by Parliament, and the work is going on vigorously; and I
am informed by the company that the lino will be conpleted
by the end of this year. The other portion of the contract
requires the lino to go from Harvey to Fredericton and from
Fredericton to Moncton, for the Halifax connection, and
that the company are also bound under their contract to
construct on the lino originally laid down by Parliament.

Mr. JONES. If my information is correct, they are con-
structing the branch from Mettawamkeag to the Central
Railway, and no progress is being made on the other branch.
I am aware that it is said te be under the charge of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, but it appears to me
the Government should exercise supervision over those roads
when public money is exponded on them.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Certainly, the contract is with
thcm.

Mr. JONES. I would like the hon. gentleman to inform
the House whether progress is also being made on the lino
from Harvey to Fredericton ? 1 am informed that it is not.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I understand that they are
concentrating their attention on the main work first, and
that they will then tako up the other ; but they are bound
by the contract to take up the other and prosecute it vigo-
rously, and complote it within a certain time.

To pay R. W. Cooper for extra services in connection
with the construction of the Tay Canal, from 1st
July, 1883, to 30th June, 1885, deduction being
made of an allowance of $150 already paid..........$450

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What are the services ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The superintending engineer

reported in favor of this allowance to Mr. Cooper for making
out the pay-lists during three years, ho being a competent
book-keeper, and his present salary being only 8800.

To pay claims and services of valuators on Carillon
C anal..................... ....................................... $419

Mr. MALLORY. I would like to ask the hon. Finance
Minister if ho is able to give me the information I asked
for a few days ago, viz., whether the contractors on the
Murray Canal received an extension of time for the com-
pletion of thoir contract.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There has been no formal
extension.

Mr. MALLORY. Has there been an extension of any
kind ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They have been allowed to
go on, but have not had any particular time allowed to them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They have been abso-
lutely in the hands of the Government- a very dangerous
predicament, I may observe, when mon have very large
claims and a general election is pending.

Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all, when they vote right.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That depends. My
impression is that these gentlemen voted wrong, and in-
duced many others to vote wrong. With reference to this
Carillon Canal, I know nothing of the services of the valua.
tor; but the point I wish to call the attention of the Com.
mittee is, that I think it is quite absurd to take a Governor
General's warrant for 8450 to pay claimî for the services
of valuators. I think that should be paid out of the
amount placed at the disposai ot the Government for unfore-
seen expenses. I ask the First Minister or the Minister of
Finance whether, as a matter of practice, they do not them.
selves think that tne use of the Governor General's warrant
for this purpose is an abuse of it ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, it is a small
sumn to ask the Governor General to issue his warrant for,
but if there is no other way of getting the money, the war-
rant ought to be issued. It seems to me that tho word un-
foresen delnnes exactly what the vote is for-anything that
comes up unexpectedly, such as the breaking of a lock in a
canai.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Governor General's
warrant is expressly provided for that.

Sir JOH N A. MACDONALD. Perhaps so. An unfore-
seen exception is one that the Government are not in a
position to get the sanction of Parliament for, but this claim
of the valuators for work performed in the ordinary course
is not an unfereseen expenditure.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When was this liability incurred ?
Sir CH ARLES T UPPE R. These claims arise out of the

contruction of the Carillon dam by flooding the lands of the
claimants. Compensation for five claims, $245. Services
of the Government land valuator, $174.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). When was this liability created?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am notquite certain, when

the flood took place.
Mr. POPE. It is not a very old laim. I doubt whether

it is more than 18 years ago.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). So it became absolutely noces-

sary, by urgency, to pay by Governor's warrant. When was
the warrant issued ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. On the 18th September, 1886.
Sir R[CHARD CARTWR[GHT. Looking over the

unforeseen expenses, there are items which have no business,
on the principle laid down by the First Minister, to be
under this heading, as, for instance, the rebellion losses
commission, which might have been foreseen.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is a very nice question.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a question which,

bearing in mind the use that is made of it, deserves the
attention of the House. You find subscriptions to papers,
books, &c., under unforeseen expenses. The reason that I
call attention to it is that I have always regarded, both in
practice and theory, Governor General's warrants as a
serious matter, only to be used in important emergencies.

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. Something like an accident.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think that

claims of this kind fairly fill the bill.

Royal Commission on Railways.. ............ 520,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who are the commis-
sioners ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Sir Alexander Galt, E. R.
Burpee, T. E. Kenny, junior member for Halifax, who wa
obliged to resign his commission.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When ?
Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. Previous to becoming a can-

didate. Mr. Moberley and 3Mr. Schreiber are the two other
commissioners. Rach received $20 a day, $5 a day for
hotel expenses, and railway and other fares. .

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What amount did they receive?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will make a note of it.

Mr. KENNY. I will give what information I can to the
Committee. I bad the honor of serving on the commission,
but my connection with it was abruptly terminated by the
action of the citizens of Ralifax, who thought I could serve
the country more usefully here. I have not the figures of
the exact remuneration I personally reoeived, so that I
cannot give any information on that point.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is the commission still con-
tinuing ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is continuing with the
other four, and the work is nearly done.

Lachine @anal, Royal Commission on leases............$4,000
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There were two special war-

rants issued by Orders in Council, 2èth November, 1886,
and 30th December, 1886, $4,000, to meet expenses. The
commission was appointed the 17th July, 1886 and is
composed of Thomas Pringle, John Kennedy, C.E., E. H.
Parent, C.E., chairman, and R. C. Douglas, C.E., secretary.
There are ton leases.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What revenue is de-
rived from the canal leases ?

Mr. POPE. That is not in my Department. I will get
the information, however, for the hon. gentleman.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When do you expect
the commission to report ?

Mr. POPE. Immediately. I hoped to have had it this
evening, but it is not yet printed.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is one of the commissioners
the engineer of the canal?

M r. POPE. One is chief superintendent; ho will geý
pay as commissioner in addition to his salary.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Douglas is also an engi-
neer in the service of the Government.

Residence and office for the collector on St. Anne's
canal..................................$2,500

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hlow was it necessary to issue
a Governor General's warrant for this ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The superintending engineer
of the Ottawa River canals reports that ho has been called
upon to remove the residence of the collector because the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company are building a pier to
the railway bridge at the point, and that, as the bridge will
run over the dwelling of the collector, it is necessary to
provide a new residence and a new office for the collector.

H. F. Perley, three yeara' services in superintending
St. Peter's Oanal.................. ........ ............... $750

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. lerhaps the Minister
will explain as to this ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This was submitted to the
Treasury Board, and recommended and approved on thej
ground that Mr. Perley, who was the engineer in charge
when the St. Peter's Canal was constructed, and now bast
nothing to do with the Department of Railways and
Canals, could botter superintend that work, and the repaire
necessary to it, than any person else, and at a great savingt
to the Government, who would thus not be obliged to 1
employ, through the Department of Railways and Canals, aa

Sir CHARLEs TUPPER.

superintending engineer, by giving a small sum to Mr.
Perley for the performance of these duties outside of his
Department and in connection with another work.

Mr. LANGELIER (Qiebec). Is not Mr. Perley the chief
engineer of the Public Works Department?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. LINGELIER (Quebec). He is also the chief

engineer of the Quebec harbor works. I think that is for
the interest of the works, because ho las corrected the great
blunddrs which were made by his predecessors. I would
like, however, to know whether ho is in receipt of any
salary as chief engineer of the harbor commissioners of
Quebec ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, the harbor commis-
sioners allow him something every year-I think $800 or
$1,000.

Mr. MALLOIRY. Is it not strange that this person's
services were not paid for threo years ago, instead of now ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He bas been paid at the rate
of $250 a year, but, it boing a small sum, itis brought in
every two or three years.

Mr. MALLOIRY. I think it would be better to pay him
every year than to lump up the amount. That doos not cou-
duce to a proper examination of the accounts.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand that ho
gets $250 for this work, as long as it goes on, and it has
been elicited that ho receives $1,000 from the Quebec trust.
What is his salary in the Department ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $3,200.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That makes about
$4,500. It may probably be the case that you require to pay
somewhat larger salaries than you have been doing to offi-
cers of first-class grade and first-class ability, if woecan get
them, but I think it would be botter that they should
receive a larger salary fairly and squarely than that we
sbould eke it out here, there, and everywhere, in half a
dozen ways.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The fact that Mr. Perley
receives that sum from the harbor commissioners is a large
saving for the harbor commissioners, as the hon. member
for Quebec (Mr. Langelier) knows. The sum which was
paid before was very large, but Mr. Perley being the chief
ongineer of public works, it was very important to have
him there in order to prevent the blunders to which the
bon, gentleman has referred continuing, and that the chief
engineer should have the control of those works ; and,
therefore, the commissioners have allowed the extra $1,000
while this work continues.

Mr. JONES. There is another point, whether, as a mat-
ter of policy, itis wise to have the Government engineer,
who receives a salary from the Government, advising any
corporation which bas dealings with the Government.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. He is under the control of
the Minister of Pubfic Works. Ho makes plans and directs
the road, but there is a local engineer to look after the work
there. He is not really under the control of the commis-
sioners, but they give him $1,000.

Mr. JONES. We have high authority for stating that a
man cannot serve two masters.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is of great advantage to
the Government, who are paying this money, that the Min-
ister of Public Works should have a man there supervising
the expenditure of that money.

Mr. JONES. How, when ho is in the employment of
another corporation ?
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is really paid by the Gov.
ernment.

Mr. MULOCK. These officers are really paid for their
full time by the Government. When they are doing other
work, they may be required to discharge the duties for
which they are specially engaged. This is an officer who
is engaged here for his full time and paid his full salary. If
you allow him to do some other work, for which he receives
extra pay, he must neglect something else. I think that
paying extra salaries to men who are engaged by the year
is entirely wrong. We have another illustration of that in
the case of Mr. Schreiber, the railway engineer. He is
employed at $4,000 a year, and for years you have been
paying him, or the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
bas-I do r ot know which-for what he has had te do with
the Canadian Pacific Railway.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He has been paid nothing by
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company.

Mr. MULOCK. At all events, when that work was
undertaken, his salary was increased $2,000. If he is to be
paid a salary of 86,000, let it be spocified.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is exactly what it is.
Mr. MULOCK. No.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. When?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Always.
Mr. MULOCK. Lt appears in the Estimates as being a

salary of 84,000, and thon in connection with the Canadian
Pacific Railway there is another payment of $2,000.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And for this reason, that,
when he ceased to be charged with duties of so onerous and
important a character, and involving such great respon.
sibility as those in connection with the Canadian Pacific
Railway, the salary would not be required to be continued;
but, if $5,000 was stated as his salary, without showing that
$2,000 was in connection with the duties of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, that salary, would be a permanent one.

Mr. JONES. I suppose that $2,000 is for looking after
Onderdonk and Company's rolling stock.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That was part of his duties
certainly.

Mr. McMULLEN. I referred before to the number of
officers receiving double pay. In connection with this item
I will give the names of a few which I find on page 19 of
the Auditor General's report. Mr. Chamberlin receives
$2,400 as Queen's printer, and $105 additional for doing
Government printing. Hon. Mr. Clark, county court judge
of Northumberland and Durhan, got $2,264 as salary, for
settling Short Line Railway claims, $700 ; as arbitrator La-
chine Canal, $350-a total of $3,314. There is also Mr.
Coursolles, French translator, House of Commons, who gets
$2,200 salary; translating for printing of Statutes, $161 ;
translating geological survey, $ 1,063; translating consoli-
dation of Statutes, 81,684-a total of $5,108. Lieutenant
Governor Dewdney gets a salary of $4,000, and $3,200 as
Indian Çommissioner, and some other items, making in all
87,216. Thon Mr. Evans, chief analyst, Inland Revenue
Department, eight monthis' salary, $1,333; services for the
Board ef Customs, eight months, 8533-a total of $1,866.
Again, D. Ferguson, Customs, Chatham, N.B., 8,1,200
salar and from the savings banks, $400. J. Ferguson,
ocean mail clerk, salary $1,000; trip allowances, $800; dis.
tributing immigration pamphlets, $100-total $1,900. We
have again Mr. Forget, clerk of North-West Council, $1,800;
rent allowance, 8500. Mr. Grosse, Customs officer, St.
Andrews, $1,200; for services in connection with savings
banks, 8400. - And so on we have got 150 civil servants,

who are receiving extra allowances in different capacities.
Major General Middleton got $4,000 on one account last
year, and $20,000 on another. We have Colonel Walker
Powell, Adjutant General, 82,600, and for staff allowance,
$600,

Mr. MALLORY. I agree with the hon. gen tleman who
has just sat down in condemning the principle of paying
civil servants for extra services. In reference to Mr. Per-
loy, I may state that I do not know this gentleman, although
I presume he is a gentleman of high standing who could
not be influenced by anyVum he might receive. But the
general principle is exceédingly erroneous, and ought not to
be adopted by any Government. When wo have a servant in
the employ of the country at a fixed salary, he ought not to
be allowed to accept a gratuity from those who have con-
tracts with the Government.

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. He does not get anything
from contraotors.

Mr. MALLORY. I understand he is getting it from par-
ties who are receiving grants from the Crown.

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. It is the harbor commissioners
not the contractors.

Mr. MALLORY. In that case, the harbor commissioners
are expending the money of the country for other purposes
than that to which it was votod by this Parliament

Mr. MULOCK. I think the present size of the civil
servants list ought to cause the Government to have some
regard for the taxpayers. A roturn was laid upon the Table
for the year 1886, showing the number of civil servants and
their salaries up to the first of August, 1885, and that dis-
closed a state of affaira which I think is not at all to the
credit of those who are administering the affairs of the
country. If I remember rightly, there were at that time
over 4,000 civil servants in the employment of the Govern-
ment, and they have added to that staff since they came into
office something like 1,800. The gross amount paid in
salaries to the civil servants up to the first of August, 1885,
was between three and four million dollars a year, that is,
fixed salaries, not including extra such as we are discussing
to-night. When we look over the individuals and see the
work they discharge, and when we consider the heurs
they work, and the comparative lightness of their duties,
I think the Governmont is not doing justice to the
country when they increase that charge. There can be
nothing more injurious to the young men than to encourage
them to believe ibat their fortunes are made when they get
into the service of the Government. Under the very ob-
jectionable principle now established of holding local exam-
inations several times a year for admission to the Civil Ser-
vice, with now some thousands of young men who have
passed examinations and are qualified to enter the service, yon
are offering a premium to young men throughout the Domi-
nion to look for situations in ihe public service rather than
to proceed independently to work out their own fortunes. I
think that, as a rule, the civil servants are now paid so well
that there is no excuse whatever for supplementing their
salaries by extra payments,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentlemen opposite
are entirely in error in supposing that we are increasing
the public charge. The very reverse is the case. What
they object to is our not baving appointed a superintending
engineer for the St. Peter's Canal, an independent officer
and charging the country $1,000 or $J,500 a year for a
service which we could get for $250. Then the hon. gentle-
man wants to have another superintending engineer for the
harbor works at Quebec, and instead of obtaining the ser-
vices of the chief engineer of the Public Works Department
and his close supervision of the whole of this work at a

eost of $1,000 a year, ho wants an engineer whom wo
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would have to pay $1,000 or $5,000 a year to perform that think the Government are establishing a principle of giving
service. All these cases arise ont of a desire of the Govern- extra allowaices, and they will note little points on which
ment to save the publie monoy by utilising the services of they can prefer extra charges. Soon no civil servant will
the same individual to perform different branches of the be able to do without some little extra allowance of a few
service that would otherwise necessitate having half a dozen. hundred dollars added to his salary. Civil servants should

Mr. MULOCK. Then it is quite clear that if members be led to understand that whatever duties are required of
of the staff can be drawn away to discharge other duties, them, they must be performed without additional allowance.
they are not wanted where they are. The principle should be laid down that civil servants must

perform the duties devolving on them wherever required,
Mr. MALLORY. Did Mr. Perley, when sent to Quebec, and without extra allowance, except the payment of the

go in the ordinary discharge ofrhis duty? expenses.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, in the ordinary dis- pToay the claim of the Kingston and Montrealcharge of bis duty. He is in charge of a work that is very T orwarding Company re sinking of barge Wit-

important to the Government and the country. He is a liam. ........................ $3,638-79
talented and experienced officer, and he is certainly not paid Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are the circum-
what ho should be paid. An engineer in the United States, stances connected with this item ?
doing the work which that gentleman does, would be paid Sir CRLES TUPPER. It is to pay for a barge sunk86,000 or 88,000 a year without doubt. Mr. Perley is sent oir CHARESt eR. It is tay frha bae
to Quebec to look after the interests, not of the harbor com- on 9th Jane, 1885, near the upper oe trance of the Lachine
mission but of the Government. We are advancing the com- Canal by its striking some projecting bolts. The superin.
mission large sums for a special work, and the interests of tending engineer reported, after inspection, that the parties
my department, of the Government and the country are that were entitled to -compensation, and that the claim was a
that work should be looked after, not by the engineer ofthe reasonable one. Protection has since been placed along the
commission, but by the engineer of the Government. But parts of the pier complained of.
in order to save a salary of $3,000 or 84,000 that the com- Mr. MULOCK. Why did not this amount come in the
mission would have to pay, I have allowed my engineer to accounts of 1886 ?
make plans and specifications in the Department, and with Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It had not been investigated$1,000 added to the salary of the engineer of my Depart- and reported upon.
ment from the funds of the harbor commission we obtain
everything: first, supervision of those works by the chief Mr. MULOCK. The accident happened in June, 1885,
engineer of the Department; and also the work done at the and it took till March, 1887, to get it adjusted. When was
minimum rate of $1,000, which otherwise would cost $3,000 the report made? It seems to me a most extraordinary
or $4,000. If that is wrong, it is a wrong that can be well thing that when an accident happened in June, 1885, it
justified. should take until the spring of 1887 before the Department

.T.sbas investigated it and made a report. I do not know whatMr-. JONES. The hon. gentleman's explanation is net connection that had with tbe events of iFebruary.
at all satisfactory. We are not questioning Mr. Perley's
ability. We are not saying ho is overpaid; I believe Sir CHARLES TUPPER I am afraid that the party in
ho is a capable and efficient officor. But he is employed by power will have to suspend business for the time being
the Government, and we have a right to assume that ho is when it is supposed an election will be held, for it is to be
paid the sum at which they think bis services could be assumed that no business can be done then.
replaced if ho left the Government's employment. Mr. Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the public will have toPerley is not there to make plans for the harbor commis- adopt another rule, and that is to view with suspicion hon.sion. The commission are to make their own plans and gentlemen who undertake to act upon such a principle.
submit them for the approbation of the Government. The
moment you allow the harbor commission or any other Mr. MULOCK. I do not think that some of the public
corporation to share in the payment to a public officer, that works completed and done under the sanction of the Gover-
moment the corporation bas a claim on him as well as the nor General's warrant were altogether necessary.
Government. I do not mean to say that Mr. Perley would Sir CHAIRLES TUPPE R. I have known claims of this
be untrue te bis obligations and duties te the Government kind pending for years; the people pressing them and pass-
whieh employs him, but, as a matter of principlo, no man ing them on from hand to hand.
can serve a corporation and the Government at the same Mr. MULOCK. Will the hon. gentleman be kind enough
time, the timpcit con nce h e lay on f t he Hose, before concurrence, all theadministration or report. The Minister of Finance has Tale th thise ?
said that an engineer isrequired to visit different sections-papors iu cenuection with this matter?
like St. Peter's Canal. You do not require a resident Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope that will not be
engineer there, but occasional visits from an engineer of necessary whon I tell the hon. gentleman that the Order in
the Department. I say again that it is indispensable in the Council was dated on the 8th of February, 1887, and that
public interest th1at public servants should not be employed the sum of $2,638.79 was paid in full settlement of all
by any corporation outside of the Government. claims.

Mr. McMULLEN. This principle is undoubtedly wrong. An hon. MEMBER. That is quite satisfactory.
I contend that in no instance does a corporation or business Mr. MULOCK. I would ask the Minister to place on
man, who transfers an employé to another place, pay him the Table the papers preceding the Order in Council -
double salary. If a bank sonde a clerk to another branch Sir CHARLES TUPPE&R1 will make a note of 'itto inspect, they do not pay an additional salary to him S
when ho is away. They pay bis travelling or other Mr. MULOCK. But will we get the papers ?
expenses and that is all. If s wholesale man transfers an Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will get what I can.
employé to perform some particular duty he does not give Mr. MULOCK. I would like the cerrespondence pro.
him two salaries. The principle is a wrong one, and the Mr. MULOCK., iouldithe orreondeere-
Government is laying down a precedent which may lad ceding the Order in Council, the report of the officero, &c.
te civil servants making increased demands on the Govern- Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have already given the hon.
ment. Even postmasters, who arepaid large amounts, will gentleman the report of the superintending- engineer. I

Sir C.&LEi TUPPia.
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may say before passing to another item that I can give the
hon. gentleman now Bome information he asked for with
regard to the superannuation of the messenger, C. S.
Neville. I may say that although I do not know his age
exactly, ho was a young man of, I think, about twenty or
twenty-one years. The Treasury Board reported that they
had had the matter under their consideration, and recom-
mended that a sum of $383.33 be placed in the Supplement-
ary Estimates as a gratuity, being ton months' salary at the
rate of $460 per annum, which was the salary ho received
when he left the service. He was obliged to retire on
account of ill-health, and the proper medical cortificate was
submitted. He had been twelve years in the service.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thon ho must have
gone into the service younger than the age which the law
allows.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may have understated his
age; at all events, ho went in as a boy at a very small
salary, which went up to $460 before ho left the service.

Mr. MULOCK. So you superannuate one at the age of
twenty-ono. and the other day you appointed another at
the age of seventy-five.

Public Buildings, chargeable to income, Quebec......$28,475
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thore is rather a large

item thero for St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, 816,525.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is for finishing and

fitting up the new building intended for a dining hall and
workshop for the tailors, shoemakers, &c. We had not
enough money by the vote of last year. Thon there are
the materials required for carrying on the work undertaken
in connection with the penitentiary.

Public Buildings, chargeable to income, Ontario.$61,830 65
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT What is.the object in

purchasing Victoria Hall, O'Connor street, Ottawa.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is the building in
which the fishery exhibits are, and we thought that we
should purchase it, as it was at a low rate considering the
rent which is received from it and the large lot which is
adjoining and which will allow an extension of the building
at a future time when it is required. The building is a
good building, three storeys big b, besides the basement, and
besides the portion which is now occupied by the exhibits,
rents are received from the building to an amount sufficient
to pay more than the interest on the purchase.

Sir RICHARD CAIRTWRIGHT. What is the extent of
the property ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As near as I can recollect
it is 100 by 100 feet, and one-half of the lot is vacant.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is this what is called the
Orange Hall ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whore the Salvation

Army bas its hoadquarters ? From whom was it bought ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I haven't got the name

here. I may say that it is not bought yet. We have the
refusal of the property, and I think Mr. Clemow is acting
for the proprietors.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Senator ?
Mr. MoMULLEN. Is the price finally settled upon ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How far is it from

these buildings ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is on O'Oonnor street, a

little below Sparks street.

Mr. JONES. Could not the Minister of Publie Works
have found room in the new building ho is putting up for
the fishery exhibits ? It appears to me that it might be
placed in some part of the new building the hon. gentleman
is erecting without incurring such a large exponditure as this.
To recommend this on the ground that a rent will be re-
ceived from the building is, I think, delusive, because if the
Government require the building at all they require the
whole of it, and they cannot expect to receive an income
from it very long.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We pay $600 for one room,
the main portion of the building, and both the cellar below
and the hall ab-ve are rented for a considerable sum; and
there is a large lot of land to build on in addition.

Mr. McMULLEN. Will the bon. Minister of Public
Works submit the names of the present owners on concur.
rence ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTW RIGHT. I doubt very much the

policy of purchasing little pieces of property 100 feet
square at considerable distance from the main building. If
the hon. gentleman found it absolutely necessary to pur-
chase a building like this, 1 think ho ought to have obtained
it closer to the present building. If this thing goes on, I
think it will ho found to be very inconvenient to have a
number of buildings scattered over Ottawa, and in order to
utilise this vacant ground, we may be let in for a very ex.
pensive building in the course of a few years.

Sir CH'ARLES TUPPER. We shall probably sell the
vacant lot for twice as much as the whole building is cost.
ing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you go into a spec-
ulation and make something out of it, that is another matter,
but it will be different from your practicing.

Mr. McMULLEN. Does any person occupy any other
portion of it ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, the Salvation Army
bas the upper floor.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Who occupies the basement? Per-
haps the hon. gentleman will let us know on concurrence.

Sir HEÇTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. l 1885, we voted $50,000 for the pur-

pose of erecting a building in Toronto, in connection with
the examining warehouse, whore importers could store their
goods, and the Minister reprosented that it was expected
that this would be a good paying investment, as ho intended
to charge the merchants storage. I would ask how that bas
turned out ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That I cannot say. I sup-
pose the Minister of Customs can give information on that
point. But so far as I am concerned, the money placed in
my hands for that purpose bas been applied to tho erection
of the building, and the work is still going on.

Mr. McMULLEN. What is the entire cost of the
Orangeville post office ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 821,375, inclusive of build-
ing, site, heating, drainage and furnishing.

Mr. McMULLEN. What changes are intended to be
made in the eleoctric lighting of the Parliament buildings at
Ottawa, for which a vote of $4,000 is taken ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is for the current year.
The intention was to extend the electric light to the library,
but we thonght we might postpone that to another year.
With this vote we have extended the eloctrie light to the
Senate Chamber and its corridors. We also put some few
lamps on the terrace in order to sce how far we were likely
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to succeed in lighting the square, but that was only an
experiment. I do not ask any money for that purpose this
year.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not see any vote in these
Estimates to meet the proposition made by the municipality
of Sombra, for the protection of the road and bank along the
River St. Clair. As the hon. Minister knows, there was a
deputation before him, and he promised to give considera-
tion to their proposition, and to submit it to his colleagues.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I received the other day a
resolution of the council of Sombra, stating that they would
subscribe $10,000 provided the Ottawa GCvernment and
Ontario Government would each contribute an equal
amount. The matter was laid before my colleagues, but in
the meantime I had caused enquiries to be made as to
whether that was the only spot on the river damaged by
the steamers passing down the river, and I found that there
were two or three other spots where the same thing occurs.
Therefore, I am uot in a position to take the matter up
now. At any rate, it could not go on at present, for this
good reason, that the Ontario Legislature is not in Session
and will not be for a considerable time. We should wait
and sec what the Ontario Government will do, and if they
do as the council of Sombra have done, then 1 will be in a
position to submit the matter to my colleagues, and, perhaps,
come to Parliament for a vote.

Mr. IILLS (Bothwell)). There is this difficulty : if
the Ontario Legislature should take precisely the same
position, by no possibility will they ever come to an under-
standing.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVJN. The hon. gentleman says
that the stature might be the same, but the council of
Sombra is the smallest body and the next body is the
Ontario Legislature. The largest body will come third.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Ontario Legislature seem
to think it is rather a Dominion matter. No doubt the
municipalities are interested on account of the damage to
property.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). I would like to ask the
Minister of Public Works whether ho proposes to have the
bar dredged ut the mouth of the River Trent. A deputation
waited on him and an officer was sent to Chatham to inves-
tigate and report, but nothing bas been done since. It is
very necessary, in the interest of navigation, that this work
should be done, and I ask the Minister if he cannot see his
way to put in a vote for it in the Supplementary Estimates ?

Sir HECTOR LANI-EVIN. This matter bas not been
lost sight of in my Department. I was busy at it this
morning. I am not in a position to say what may be done,
but we have it in mind, and I do not think it will cost
much.

Grounds, public buildings &c., Ottawa.............$10,300

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The exponses on the park
will not be heavy next year, as this. amount will put it in
such a state that it will be a credit to the Parliament and
to the capital. We are not doing anything to Nepean
point this year.

Mr. MoMULLEN. It is not right that the electors of
this country should pay this enormous sum for the pur.pose
ofteautifying the park at Ottawa. No doubt it adds to the
appearance of the city, but it is not fair that it should be
improved at our expense.

Harbors and Rivers, New Brunswick ............. $18,800
Mr. GILLMOR. What public interest is served by build-

ing a sheer dam on the River St. John above Grand Falls ?
Mr. TEMPLE. It is to direct the lumber through the

proper channeL in the falls which is a very bad place. The
Sir HECTOa LANGEVIN.

citizens of the whole country are depending upon it. It is
to prevent the loss of timber on the ledges and rocks and
get them safely over the side of the falls.

Harbor and Rivers, Quebec..............$25,764 62
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What on earth is the

object of this $2,000 for the experimental breaking up of ice
on the St. Lawrence ship channel between Sorel and Three
Rivers ?

Sir HECTOR LXANGEVIN. This was intended as an
experiment, but the season was too late to carry it out, and
the money was expended on the ice below or at the Island
of Boucherville where the commissioners were. It is well
known that the ice, accumulating there, formed a dam, and
prevented the flow of the water, which accordingly flowed
back and produced a large proportion of the floods in Mon-
treal and the surrounding country. This was an experi-
ment with a view to sec if it would relieve that section of
the country. I am not now in a position to say whether
the experiment can succeed or not, but, at ail events, the
flood was somewhat delayed in consequence.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think these experiments are
something like that of the Greely expedition to Baffin's Bay.

Harbors and Rivers, Ontario ..................... ...... $15,430 33
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this amount

of $6,000 for Summerstown ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There was a vote for a pier

and bridge there, and, after going to work, we found that
the bridge was larger than it was supposed to be.

Mr. WILSON. While 1 do not complain of the amount
which is appropriated for harbors and rivers in Ontario, I
do complain that the Minister of Public Works bas not
looked after a harbor in the section which I have the honor
to represent, and which was brought before his attention
a short timb ago by a deputation which requested him
to have a survey made of that harbor, and to sec if it could
not be placed in a proper state of repair. I refer to Port
Burwell harbor. That harbor, although it is under the con-
trol of a company, I think, deserves the attention of the De-
partment. In 1875 or 1876, the Government made an ap-
propriation for the purpose of making improvements in that
harbor. Since that date nothing bas been done, and the
barbor bas gone into decay to such au extent that now it is
impossible for vessels to enter that port. It will be remem-
bered by the hon. gentleman that it was represented to him
by his own political friends that this was an important
port ; that a large number of vessels sailing up and down
the lake could find no shelter from the severe storms that
take place there, and that they were unable to enter ,bat
harbor. In consequence of this, a large number of lives have
been lost and a vast amount of property destroyed, through
the neglect either of the company or of the Government to
make the necessary repairs and the necessary provision at
that point. I call the attention of the Government again
to the matter. The Government has neglected, to a large
extent, the Lake Erie shore and has only expended a very
small amount of money upon it, and it is, therefore, respon-
sible for the large loss of life and property upon that
coast. I again urge upon the Minister to turn his attention
to that, and to sec if lie cannot do justice to that locality,
which las been withheld by the present Government since
they have been in power. If the former Government could
find their way ,o make an appropriation of $ 10,000, the pro-
sent Government ought to have kept the harbor in such a con-
dition as to enable vessels to enter it with some degree of safe-
ty. It is very unfortunate for these sailors to be upon those
waters during a storm. If the Government had expended a
small amount of money their lives might have been saved,
instead of being destroyed on account of the neglect of
the Government to make the necessary improvements.
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While I am willing that ample provision should be made in Hon. gentlemen will remember that last year, and at the
every part of the country to save the lives of those unfor- last moment, hon. gentlemen on both sides asked that an
tunate people who are compelled to sail upon the lakes, I examination should take place. It was in connection with
hold the Government blameable for negleocting to save the the flooding of land by the River Assiniboine, and an exam-
lives and property of these people, when the expenditure of ination had te ho undertaken to enable the chief engineer to
a very small amount of money might have done it. I submit his recommendations in the matter. The question
know that with the uniform kindness of the Minister of of the overflrow, after being discumsed in the Local Legis-
Publie Works, and with his readiness to try and please lature in 1878, in the Session of 1885 was brought
everybody, friends as well as foes, he will at least turn bis under tüe notice of the Dominion Government, in a memo.
oyes in the direction of these harbors this summer, and see randum by Lieutenant Governor Aikens, with a request
if he cannot, in the coming Session, bring down a smalt that we should take such stops as might be considered
item snob as will put the harbor into such a state as will necessary to prevent the disasters caused by the flooding of
render it more safe to the lives and property of the people. that river. I think a report has been made, but I have not

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I'understand from the hon. seen it yet.
gentleman that Port Burwell is ihe property of a private Mr. TROW. There was a ditch dug from the Assiniboine
company, and if it is so important that that harbor should up to Bay St. Paul, a distance of probably a mile, but,
be improved, the improvements, of course, would specially through some fault of the engineer, when the ditch was
benefit a private company. In that case surely the hon. open, the water ran the other way and flooded the country
gentleman might exert lis influence over the proprietors of from the river. I know that from observation. It must
that harbor, and get them to make some proposal to the have been through some bad calculation on th, part of the
Government, or get them to put their hands into their engineer.
pockets and make the improvements themselves. At pre- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is this gentleman,sent I am not in a position to submit the matter to my col. McLaughlin?leagues and to ask for a sum of money, and I do not think
that Parliament would approve an expenditure of money Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. He is photographer of the
to improve the property of a private company. Department of Railways and Canals, and we also use him

Mr. WILSON. I will explain to the Minister the position in my Department to photograph publie worke, so that we
of that harbor. Some years ago it was taken from the are able to judge of the position of the work.
Governmont by a company, who went on and made Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. What is hie salary in
certain improvements in that locality. After a tirme the other Department ?
the original company sold out their right to the har- Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $1,400, exclusive of this
bor, or at least the company failed, and it was taken over amount.
by an American company. I believe the proprietors Sir RICHARD OARTWRIGHT. Here is anotber cas
of that barbor live in Detroit at the present time. They Sir a R c A I .Hsres a
have totally neglected the harbor, but thoy have been where an officer is receiving two salaries,
collecting tolls until a recent date, when the harbor Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. After this year the two
became so dilapidated that they had to give it up. salaries will be paid as one, and he will be paid $1,800.
The Government surely do not contend that because Geologica. Survey.............................................1,550
that harbor was formerly transferred to a company, which
company bas failed, and bas transferred it in turn to an Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On whose recommend-
American company, they are going, therefore, to allow ation was this payment of $1,500 to François Meroier,
the lives of people to be lost and property to be destroyed. Montreal, for a collection of Indian curios from the Yukon
The company as now constituted take no interest in the district, made ?
harbor, and I say it is the duty of the Government in the Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). On the recommandation oflu the interest of the citizens of that locality to take the Dr. Dawson, acting director.
harbor back from the company to which they had trans. Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. Did Dr. Dawson giveferred it. If they did wrong in transferring this harbor to direction te have them prepared, or did ho simply fnd t4
a company who have allowed it to go to ruin, they need not detian with that collection and reconmended thtir plr.
try to shield themselves by saying that it would be wrong geeman
for them to make any improvements on the property of a
private company. Will my hon. friend ask me to go over Mr. WIHITE (Cardwell). The gentleman had the
to Detroit and try to get that company to come back and collection in Montreal. Dr. Dawson found it there, aud
improve the harbor ? is that the way ho desires to protect considered it very valuable and wortby of preservatios. It
the interests of the Dominion of Canada? Is that the way is now in our museum here, it was placed there last fall or
he desires to have Canada for the Canadians ? I say it is during the early winter.
the duty of the Government to look after the interests of Mail Suboidies........ ....... .... 4018
their own country, and try to protect the lives and property MiL bi s......... ......... t rs
of the people of Canada. Mr. ELLIS. Wa not the amount voted last year ouf-

Roads and Bridges........................ .. $7,800 ficient for steam communication between St. John and ports
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Bridges over the Ottawa at in the Basm of Minas?

Ottawa City, $6,500-these bridges and approaches are now Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The vote was intended to be
under the control of the Government. When we asked for 84,000, only $2,000 were obtained, and this amount is
a sum of money last year for this purpose, it was upon guess necessary in order to carry the service out.
work, and we could not know exactly in what condition the ocean and River Servie............. ........ 16,96o
bridges were. They were found in a worse condition than
we supposed, and this is for the balance of the money Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. With respect to the
required for that purpose. refund to W. M. McPherson, 8950, why should this amount

Publie Works, miscellaneous, chargeable to in- be refunded ?
come . ......................... $36,400 I Mr. FOSTE R. This waa for the service rendered by the

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Examination in connection steamer Napoléon III. Atthe time of the- wreck of the
with the flooding of land by the River Assiniboine, $,200- steamer Brooklyn, the NYapol4on ý1j was got ready very
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quickly and went to that vessel. No property was saved,
but the lives were rescued. This is to recoup the charge.

Lighthouse and Coast Service.............$1,845 12
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are the circum-

stances under which the husband of Mrs. Guinane lost his
life ?

Mr. FOSTER. He was in the employment of the Depart.
ment and was drowned while coming from a wreck.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I am not in the least
disposed to object to this vote of $100. On the contrary, it
appears to be a small vote to give for such a purpose. I am
rather inclined to think that the Government have erred on
the side of economy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am of the opinion that they
have often so erred.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ihave not so far in the
Estimates found any other error in that direction, and I,
therefore, felt it right to mention this one.

Fisheries, deep ses explorations in British Columbia..$5,000
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. What is intended to be

efected by this vote ?
Mr. POSTER. The idea was, if possible, to locate the

banks on which black cod were chiefly to be found. An
expedition spent six weeks last year and eight weeks will
be spent this year with the same object, and this vote is to
cover the expenditure.

North-West Mounted Police-work and gratuity.,.....$1,980
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Did Assistant Commis-

sioner Crozier voluntarily retire ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. After the North-West rebellion,

Assistant Commissioner Crozier applied for retirement from
the force, stating although his physical appearance did not
indicate ill health, he was subject to a nervous affection that
necessitated a change. A medical certificate was forwarded
certifying that he suffered from a nervous affection.

Mr. JONRS. This is a case that should be remembered
in considering the case of Capt. Fortune of Halifax. I
hope the Minister of Militia will bear this in mind in deal-
ing with that case, which he has promised to take into con.
sideration.

Mr. KENNY. I would respectfully urge the Minister of
Militia to take that case into serious consideration. That
offcer is entitled to every consideration at the hands of the
Department.

Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps I may be allowed to go back
to an item about the fisheries. On what principle has the
Government discharge William Dalton from serving on
board the lightship at AMiramichi, after he was ordered by
the Department to resume his usual work ? That man lost
part ot his hand in firing a salute on the Queen's birthday,
and he was put as an assistant on board of a lightship at
the mouth of the Miramichi River, and has been there for
many years-I think about nine. He was discharged this
year, and the only reason I can think of for his discharge
was that he voted for my unfortunate self. I suppose the
Minister knows the facts, but if not I will tell him, and the
reason I have given is the only reason I can imagine.

Mr. FOSTER. That, however, has nothing to do with
the item.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is information I think.
Mr. POSTER. I think the hon. gentleman has a question

on the Order paper.
Mr. MITUHELL. I think I have, but I would prefer

asking it now. The hon, gentleman, I think, would save
time by answering it..

Mr. POSTER. I will get the answer for him.
Mr. PoSTRn.

Indians, Ontario and Quebec....................-.............$2,920
Mr. O'BRIEN. I would ask the right hon. gentleman if

he can state when a reserve is to be set aside for the Temo-
gamingue band on Sturgeon River. These men are willing
to work but, owing, I believe, to some dispute, with the On-
tario Government, they cannot do so, because they cannot
get a reserve, and I would like to know if there is any pros.
pect of this dispute being settled. I visited them
two years ago, and took a great deal of interest in them,
and I am sorry that they should be deprived of the means
of gaining a livelihood when they are quite willing to work.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sorry to say that
we cannot get any answer from the Ontario Government in
the matter, and it remains where it was.

Indians, Nova Scotia... ......... ............. ...... $730

Mr. LOVITT. I would like to ask the riglit hon. gentle-
man when provision will be made for the Indians on
the Yarmouth reserve? They have been suffering a great
deal for the necessaries of life, and for the last few years
the overseers of the poor had to attend to them. There is
no agent nearer than eighty miles, so there is nobody to
look after them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have $200 in this vote
to purchase 20 acres near the town of Yarmouth as a reserve
or camping ground for the Indians of Yarmouth county.
They have no reserve, and for a long time they have been
camping on the property which it is proposed to purchase,
and which is reported to be suitable for them.

Mr. LOVITT. I may mention that my predecessor, Mr.
Kinney, ordered certain amounts to be paid for the relief of
these Indians, with the understanding that he would be
responsible, but the accounts have never been paid.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know how that
is, but as regards the appointment of an agent, one will be
selected when the reserve is purchased.

Mr. LOVITT. I would like the right hon. gentleman to
look into these accounts I have spoken of.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will look into the
matter.

Indians, B.0 .......... ............... ........ ...... $10,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a pretty large

amount. What are the objecte to be provided for.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is to supplement

the appropriation for the carrent year. The Department
has been for several years carrying over the expenditure
for the last quarter of the previons year and charging it
against the appropriation for the next year. The total
amount which is carried over and charged to the current
year's appropriation is $6,500. In addition to that a third
survey party was sent out by my orders, when I was in
British Columbia, to survey the boundaries in the vicinity
of Metlakatla.

Indians, Manitoba and North-West.......... $249,623 88
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of this amount $70,386.13

is to pay the Departnent of Militia and Dfence-for credit
of rebellion expenditure-for stores taken over from the
expeditionary force for Indian purposes, after the disturb-
ances were quelled in 1885. The stores have been paid
for by the Department of Militia and Defence, and this su 0
goes to the credit of that Department.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then, if I have followed
the hon. gentleman aright, this sum would have to be added
to the $179,000 in the other portion of the vote, in order to
give the true amount by which the expenditure of the
Indian Department ias exceeded the original estimate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I may say that the
remainder of the itLe represents an appropriation, under
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the authority of an Order in Council,. for stores which were
served out after the disturbance, the rebels having destroyed
most of the supplies. I have a statement here showing the
manner in which that.amount is made up.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should imagine that
the destroyed stores would come in 1885-86.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. So it does, I suppose.
Mr. MITCHELL. Has it ever been ascertained yet how

much the North-West rebellion has cost us altogether ? I
should like very much to know.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose, to get that
information, we would have to get returne from the different
Departments-the Indian Department, the Mounted Police,
the Militia Department, and so on.

Mr. MITCHELL. It would be very useful information
for us at the next election, which we may have before very
long.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. From present appear.
ances I should say it would go over $7,000,000 and probably
entail an additional charge of a million or half a million
dollars in the shape of allowances for Mounted Police, &c.

To indemnify Mr. T. A. McLean, Registrar of Cal-
gary, for expenses in connection with the
construction of office at Calgary.............. $1,070 28

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What is the meaning of indem.
nifying Mr. McLean ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. McLean undertook to put
up a building at Calgary to be used as a registry office. Ho
thought it would cost about $1,500, the sum originally voted;
but just about the time the building was to be erected the
rebellion broke out, and it cost a great deal more. Mr.
McLean made the difference out of his own pocket, and we
are indemnifying him for it.

Mr. JONES. Had ho a contract with the Government ?
Wr. WHITE (Cardwell). No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What was the whole cost of

the building?
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) This and the previous vote

would make it about 82,600.
To indemnify the St. Catharines Milling and Lum-

bering% ompany for the cost of the suit of the
Queen v8. that Company............. ...... . ...... $4,000

Mr. MOMULLEN. I hold in my hand a return which was
brought down to the House on the 29th of May, 1886, con-
taining all the correspondence that took place between the
Government and the St. Catharines Milling Company, and
also with the fim of Mr. Dalton McCarthy, a member of
this House. There is also in that return an estimate by that
firm of the probable cost of that lawsuit, and I will read
the different items: Coste already incurred, 83,500; deposit
in the Court of Appeal as security for respondent's costs,
$4,000; Supreme Court costs-deposit as security for
respondent's costs, $500 ; estimated costs of appellant's
solicitors and agents' fees and miscellaneous disbursements,
$300; preparing factum, estimated at 250 printed pages,
&c., $500 ; printing, say 300 pages, $450; senior counsel
fees, say $1,000; junior counsel fees, say $500 ; Privy
Council costs-deposit as security for respondent's costs,
$1,500 ; solicitor's and English agent's fees, $1,500;
printing, say $1,000; senior counsel from Canada
(Mr. McCarthy) and expenses, $5,000; junior coun-
sel, $1,000 ; contingencies, say, $2,850 ; in all,
820,000. That is the estimate; of that amotint we had paid
at that time 81,500, and the balance to be provided for was
$18,500. Of that balance we paid last year 810,000, and
recently under a Governor General's warrant we paid
84,000; that is, 815,500 has been paid out by the Govern- 1
ment on account of this lawsuit. I presume from thise

statement that this is the balance of that amount. Of
course, we would like to know whether this oompletely
wipes out these costs or not. Now, in order to give the
House some idea of the bill of costs that has been put in in
connection with this matter, I may state that thei entire
cost to the Ontario Government for defending their aide of
this case was $2,125.40, against $15,500 paid by the Domi.
nion. The Dominion has paid 810 to every dollar that the
Province has paid. In connection with this transaction I
notice that the Dominion received altogether from the St.
Catharines Milling Company 82,125 in dues, and $250 for
a year's lease of a timber limit; so that we have only
received $2,375, while we have paid out for law costs
$15,500. Now, this does not cover all our law costs, for it
appears that our law expenses are increasing annually. I
notice by the Auditor General's report that last year we
paid $82,577.17 over and above these costs. We paid to 27
Iaw firms in the Dominion 872,592.12, an average of
82,690 to each firm, and the balance was divided amongst
97 firms. I think it is time a stop should be put to this
business. We have a Minister of Justice who certainly
onght to discharge, at least, a part of the duties that have
been given to these firms. I cannot understand why the
country should be asked to pay the Minister of Justice
88,000, and for every little item of law business that comes
up we must employ a law firm and pay it large feesý For
instance, I notice in this list the name of Christopher
Robinson, of Toronto, who got 88,442 last year, and some
other firms got from $4,000 to $ ,000. It would be much
botter if we could hire one of the best legal firms and pay
them an annual salary to do all the business of the Dominion
than travel up and down from Dan to Beersheeba for the
purpose of securing influence during elections. I notice
that Mr. Wallace Rac, who, I bolieve, is a member of a firm
of which the son of the hon. Minister of Finance is a part.
ner, drew $3,103.64. Another law firm has drawn $5,011.
Over $100,000 have been thrown away lastyear in law costs.
It is a positive disgrace that money should be thus squand-
ered.

Mr. MITCHELL. Before that item is carried, I would
make a much better suggestion than that made by the hon.
gentleman, to employ one law firm. I would suggest that
the Government instead of litigating everything, whether
on good grounds or not, should pay claims, even those about
which there may be some little doubt.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Government are
to be congratulated on their foresight, for Ianderstand they
have considerable costs by a recent decision of a court not
very far from here. Will this clear our expenses as far as
this suit bas gone in the Supreme Court?

Mr. THOMPSON. I uiderstand that it clean our ex.
penses up to date.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do the Government
intend to abide by the-decision of the Supreme Court or to
go further ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The judgment was only
given yesterday.

Mr. MULOCK. As the Government have put forward this
case as a test case, have they entered into an undertaking
to be bound by the decision if it goes against them ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no such under.
taking.

Mr. MULOCK. So that this procedure may happenover and over again. The hon. member for No Wellng-
ton has pointed ont that we have paid 810 in .osts to lose
a suit, where the Ontario Government have only paid $1
to gain the suit. Before this item passes, the bille of eoSte
should be laid on the Table, seo that we may see where the
money has gone. The account that the hon. member for
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North Wellington has read indicates a liberality far in
excesa of anything that could be justified in any court. This
matter stands in the same position as the item which the
Minister of Finance agroed to hold over until ho could fur.
niai the information. If the rule is sound in one case, it is
in the other. We are entitled to have the bills and
vouchers, so that we can judge whether our liability is such
that we should place this money at the disposai of the
Government. Last year we voted 410,000. The previeus
year we voted $1,100-we voted $11,000.

Mr. SCARTIH. Oh, oh.
Mr. MULOCK. I am aware this is a source of merriment

to persons which have no interest in payment of taxes, but
to those who have, and who endeavor conscientiously to
discharge their duties, it is a serious matter, and they are
entitled to be heard. I claim that the Government should
place the bill of costs on the Table. They dared not do seo
last year, and this year they are equally unwilling. It is, I
consider, nothing short of robbery to take from the people
money that is not honestly due, and pay it out without even
g iving this House the information it has the right to demand.
This is a mode of doing business that we ought to resist.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The bills are taxed.
Mr. MULOCK. I claim there is no taxation that would

bring out a result like this. If there has been taxation, let
us see the bills. It may bu such taxation as took place with
respect to another bill, some years ago, when the bill was
sent to Toronto to be taxed, and the taxing officer was a
Conservative member for East Toronto in prospectus, and the
taxation was made, not in the courts, but in the U. E. Olub.

Mr. SCARTH. I would not speak if the hon. gentleman
who has just sat down had not alluded to me. I laughed bo-
cause, at one moment, ho talked of $1,100, and, at the next,
Of 811,000, and was so muddled that ho dig not know what
ho was talking about. No wonder bon, gentlemen laugh.
If he thinks to make me sit down by making personal allu-
sion about his being able to pay more taxes than I am,
because ho las been left more money, ho is greatly mis-
taken.

Sir'RICHARD CARTWRIGH L. Whether or not, I
think thé Minister of Finance ouglht to furnish the parti-
culars to us. The amounts appear to be excoedingly large,
and, without entering at the present time into the discus-
sion of the policy of the Government in disputing with the
Ontario Governmont, it is declared-and it is not disputed
either by the First Minister or the Minister of Justice-tbat
the Ontario Government were able to get their side of the
law costs limited to about 82,000:4hile ours has cost $15,500
up to the present date, with the lively prospect of cost-
ing us as much more or nearly so if we go to the Privy
Council. There is now such a discrepancy established as
calls for an investigation at the hands of this louse. We
paid before either #11,300 or $11,500-1 do not recollect
which-but the two sums together are seven or eight fold
what the Ontario Government have paid, and I do not see
how we can be charged 815,000 tO date for our costs in this
matter.

Mr. THOMPSON. The bills of costs in this matter can-
not be laid on the Table or fully taxed, until the conclusion
of the suit. The hon. member for Wellington (Mr. Mc
Mullen) has, I think, a file of the papers which have been
laid on the Table, containing ail that can be given. The
sum oft 4,000, I think, was accepted in full up to the stage
to which the case has gone. So far as concerns the state.
ment that the Ontario Government has paid only 82,000 for
its share of the cost of litigation, I am not in a position
either to contradict or to verify it. If they have paid only
that sum, it is evident either that they have.not fully paid
the bills, or that they were so fortunate as to get solicitors

Mr. Munocc.

who will work for nothing. A suit of that magnitude can-
not be paid for by that amount in any part of the world,
and if the hon. gentleman has aseertained the amount from
the Public Accounts of Ontario, it must be simply what bas
been already dispensed, and the counsel fees cannot yet
have been paid.

Mr. McMULLEN. I say that this statement is absolutely
correct, and that it covers all the amount incurred by the
Ontario Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Quite absurd. That can-
net possibly be. The hon. gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. MOMULLE N. I give the hon, gentleman my word
that I have the evidence in my possession-ovidence that
ho will not deny to be correct.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. It cannot possibly be.
Mr. MoMULLEN. I can tell the hon, gentleman that

the hon. the Attorney General of Ontario came from Toronto
and appeared before the Supreme Court, and no doubt ho
never charged any fee for his own appearance, but simply
for his travelling expenses. We had a Minister of Justice
here within a gun shot of the court. Why did ho not go
and take part in the case, without hiring a counsel to come
down bore from Toronto ? That, no doubt, is one reason
why the Province of Ontario has got off with one dollar,
where we have to pay ten. Thon there was an objection
raised by the hon. gentleman as to the estimate placed in
my hands. I say that his own deputy Minister gave his
estimate that $10,000 would be sufficient to cover all costs.
We have already paid ont $15,000 and more, and yet the
costs are not settled.

Mr. THOMPSON. I will not dispute at all the sincerity
of the hon. gentleman in making this statement. On the
contrary, I thought ho had taken this from the Public Ac-
counts of Ontario; and I have no doubt that that is net a
full statement of the costs which will be incurred by that
Province. I suppose the other 214 members of the House
are aware that expenses have to be incurred for legal ser-
vices, notwithstanding the fact that we have a Minister of
Justice. There are legal expenses for searches and attendance,
and disbursements made by our agents all over the country;
and, unless I had the gift of omnipresence, it would be
impossible for me to attend to all the litigation which takes
place, very often simultaneously, from British Columbia to
Cape Breton. Even in the city of Ottawa it would be im-
possible for me to attend to my duties in the Department
and in Parliament, and to attend to the litigation even in
the Supreme Court of Canada. The hon. gentleman has
cited one case where the Attorney General of Ontario at-
tended himself in the court. Well, in many cases My
deputy bas attended both in the Exchoquer Court and in
the Supreme Court.

Some bon. MEMIBERS. Louder.
Mr. THOMPSON. There is no occasion for me to speak

louder if hon, gentlemen will not talk.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E I.) I assure the hon. gentleman that

I cannot hear one word ho is saying.
Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman could hear me

if those around him would cease talking. When the hon.
gentleman makes a comparison between the Crown busi-
ness in Ontario and the Crown business here, ho forgets that
the business which devolves upon Crown officers here is a
thousand-fold 4reater than it is in Toronto.
' Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Justice does net attempt

to justify the particular item under discussion. We all know
that this was a case in which there was practically no ex-
penditure in connection with the matter of evidence. There
was practically no evidence. The whole point turned upon
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documents and treaties. The whole thing was a matter of
law, and in that regard it was no more expensive a suit
than any other suit in which there is only a point of law.
Last year, as my hon. friend from North Wellington (Mr.
Mciullen) bas pointed out, the House was asked to make
up altogether $20,000. At that time the case bad
been disposed of, I think, in the Court of Appeal,
and the Deputy Minister of Justice made a report, which
was laid upon the Table, that, in bis opinion, $10000 was
quite sufficient to pay the costs. What had occurred in
March, when the Governor General's warrant was issued, to
justify the Government in paying $4,000 more? Everyone
who knows anything about these matters is aware that no
such outrageons fees as 84,000 are allowed for arguing a
case which takes up only two or three days at most, in the
Supreme Court of Canada. For what was this paid ? The
$10,000 had cleared us, the Minister says; then why give
$4,000 more? If, as he says, this 84,000 is in fuli up to
date, where is the evidence to show it? Where are the
bills which he paid in full? Lot them be produced, if they
will stand production. If they will not, thon I can under.
stand why the Government refuse to give them to the peo.
ple, but in doing so I consider the Minister and his col-
leagues are guilty of an arbitrary use of power.

Hot Springs reservation, near Banff Station, in the
North-West Territories.............................. $52,000

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. George A. Stewart is the
superintendent of this work, at a fixed salary of 81,800. He
is a surveyor and engineor, nd a man of great ability.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have hoard from a person who visited
the Banff Springs that, so far as he could judge, the monoy
expended there bas been well laid out. I believe that, so
far as arrangements have gone, the grounds are a credit to
Canada. Although I do not approve of a Governor General's
warrant being taken for such a purpose, in this case I
think the importance of the object justified it, as the grounds
are likely to become a great attraction to foreigners as well
as to resident Canadians.

To purchase 500 copies of the " Parliamentary Com-
panion " from Mr. J. A. Gemmill...... .............. $1,000

Mr. MITCHELL. *This '' Parliamentary Companion
gave me a great deal of trouble last election. I had te
send up to Ottawa and get all the volumes from 1867 to the
present year, in order to defend myself against the nonfineo
of the present Government who opposed me on the hustings.
The author of this " Parliamentary Companion " had set
me down as a Liberal.Conservative. I appeared first in 1867
as a Liberal, and I continued as a Liberal whilo in the
Cabinet of Sr John A. Macdonald, while in his Cabinet I
had occasion frequently to reassert my statemont that 1
was a Liberal-Conservative. It was made a great charge
against me that I had changed my politics, a thing I never
did. If I am to have as much trouble in the next election
on the same score, before I vote this money I want to see
the book and see what they call me. I want the public te
understand that I am an old New Brunswick Liberal.

Hudson Bay Expedition.................. .. .. .............. $4,500
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the hon. gentle-

man state the conclusion arrived at as to the length of time
that navigation is possible ?

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman will find that in the
Marine report which bas already come down. It is about
three months and a half.

To make good the amount of savings bank funds
stolen from the post office at Newboro'.............$150

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the Department
hold itself responsible for losses sustained by its agents, or
was there a special investigation made which justified this
vote ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We do not hold ourselves
responsible except under special circumstances. There was
a special investigation here.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This was savings bank
money that was in the hands of the postmuster.

Mr. TAYLOR. This case happened in my county. It
was a burglary, the safo of the postmaster being blown
open. The postmaster was one of my strongest opponents
in the last election, and I am glad to so the Government
bas dealt fairly with him. He lost heavily himself of his
own private funds, bsides funds belonging to the Govern.
ment. The post office inspector was sent there and investi.
gated the matter, and I am satisfied this vote is justified.

Mr. MITCHELL. In connection with this post office
business, I may as well mention bore that during the last
campaign, I found to my surprise that although I had cir-
culated a great many copies of that valuable paper called
the Montreal Eerald in my constituency during the previous
twelve months, I found that but very few copies bad reached
the people. I asked several parties to whom I had sent
it and they said they had only g:>t one or two. I found
that the two distributing post offices in two towns had deli.
berately made away with the papers sent them from week
to week; and in the town of Newcastle, I found that they
were deliberately put into the furnace and otherwise made
away with. I can prove that. I have said very little about
it up to this time. I call the attention of the Postmaster
General to the fact that such a state of things exists in my
county, and that I found myself handicapped to a groat
extent by the fact that these two distributing post offi os
had made away with the papers. One of thom mado excuse
that after the papers had lain a day or two in the office, ho
had not accommodation enough to keep them, and had put
thom out of the way, and this explanation I was prepared
to accept, though a lame one.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think a statement of that sort,
which thebon.gentleman saysbe can nrove,merits the atten-
tion of the Post Office Department. 'he Governmont ought
to institute an enquiry, and surely if the hon. gentleman can
establish that statement, these officers ought to be dismissed.
I think it is duo to the louse and to the country that upon
a declaration of that sort, made by a member ot the flouse,
the Government should assure us that they will investigato
the matter and dismiss tho man who has acted in that way.

Mr. MITCHELL. I may say that in the case of one of
the postmasters ho was paralysed. He was an honorable
and upright officer, but for months ho was confined to his
bed, and his son was in charge of the office. The man was
paralysed and was not able to attend to the duties of the
office; bis son was in charge and this matter thon came to
my knowledgo. I went to him after the election, not bofore,
and I charged him with the fact, and ho admittod that ho
had, week after week, put bundies of lHeralds in the furnace,
and otherwise made away with them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course the Postmaster
General could not investigate the matter before it was
brought to bis notice. Immediately the hon. member
found this state of things existed in the post office it was
bis duty to have corresponded with the Postmaster General,
and no doubt ho would have caused an investigation to be
held. Now that the statoment is made the Postmaster
General, no doubt, will cause sucb investigation, and if
there bas boon any impropriety of conduct on the part of
the Postmaster ho will deal with it accordingly. I do not
know whether the hon. gentleman desires the dismissal cf
thDse men?

Mr. MILLS. I think the Government should desire the
dismissal.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have a right to ask the
question.
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Mr. MITCHELL. In the case of Chatham, the postmaster

was the brother of the gentleman who opposed me. I
stated publicly on the hustinge, on nomination day, the fact
that my papers had been suppressed in the post office, and
he thought I referred particularly to him. I did not, but I
referred to the Newcastle post office; but the postmaster at
Chatham admitted that he had obtained accumulations of
the papers, that sometirnes people did not come for them
for three or four days, and that those accumulations he had
thrown ont. With respect to the office of Newcastle, against
which I make the char ge, I may say I did not bring it
under the notice of the Department because the person in
charge had been a cripple a great many years; he has be-
come paralysed and is unable to attend to the office, which
is in charge of his son; he was an honorable man and a
good officer, and were it not that he was confined to his bed
for months such transactions would not have taken place,
and that was the reason I did not wish to make any formal
complaint. But I have now made it, for I do not want to
have this thing occur again with me in case of a contested
election.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The destruction of
papers, documents or letters appears to me to be a case for
criminal prosecution. I forget how- the law stands in that
respect, but the wilful destruction of papers, letters and
documents, seems to be a grave offence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A very grave offence.

Consolidation of the Statutes............ $24,772 30
Mr. MILLS. Who are the parties and what were the

amounts distributed to oach ?
Mr. THOMPSON. The particulars were given last Ses.

sion. With respect to the payments made to the commis.
sioners and for putting the volume through the press, I
will give the information desired on concurrence.

Relief to Sufferers by flood in Cornwall ...... ........ $10,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I hope the Finance

Minister will give full particulars with respect to this
vote. Of all proposals, a proposal of this kind, if there
be any necessity for granting it, ought to be very
fully explained to this House. We ought to have fuli
details showing how the money was spent and by whom
spent. If I am correctly advised the present sitting member,
and the then sitting member, was one of the parties whom
the Government thought fit to entrust with the administra.
tion of this money. I may say at once that unless there
was absolutely no other human being in Cornwall whom
the Government could trust, it was a very indiscreet
and improper thing to entrust to a gentleman, about to run
an election, with.the distribution of 810,000 of money taken
out of the public Treasury for any purpose whatever.

Mr. LANDRY. I would like to know the principle on
which the Government proceed to pay money under cir-
camstances of this kind. I know that in my own county a
year or a year and a half ago a tornado occurred which
swept down one of the principal rivers, doing great damage,
and when I asked for an appropriation the answer I received
was, that the Dominion Government could not recognise
any such cases, but the Local Government would have to
make provision. I can hardly make any distinction between
that case and this.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was a question of
degree. If it is an ordinary loss by fire or water it is
supposed that the Provincial Government will look after
such matters. But if the loss is a large one, an enormous
one snch, for instance, as the fire of St. John, N.B., as the
burning of Hall, and in this case where there has been
great destruction of property alleged to have been caused
by the canal works, then the Government assume the
responsibility of coming to the aid and adding to the relief

Sir Joui A. MAoDonALD,

given by the Provincial Government and by the people.
The Government assumes the responsibility of applying
to Parliament to grant aid in relief of such extreme cases.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman might men-
tion a further point of difference. The storm to which the
hon. gentleman referred, occurred in his case a year too soon.
The Cornwall accident occurred in January last. That
makes all the difference between the case of the hon. gentle-
man and this case at Cornwall. Besides, it is a matter of
far more serious consideration and as more influencing the
Government than the magnitude of the calamity itself. I
understand that many parties in Cornwall had subscribod
liberally to relieve the wants of those who are suffering
and had suffered loss, and those generous private contribu-
tions were subsequently paid out of the $10,000 appro-
priated by the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We do not know that.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman may not

know it, but he has a chance to be enlightened.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I should like to know where

the line is to be drawn. How does the magnitude of the
Cornwall accident compare with the recent accident with
the British Columbia coal mine? Did the Government do
anything in the latter case ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We have placed $5,000 in the
Estimates for that purpose.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Was not the loss of life the cause
of families being lef t destitute ? I want to know what kind
of rule is adopted in dealing with these cases?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGII. The hon. gentleman
cannot state to whom the money was entrusted ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will ascertain that.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman is

not aware ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My impression is that it

was sent to the mayor.
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Because I was informed

that the person chiefly concerned iwas the then and pre-
sent member for the county, Dr. Bergin, that there were
three parties of whom he was one, and we ought to have, I
think, a statement of how the money was spent. Has the
hon. gentleman the information ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. member for
Cornwall (Mr. Bergin) will be here to-morrow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thon you wish to re-
serve the item.

Mr. BOWELL. I am informed by the hon. member for
Dundas (Mr. Hickey) that the hon. member for Cornwall
(Mr. Bergin) was not on the committee of distribution.

Mr. HICK EY. 1 have heard him repeatedly say that ho
had nothing to do with the distribution of the money.

Mr. MITCHELL. There was a case probably as near
home as Cornwall, or nearer, namely that of Montreal. As
a question of degree I fancy that the calamity there last
spring was quite equal to that of Cornwall, but I have heard
of no appropriation for the relief of the people of Montreal.

Mr. McXMULLEN. Was it before or after the election?
Mr. MITCHELL. It was after.
Mr. McMULLEN. That accounts for it.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the papers be

brought down ?
Sir (HARLES TUPPER. I will bring the information

down-that is who expended it, and the details of how it
was expended.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And who received it?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

To make good to persons in Prince Edward Is-
land amount of duties paid the United States
Oustome on fish and fish oil(including amount
paid by H. M. Churchill) lapsed balances of
votes of 1884-85 and 1885-86 ....................... $10,264 04

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) When I first brought this claim
to the notice of the House, the hon. gentleman declined to
pay that amount on the ground that Mr. Churchill was an
American subject, and as the hon. gentleman has yielded to
my argument I would like to ask how ho ohanged his mind
on that subject, and why ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps ho became naturalised.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. member for North-

umberland (Mr. Mitchell) is right fHe was an American
subject and is now a British subject, and as a British subject
this grant was made. He has been domiciled on Prince
Edward Island, and ho has carried on fishing there for 25
years. The grant was withheld on the supposition that
ho was still an Amorican citizen, but when it was ascer-
tained that, on the contrary, ho was a British subject, it was
decided that he should share in the appropriation. It is
right that I should say that no money has been paid,
because it was withhold under circumstances which would
require it to be voted to him specifically by name.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) This amount was specifically
refused to him before, though it is a claim which is good in
its way, standing on precisely the same footing as that of
Mr. Myriok. le was an American subject when he paid
the money, ho continued to be so when this House voted
the money, ho continued to be so until lately when he
became naturalised, and, of course, if the hon. gentleman
says that because a man becomes naturalised he is entitled
to the money, thon I think he must say that Mr. Myrick
should be placed on the same footing. I would like to
know if this is the case, because both men are placed in
exactly the same circumstances in that respect, and I pre-
sume that what is done to one will be done to the other.

Sir CHAIRLES TUPPER. The.hon. gentleman, no doubt,
is more familiar with this subject than I am; but as I un-
derstand it, Mr. Churchill is now, and was when this House
voted, a naturalised British subject; but the difference
between him and Mr. Myrick is, that Mr. Churchill has
carried on business, and has been domiciled in Prince Ed.
ward Island for over 25 years, whereas Mr. Myrick only
visits Prince Edward Island during the fishing season,
and is a resident of thA United States.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Mr. Myrick bas been there
longer than Mr. Churchill; ho has been there ever since I
recollect, and has carried on the largest fishery business
ever carried on there. He is there part of hie time, and
part of the time in the United States. He resides most of
the winter in Boston, but his family reside on the island.
He is living there, and is to all intenta and purposes a
British subject, so that there is no distinction between the
two cases, except that Myrick carries on a business four or
five times as large as the other. Both are worthy men, and
men of excellent character. I know the facto of the case,
and I know that Mr. Churchill was naturalised long after
the grant was made; and if the House yields to the argu-
ment, that being naturalised since entitles Mr. Churchill to
the money, I hope the same justice will be done to Mr.
Myrick.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We will look into the matter.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I know the facto; I know that

Mr. Churchill was naturalised after aIl this took place; I
was present in the court and heard hie application, so that
I am not telling any hearsay.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Churchill is bore at all
events and the other is net.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Both were American subjects,
and if going through the form of naturalisation entitles Mr.
Churchill te the money I understand the same principle
will apply te the other.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The grant was certainly not
intended te be given te American subjects. but te British
subjects, and we are net giving anything te an Amorican
subject, but te a British subject.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) The House will see that the hon.
gentleman is playing on words. low can the hon. gentle.
man withhold it if he becomes naturalised.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Thon will be time to deal
with the question. I would net like te offer him any induce.
ment te become naturalised.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Surely the hon. gentleman is net
going te play with a matter of this kind; it is a matter of
principle. Do I understand that hon. gentlemen intend te
lay down the principle that one of these men is te be paid
and net the other ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The other case is net be-
fore the Committee at all, and, until that time cornes, I think
we have nothing te do with it.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Yes, we have; because we are
asked te pay a case which stands on all fours with that of
Mr. Myrick.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It does net stand on ail
fours; one is a British subject and the other is net.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman opposed the
case strongly before; he said Myrick was net a British sub-
ject, and that it was preposterous and monstrous te pay him
the money.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I said so, and Isay so yet.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) And you say that because ho bas

not become naturalised since for the purpose of getting this
money, you will net give it te hi m. But if you give it te
Mr. Churchill when ho becomes naturalised, how can you
withhold it from Mr. Myrick? On every principle of justice
they are bound te pay Mr. Myrick as well as Mr. Churchill,
and I think I have a right te ask the lon. gentleman to
promise that he will do se.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite irrelevant to
the question before the Committee. The hon. gentleman
bas no right te put a hypothetical case. We cannot tell
whether Mr. Myrick wiil become naturalised or not. It is
time enough te discuss his case when he becomes natural-
ised if ho does se, and when his case comes before us. Thie
is a more waste of time.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Does the lon. gentleman know
that ho refused this payment long after Mr. Churchill
became naturalised ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am net aware.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Well, I am; and I have oeen

the letter which came te Mr. Churchill refusing it.
They sent the choque by mistake, and thon stopped
the choque, although h had been naturalised, and said they
could net pay him before ho became naturalised.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will see about that.
Hansard will tell us about that, and I would rather take
Bansard than the hon. gentleman'. recollection a great deal.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am speaking of faots whioi are
not in Hamsard. I amapeaking of a communication made
by the Government to 1r. Churchill that they had sont the
cheque by mistake.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI). The bon. gentleman said
he heard me say so in the louse, and that is what i want
te verify by Hansard, because I know from experience that
the bon. gentleman's recollection is not very sound.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Well, mine may not be very sound,
but it is perfectly patent that the hon. gentleman's cannot
be very sound. But I eay that when this House is asked to
vote '1,500 to a man tbey refused to vote it to for the last
two years, the hon. gentleman bas a right to treat the
House with common respect, and tell us why he as changed
his opinion.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to ask why the Govern-
ment gave instructions not to bave the choque cashed, if
they sent it, as the hon. momber for Queen's says, after ho
was naturalised ?

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. According to my recol-
lection, it was simply this: The officers sent by mistake
the hoeque, and the moment it was found ont that it bad
been sont, it was stopped.

Mr. MULOCK. What was the mistako, bocause the
facts wore thon the same as they are to-day? If it was a
mistake to pay it thon, how has the mistake changed that
i is paid now ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Because ho became a
BritishE subject since.

Mr. MULOCK. Tbe hon. momber for Queen's says he
was one thon.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I suppose it was not
known here.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) Yes, it was perfectly well known,
because ho had acted on the advice of some of the hon.
gentleman's friends to become a British subject, in order to
get this money, and ho was advised from Ottawa that
that would not do-that he could not get any money that
he was not entitled to before by merely becoming a British
subject. Now, I want to know why the hon. gentleman bas
changod his mind ? And if he as changod his mind because
he believes that he was wrong, and that ho should pay this
money to Mr. Churchill, I will ask him to do the same
justice to Mr. Myrick.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When Mr. Myrick's case
comes up, we will deal with it.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What I want to know is whether
the hon, gentleman will treat Mr. Myrick in the same way
as he is treating Mr. Churchill, as they are both on a par.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. When Mr. Myrick, becomes
a British subject even thon ho will not be on a par with Mr.
Churchill, because Mr. Churchill's domicile has been in
Charlottetown for 25 years, whereas Mr. Myrick's is in the
United States now. Mr. Churchill is a Prince Edward
Islander; ho was an American subject. The other gentle-
man is an American citizen and has not becomo a British
subject, but, simply goes to Prince Edward Island during the
fishing season.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman is mistaken.
They stand on a par. They both go to Boston to sell their
fish, and they both romain on the island during the fishing
season. Mr. Myrick las a property ton times as large as
that of Mr. Cburchill. His home is in Prince Edward Island,
and he as a very large house there, whore be resides during
the fishing season.

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. Whore does he live during
the winter ?

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I was going to tell the hon.
gentleman, cither ihe or his son goes to Boston during the
winter to carry on their business, and Mr. Churchill does

Mr. DAvias (P.E.I.)

the same. There is no difference between them in that re-
speet. Now, before this vote is caried I want to tell the

j hon. gentleman why he is paying this money. It is for the
purpose of endeavoring to purchase Mr. Churchill's support.
Just three weoks before the election the hon, gentleman
sent down to his agents there to promise to pay this money
to Mr. Churchill if ho would give the Government his sup.
port during the election.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I thougbt the hon. gentle-
man said Mr. Churchill was a highly repectable man.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) So he is.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He muet be a dishonest man

if he was bribed.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Did I say he acceted the bribe ?

I do not know whether he did or not. I know the offer
was made to him, and the hon. gentleman is now carrying
the offer out.

Mr. SCARTII. He did accept it, then.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) Of course, he is accepting the

moiey.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a bribe, I sup-

pose, because it is boing paid.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) The hon, gentleman is talking

about the corruption of Mr. Churchill. Does he think that
there is no wrong on his own part in using the public
money to corrupt voters and to buy them; and his friends
behind him laugh and gloiy that the public money of this
country, is taken for the purpose of buying support
throughout this Dominion. If the Government were honest
in this matter, if they wanted to do what is right and just,
if there was a spark of honesty in them, when they pay Mr.
Churchill this money, which they refused bofore, they
would pay Mr. Myrick, who stands on a par with him, his
money also. But it is because they made a promise just
before the election to buy his support-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not believe a word
of it. The hon. gentleman is drawing on his imagination.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1.) I would like to know when the
hon. gentlemen agreed to pay this money, and to whom ho
agreed to give it ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I never agreed to give it
to anybody.

Mr. DAVIES. How did it come to get into the Estimates?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The bon. gentleman says

he knows ail about it. If he knows, why does he not tell
it ? Who went to Charlottetown ? Who bouglit him ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon, gentleman knowa, I
will be bound to say.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
says he knows it. Does he deny that he knows it ? Ho
knows or he does not. If he knows it, he should state it;
if not he should not.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am asking the hon. gentleman
how this money comes to be put in the Estimates ? The
hon. gentleman knows-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not.
Mr. DAVIES (P.EI.) He knows very well. It could

not have got there without his knowing the reasion.
Mr. IESSON. The hon, gentleman presSed to have

these claims paid before.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Certainly, 1 did.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That was just before the
elections.
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Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) No, it was not. The hon. gentle-
man knows I pressed for the payment of all the claims. If
any were to ho paid at al], I asked that all the mon who
stood upon the same footing should be paid alike; but the
Premier1ingled out a class of men and said they should not
be paid because they were American subjects and had no
possible legal or moral claim. He refused to pay them.
Afterwards, Mr. Churchill, acting on the advice of some
friends of the First Minister, became naturalised in order
to geL the money, and ho was told that would not do; ho
was told that ho could not, by becoming naturalised, get
the money, and his choque was stopped. That wis just
before the eloctions. He was promised if ho would give
bis support to the Government of the day the money would
be paid.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Who promised him?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I do not know, but I know it

was promised. *
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. How do you know?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) I know it.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The more the hon. gentle-

man stirs it up, the worse ho makes it.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) That is the fact. The hon.

gentleman has not spoken a truer word. The more it is
stirred up, the dirtier it appears.

SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. Out of your own mouth
you are condemned.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) It is an immoral transaction of
the worst kind of which the Premier, if ho had any part in
it, should be ashamed.

Mr. BOWELL. When was ho naturalised ?
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I cannot remember the day or

the month or the year. It was a good while ago.

Mr. BOWELL. Was it two years ago ?
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) It was before ho got bis choque,

and after the money was voted in this Hiouse.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). When did the (overnment
find out ho was naturalised ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is clear from the position
the hon. gentleman took, when my hon. friend introduced
this subject to the House before, that the rule the Govern-
ment laid down would not entitle Mr. Churchill to any
portion of this monev, simply by bis becoming naturalised.
The decision of the First Minister was that Mr. Churchill
and Mr. Myrick and others, on whose behalf the hon. mem-
ber was making the claim, were American citizens, and iot
entitled to any portion of the money prepared to meet
these claims. If that was a sound proposition, the more
fact that one of the parties, became a British subject, by
being naturalised, would not revive a claim that had no
value prior to that time. The hon. gentleman knows that
to be the case.

Sir JOHN A. MACDO NALD. No, I do not.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And when the proposal was
made to issue a cheque, when these parties became natur-
alised, the Government, very properly, countermanded the
order and prevented the choque being paid, because, accord-
ing to the rule they laid down, the fact that Mr. Churchill
had become naturalised would not put him in a botter posi-
tion. Subsequent to that, without any alteration in the
circumstances, the Goverament thought proper to issue a
cheque and pay this party. There must have been some
reason other than that of more naturalisation for making
the payment. The statement of my hon. friend explains the
whole affair. It is a hypothesis, a ad if the hon. gentleman

10o

can present a more rational one lot him do so; but, as yet,
it seems to me the oxplanation given by the hon. member
for Quoen's (Mr. Davies) bas the field.

'MMr. SCARTH. I would like to say this to the hon. mem-
ber for Queen's (Mr. Davies), that the more he stirs up
what ho calls a dirty business, the more ho fouls his own
nest. 11e sets out, first, by saying the Government attempted
to bribe a man who was thoroughly honest; the next
moment ho said this man would not take a bribe. Now ho
says ho endeavors.to take a bribe.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Sir RICIIARD CARTWRIGHT. There is this clear
enough. Iere is a sum paid by Governor General's war-
rant as emergency. It was to have been paid by votes of
1884-85, 1885-86. Thus two years have elapsed before this
warrant was issued. What was the urgency which made it
necessary to pay by Governor General's warrant sums that
had stood over for two years? I suppose the Minister of
Finance has the warrant. What date is it?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This money has not been paid
at all. The reason that the Governor General's warrant
was appliod for, was to carry over a lapFed balance. The
hon. gentleman set the example of carrying over lapsed
balances by Governor General's warrants, and, as the
investigation which was thought necessary to be held, in
order to be able to draw the money, had not been accom-
plished in time to pay these parties betore the balance
lapsed, it became necessary to have the Governor Goneral's
warrant. But, in the case of Mr. Churchill, as there had
been discussion as to whether ho should receive the money
or not, the hon. gentleman will seo that the money
was withbeld, and no payments will be made until
the House votes it. The Governor General's warrant
was applied for, not in relation to Mr. Churchill,
but in relation to the lapsed balance of the appropriation
made for the other parties, and which became lapsed in con-
sequence of want of information. I wish to show how hard
it is to please the hon. gentleman opposite. Iere was the
hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) standing up, night
after night, year atter year, making an urgent claim upon
the Government to pay Mr. Churchill a certain sum, de-
manding that that money shall be paid coúte que coûte, that,
right or wrong, Mr. Churchill, alihough an American
citizen, shall be paid this money. The Government said:
No, we cannot pay this money except to British subjects;
and the hon. gentleman continues toadvocate, in the strong-
est manner, the demand that Mr. Churchill, aIbhough an
American citizen, shall be paid. Finally, Mr. Churchill
removes the difficulty by becoming a British sub-
ject ; he becomes a British subject, having lived
and resided in Canada, in Prince Edward Island,
for twenty-five years. When this matter is brought
before Parliament, when the principal difficulty is removed
and the Government yields to the demand of the hon.
gentleman by proposing to pay Mr. Churchill, but not
until they have the sanction of Parliament, the hon. gentle-
man denounces them for baving done a dishonest and cor-
rupt act. I say that the hon. gentlemen stands in this
position : If it is a corrupt act for the Government, under
these circumastances, to ask for the payment of money ho
has urged the flouse to pay, it was a corrupt act for the
hon. gentleman to stand here advocating the claims of
people, when he knows that bis advocacy would be likely
to obtain the payment of their claim. and enable him to
retain their political support. If the hon. gentleman advo-
cated Mr. Churchil's claim for the purpose of getting Mr.
Churchill's political support, I can quito understand bis
annoyance at finding that the Govermont have decided to
pay the claim.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). They decided to out-bid him.

Sir CHARLES TUPPElf. When Mr. Churchill became
a British subjuet, and it was found he bad been a resident
of Canada for 25 years, the Government decided to ask
Parliament that he should, under these circumstances, get
the money. The moment the Governiment yield to the
argument of the hon. gentleman, it is found it is not Mr.
Churchill's interest but bis own that he bas at heart; that,
while lie thinks he can win or retain Mr. Churchill's politi-
cal support by advocating bis claim here, lie advocates it;
and, when ho finds that the Government meet the case, and
are disposed to ask Parliament to grant the money, the hon.
gentleman denounces it as a corrupt act, and brands Mr.
Churchill as a man capable of taking a bribe and of acting
from most corrupt motives. In future, when the bon. gentle-
man demands what he calls justice for anyone, we shall
come to the conclusion that he is seeking bis own interest
and not that of the person for whom be speaks. When he
stands here, night after night, and demands that the Govern-
ment shall take money out of the public Treasury to increase
the salary, for instance, of the railway employés of Prince
Edward Island, we shall come to the conclusion that it is
not because he does not think they are now fully paid, but
because he wants to bribe them by his action in this Rouse
to support him in his election, and, if ho gets a salary in-
creased by the Government, we must corne to the conclusion
that ho will at once denounce that as a corrupt act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There are two totally
distinct matters here. i will deal with the oie, and ny
hon. friend will, no doubt, dcal with the other. The bon.
gentleman is not correct in szying that the late Government
proposed to carry forward lapsed balances, as he proposes
to do, under these Governor General's warrants. When we
found that it was necessary that money should be paid, we
took the authority under a Governor General's warrant, and
we paid the monoy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, That is what wo do.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, it is only under

imperative urgency that the hon. gentleman bas a right to
use the Governor General's warrant.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This clainm bas existed for
years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And, if he bas not paid
this amount up to the present moment, it is clear that he
lad no right to use the Governor General's warrant in this
case. The only ground for using the Governor General's
warrant is that the urgency is so great that you cannot wait
for Parliament to vote the money. The hon. gentleman is
convicted ont of Lis own mouth, in view of the fact that he
got the Governor General to issue a warrant on the ground
of extreme urgency-because that is the only ground on
which the Governor General's warrant can bu issued-and
on the ground that he could not wait for parliamentary
sanction; and yet now, three or four months after, he tells
us that the Governor Generat's warrant is not paid. I say
that is treating the Governor General's warrant with con.
tempt, and is entirely contrary to the spirit, and I think to
the letter also, of the statute in that case.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. When the balance lapsed be-
fore the proof was established ; the Government put itself
in a position to pay it whenever the proof came in.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRI.GHT. I say that the hon.
gentleman had no right to do that; and I say that it was
never done in Mr. iMackenzie's time at all.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We did precisely what the
hon, gentleman did.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. No, it is not what we
did. When there was an urgency we used the Governor

Sir CuHmÂEs Tuppa.

General's warrant, and we paid the money. Here the hon.
gentleman uses the Governor General's warrant and does
not pay the money; and now, in the last days of the Ses-
sion, after Parliament has been sitting for two months, he
tells us that ho bas issued a Governor General's warrant and
has not used it; in other words, that there was no urgency,
and that the Governor General's warrant was most im-
properly issued.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E, I.) I have heard of the assurance
with which the hon. gentleman undertakes to argue politi-
cal questions, but I never saw it more exemplified than I
have in the last few moments. The hon. gentleman should
have got up his brief more carefully before he spoke. He
says that I came here and urged that these claims of Prince
Edward Isiand merchants should be paid. So far from
that, when the proposition was made by the Premier, I
said there was no legal or moral claim on the part of Canada
to pay those amounts at all. On the contrary, I said that
the Premier was paying over $30,000, without any legal or
moral obligation, to oblige certain political friends, such as
Senator Howlan and others-Mr. McDonald, the late mcm-
ber for King's, being one.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I said nothing aboutthe hon.
gentleman in connection with the Prince Edward Island
claims, except as to Mr. Churchill and Mr. Myrick.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) The hon. gentleman says I came
here and claimed that these men should be paid. i will tell
the hon. gentletman what I did. When claims were presented
which had no moral or legal sanction, and when they were
passed by the Premier, I presented the claims of Mr.
Churchill and Mr. Myrick, which were as strong or stronger
than those that were passed; and I said, if you vote this
money to Mr. Senator Howlan, who is simply a middle-
man, compared to Mr. Churchill, how can you deny it to
Mr. Myrick, who for twenty-five years has carried on the
largest fishing industry in Prince Edward Island, and has
kept hundreds and hundreds of mon from starvation, and
has done more than anyone else to carry on that important
industry. I said it was unjust to single out Mr. Howlan
and bis friends to be paid ttiis money, and to refuse to pay
it to Mr. Myrick because ho was not of the same political
persuasion. The lon. gentleman met me with the asser-
tion that Mr. Myrick and Mr. Churchill could not have their
claims accepted in this Parliament because they were Ameri.
can cit'zens. I tried to show him that that should not put
them beyond the scope of our charity, because it was charity
we were dealing out. There was no legal or moral claim,
and I said that their being American citizen& should not put
them beyond a claim on our charity. I pressed this on the
Government two or three times, and I was told that it was
impossible that wo should vo e the taxes of British subjects
to American citizens upon fish which they had shipped to
their own country,and f rom whom the taxes lad been exacted
by the country of which they were citizens. Now, I find
a vote before us here which proposes to pay one man and
not the other. 1 have asked the Minister ot Fisheries why
the distinction is made, and h3 cannot tell me. I tell hini
that 1f% has done it from political motives, and I say that he
has done it from the basest motives that could actuate an
hon. gentleman. He is paying the money of Canada to an
American citizen.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We are not paying it to an
American citizen.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) He says he is not paying it to
an American citizen, because, forsooth, ho goes into a court
and goes through the forn of naturalisation; and then the
hon, gentleman has the assurance, after last year telling us
that there was not a vestige of claim for this sum, because
this gentleman has taken out naturalisation papers since,
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to say that he is entitled to be paid and not the other, and,
to say that my course is inconsistent. I say that my course
bas been consistent from the first. I said, if you puy any
portion of these claims, you must put all these men on the
same footing, and that to single out Mr. A or Mr. B, becauso
he is a Liberal, and to single out Mr. C or Mr. D, bocause ho
has a different view, is an act of the grossest tyranny; and
I think the hon. gentleman, after sleeping over this matter,1
will be able to carry his charity a little furtber and will
deul with both these men on the same footing, will put Mr.
Myrick as well as Mr. Churchill on the same footing as a
year ago ho put Senator Howlan.

Mr. MULOOK. I should like to ask why was not the
money paid over to Mr. Churchill ?

Sir CIH ARLES TUPPER, B. cause it was not voted for
him.

Mr. MULOCK. Why was a Governor Genoral's warranit
.issued ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Because the money was not,
voted for that purpose. There were a number of other
claimants. There was no statement that the money should
go to Mr. Churchill. The lapsed balance was carried over
for the benefit of other persons and not for that of M r.
Churchill alone. The name of Mr. Churchill has been in-
serted bore in order to pay him the money which il was
not proposed originally to give him.

Mr. MULOCK. I did not understand the object of putting
Mr. Churchill's name in the Governor General's warrant.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was not in the Governor
General's warrant. It is inserted in this vote.

Mr. McMULLEN. Then, in sending Mr. Churchill a
choque, the Government certainly must bave done somiething
wrong.

Sir CHAIRLES TUPPER. That bas beon explained to
have been an accident, it was a mistake of the officer, and
was corrected as soon as the Government knew it.

To pay B. Chamberlin for extra work ...................... $300
Mr. O'BRIEN. I would like to ask a question in con-

nection with this vote. Mr. Chamberlin, who is well
known to most of us, occupies the position of deputy head
of a department, but his salary is on a very diffèrent scale.
lm there any reason why that distinction should be made,
that ho should be in an inferior position as regards salary,
when ho is in an equal position to deputy hends as regards
responsibility and in every other respect?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ho may be underpaid.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He is a chief clerk, and gets
$2,400.

Mr. O'BRIEN. He gets the salary of a chief clerk, and
performs the duties of a responsible deputy head.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Chamberlin s a
good offifcr, but I do not think his position is equal to that
of a deputy head, either technically or in point of fact.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Under the Act of last Session,
ho bas been made deputy bead.

Mr. MITCHELL. I agree with the Minister that it would
be a matter of economy, for they now have to keep row
boats. As there are two steam launches now, in connection
with the marine police at Quebec, I would suggest whether
it is necessary to provide another one. At Halifax it is
necessary. in Quebec, they are under the direction of the
marine police, and would be at the service of the Customs.
It appears to me that the expenditure at Quebec is not ne-
cessary. The number of vessels arriving there bas fallen
off very much.

Mr. FOSTER. Thore is only one in Quebec.

Mr. JONES. Does the Minister think $3,O00 is a large
enough sum to secure a proper steamer ?

Mr. BOWELL. I have been told that I was not taking
a sufficient suru. My intention was to purchase launches
that might visit the vessels as they arrive in the barbor,
for which purpose an inexpensive open launch would do.
Bot if the Government decide to have a steam launch
sufficiently large to run ont to sea, it might be made avail-
able for the purposes to which the hon. gentleman bas
referred. I did apply to the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
to eiscertain if he could not place that launch ut the disposal
of the Customs, in order to avoid the necessity of purchasing
another vessel, and was told 1 could not. There was a
yacht in connection with the Agricultriral Department
which was used in the cases of epidemic, in running to
Grosse Isle. It was purchased for that purpose during the
time of the cholera. I also applied to that Department to
see if I could have that transferred to me; and I was told
that in case of any contag'ous disease breaking out in
Europe, or in any country with which we have communi-
cation, it was necessary that they should have a boat for
health purposos to prevent the spread of disease.

Mr. LOV[TT. If the Government are going to buy
these boats I hope they will ask for tenders, because in the
town from which I come there is a man who does nothing
else but make these boats.

Excise............... ... , ....... .............. ................. $8674 88

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. To puy Joseph Baby,
arrears of salary as an exciseman, $230-H1ow does it

come about that you gr back to 1882 to confirm a small
salary ? Although a small surm, this appears to be as
objectionable a vote as you can well imagine, where we are
calied to pay a claitn which appears to have accrued five
years ago.

Mr. BOWELL. The Minister of Iuland Rjvenue ex.
plained to me in the earlier part of the evening that this
was not worded correctly, The gentleman entered the
service at a certain sum. After the probationary term had
expired he became erititled, under the excise law, to an
addition to his salary. Tiat has been running for two
years and a halfi now, and Parliametit is asired to vote the
amouit which ho would have obtained if the law had been
carried out.

Mr. MIThEELL. An explanation is needed with regard
to the vote of $200 to puy ). Quinn, exciseman, compensa-
tien.

Q! 11r &nruDT.UOrrun. )DilueULC5c J15uiv
C nstoms .................................................... $12,710 95 in MontreaL H was sent away by the Department t an

Mr. BOWELL. To provide for the purchase of two outside place to perform duties that did not regularly
steam launches at Ilalifax and Quebec, O6,000-The object belong to him. While absent, the flood occurred, and bis
is to enable the officers to visit with greater rapidity the property was destroyed.
different vessels as they arrive in the barbor. I think it Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Perbaps some explanation
will be an economical arrangement rather than an expensive will be given with respect to the vote of $8,000 for pre-
oue. lu all these ports we have to keep up a number ofeti er i rtf
boats, and steam launches of this kind will take their place ventive~service.
and can be used in running down the harbor to look after Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. It is for special preventive
mmugglers. service.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Is it for secret agents that the
Minister of Custom has used so effectively ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is to prevent illicit stills.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Have there been many dis.

covered ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER, Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Has the number increased

since the duty on liquor was raised ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I believe there is greater

difficulty; that as the duty increases the difficulty in.
creases,

Railways... ........... .............. .................. .... $335,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I asked from the

Minister of Railways or the Minister of Finance, a state-
ment of the expenses and receipts up to first of the present
month on the Intercolonial Railway. I have not seen that
statement.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I laid it on the Table, and a
similar statement in regard te canals.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you remember the
amount ?

Sir CHARLES TJPPER. About $147,000 excess of
deficiency. The deficiency has increased, I think, about
$147,000 this year over the same period of last year. I am
speaking f rom memory.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. You are not referring
to the Intercolonial Railway ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose the hon. gentleman can

tell us how many unnecessary hands-he can tell us, per-
haps, within a hundred or two hundred-were employed
before the election in Northumberland, shovelling snow ?
Perhaps the hon. gentleman was not bore at the time and
cannot tell us.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Thore was enow enough
without employing men unnecessarily to shovel it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Snowballs.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, there were enough " snowballs,"

and did me good service; but there was not enough power
in the Government, though what they had was used without
scruple, to keep me out of this House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So I understand the
deficit on the Intercolonial Railway will be about a quarter
of a million.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Statements have appeared in the pu blic

prints in relation to an offer alleged to have been received
by the Government for the purchase of the Intercolonial
RHailway. fias there been any bond fide offer made, and
have the Government any intention of selling the road? If
they do sell that road or entertain the idea of selling it,
they will do that which wiil not be satisfactory to the
people of the Maritime Provinces. I wish to give the
Govern ment a warning. hein we entered into the engage
ment in London embodied in the British North America
Act, the representatives of the Maritime Provinces, parti-
cularly the gentlemen representing the northern part of
New Brunswick, entered into that engagement as part of
the contract with respect to Confederation. It forms part
of the charter of this counti y, and any attempt to seli the
road te private parties would be a violation of the charter
and of the arrangement entered into by the various parties
Io that charter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no intention of
eelling the road.

bir CHARLEs TUPPER.

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not think there was, though
certain parties have claimed that the Government are
negotiating its sale.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am very glad the manage-
ment is se good that the hon, gentleman dreads any change.

Mr. MITCHELL. The management of the Intercolonial
Railway bas not been such as is satisfactory to the country.
I have no reason to be proud of its management in trying
to array*the electors of my county against me.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. Is there any intention
of leasing if not of selling the line ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No proposition of any kind
has been entertained.

Post Office Department ............... ,............. $3,418 92

Mr. WATSON. Is it the intention of the Government to
establish at an early day a tri-weekly mail on the Manitoba
South-Western Railway ? The trains run three times a
week and the people are at present greatly inconvenienced.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will make a note of it.
Mr. DALY. For the information of the hon. Minister

and the hon. gentleman, I may say that the matter has
already been called to the attention of the Postmaster Gen-
eral, who is about to take it into consideration. So there is
no necessity for the Minister of Finance to take a note of
the question.

Mr. MULOCK. I desire to call the attention of the Min-
ister to the case of H. G. Hopkirk. I understand that ho
was not in the service up to the time of his appointment to
the position; and the result is entirely unsatisfactory to
the service. This officer, I understand, did not reach his
place in the ordinary course of promotion, but was pitch-
f orked over the heads of many seniors, and that certainly is
not a proper way of proceeding.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Hopkirk had very
great experience. He was, I think, a first class clerk in the
Post Office Department, and was secretary to the Postmaster
General for years. He knows the work of the Department
thoroughly well, and is an exceedingly able man.

Mr. WATSON. While I am obliged to the hon. member
for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) for answering my question, I must
say that his answer is not satisfactory, and I would be
better satisfied if the Minister would take a note of the
matter, because I am aware that the matter bas been
brought to the attention of the Postmaster General.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am getting quite uneasy at
the persistent attempts of hon. gentlemen opposite to press
increased expenses on the Government.

Mr. WATSON. I think the service can be done cheaper
by carrying it over the railway than as it is now carried.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You are mistaken there.
Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman bas taken note of it ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman should
not encourage this extravagance by making a note of it.

Mr. BRIEN. I will ask if there is any intention of
changing the mail route between Kingsville and Oxley, and
making it run fiom Essex Centre to Oxley? Largely
signed petitions have been sent in asking for this change,
and though it was said in the election that promises had
been given that the change had been made, I was surprised
to receive a communication not long ago from a gentleman
in that section, who is, I am sorry to say, a strong supporter
of the Government, stating that the change had not been
made. I do not think the change would cost any more; the
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distance one way is about twenty miles and the other only
about eight, and it would be a great convenience to a
thickly populated section of the country that the change
should be made.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
will write a memorandum to the Postmaster General on the
sabject.

Mr. BRIEN. It is rather late for that.

Dominion Lands-Collection of Revenue......... $37,518 88

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How long has th's
claim of Mr. Joseph Whitehead and Messrs. Sifton, Ward
& Co. been due?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think it arises out of their
contracts on the Canadian Pacifie Railway. None of the
others had paid dues, and it was decided to pl"ce them in
the same position as the others in that respect.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is this a final settlement ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes. With regard to the next
item in this vote-a gratuity to Mr. Donald Codd, of one
month's salary for every year of service-I may state that
Mr. Codd was in very poor health for a period of at least
twolve months before December, 1881, when his last salary
choque was forwarded to him. The suggestion was made
to Mr. Codd, through Mr. Andrew Russell, then chief clerk
of the parliamentary branch of the Department, to apply
for superannuation; and ho appears to be under the impres-
sion that he did make an application, although such is not
the case. Bis salary choque ceased to beforwarded to him
after December, 1881, because of the impossibility of obtain-
ing replies from him to communications from the Depart.
ment in relation to his duties generally, but par-
ticularly in regard to his vouchers for an ad-
vance of about $500 on account of travelling in
his capacity as Inspector of Dominion Lands Agen-
cies. This neglect on Mr. Codd's part was probably
due to his mental as well as to his physical condition, and
not to any cause connected with his honesty or probity;
and although the period when the case should properly have
been dealt with is now long past, yet, in view of the faithful
and valuable services rendered to the public by Mr. Codd
while ho was mentally and physically capable, and of the
mental and physical condition in which ho was knpwn to
be in December, 1881, and for a considerable time subse-
quently, it would be reasonable and equitable to deal with
him under clause 9 of the Act 46 Victoria, chapter 8, known
as the Civil Service Superannuation Act, and grant him a
month's salary (at the rate he was receiving when he ceased
to be employed) for each year's service during which ho
paid superannuation abatement, which the record shows to
have been from the 1lth of May, 1872, to the 3lst Decem-
ber, 1881, or nine years, seven months and twenty days. It
is to cover this expenditure that this vote of $1,60731 is
asked for.

Mr. McMULLEN. I would compliment the hon. gentle-
man on the fact that ho bas just given the only satisfactory
information to this House that we have been able to get
from hon. gentlemen to-night.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask whether
there were not, in Mr. Cod d's time, several losses sustained
by the Department in connection with receipts for land, and
whether the Department ever recovered then.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I cannot say what the Depart-
ment recovered, but I think the only case of any money
which went astray, during Mr. Codd's time, and which was
not recovered, was this matter of 8500. Almost every
month cases arose which showed that he was physically
unfit for hie position for some time before hoe ceaed to be

employed, and I think we have really adopted the best way
of settling the matter.

Liquor License Act ........................... $26,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much has this
little amusement cost us altogether ? Does this close the
transaction ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will have to make a note of
that.

Mr. MULOCK. Does this pay ail fees?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend is going
to take a note of that.

Mr. MULOCK. Last year we voted 850,000, and I think
we were under the impression then that we had refunded
all the fees that were illegally collected. I think we also
discovered that some of the fees that had been collected
never reached the Treasury at all. We were refunding what
we did not get.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Oh, no. You cannot do that;
you cannot refund what you haven'% got.

Mr. MULOCK. What I mean is that it was intercepted
on the way. Does this cover ail the fees collected by the
Government?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope so.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I believe, as a matter of fact,

that a number of parties to whom licenses were issued sold
liquor under the license. And when the law was held to be
ultra >ires, although they had sold, the bon. gentleman
refunded their license. I do not think that should have
been paid after they actually sold.

Further amount required for Surveys, &c........$75,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This amount appa-
rently means that there was an under-estimate of nearly
one-half of the total expenditure.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There was an under-estimate,
but I think the louse will have no reason to complain of
that in the Estimates for next year. We have to pay out
large sums to the surveyors in the spring, and this year it
was so late that we had to get a Governor General's warrant
for this amount.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it necessary, when so little immi-
gration is coming into the country, that so large a sum
should be expended on surveys ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Yes; a good deal of this is to
be expended in British Columbia and in the Yukon Terri-
tory, and in places where settlers desire to go in. I do not
think any surveys are going on unnecessarily.

Territorial accounts............................... $400,869 52

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like to know
why this is introduced. Are we to bave consolidated fund,
capital account and territorial account henceforth and for-
ever ? ls the hon. gentleman going to open a new head of
expenditure in the books of his Department ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is a capital expenditure
just as much as the expenditure on Dominion lande.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHr. There are certain
obvious conveniences in charging i t to capital, but it is bad
book-keeping, J think.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not think that ought to be
done, because this is part of the ordinary expense of the
country, which must go on from year to year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is an extraordinary expendi-
ture, in connection with the rebellion.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Under the head of territorial account

I find in the Auditor General's report on page 95 the small
item of $618.13 for the keeper of the meteorological office in
the Parish of Chatham, in the county of North-
umberland. A few months ago, just about the time
of the eloctions, the keeper died, and his son, who
had been for a time doing the work, though not
appointed to the office, has been, I am told, removed from
the position and another person put in his place. I am sure
the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries would not delib.
erately do an unkind, ungenerous, and, practically, so far as
this party is concerned, an unjust act. The father of the yoiïng
man was a Tory of the Tories, and would have voted against
me had he lived, and his son is of the same way of think-
ing. Besides he is one of the chief supports of a widowed
mother and a large family. The young man is perfectly
well qualified to carry on the establishment; and to take it
away from him under the circumstances, savors a little of
cruelty. If the hon. Minister had known the circumstances
I do not think he would have done it. I would like to know
what he says about it.

Mr. FOSTER. The matter does not come up under these
estimates.

Mr. McMULLEN. With regard to seed grain, I would
like to enquire what security is taken for its return ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The security taken from the
settler is a lien upon their land for the return of grain.
They return bushel for bushel, and I am very glad to say,
from all the information we can get, that we are quite likely
this year or next year to get the grain returned.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). J would like to ask the hon.
gentleman whether the greater portion of the grain the
Government bought for distribution is not still in the hands
of the Government.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Oh, no; there is very little
indeed in the hands of the Government. Last year there
was some grain in excess of what was required for the
Prince Albert district, and that was sold back to the con-
tractors, we allowing them a little for it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
member how many bushels

Mr. WHITE (Cird well).
the exact number.

Does the hon. gentleman re-
they have on hand ?
Very few. I cannot remember

Mr. WATSON. What is the amount of wheat?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I will give the hon. gentleman
the information to-morrow.

Unprovided Items ................. $ 407,430 95

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to remind the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries of what I have above stated
about the Chatham meteorological establishment. Of course I
have no right to dictate to him, and do not attempt to do
so. 1 do not pretend, nor do I want to give him advice ;
but I would like to know if he made the change with the
full knowledge of the facts.

Mr. FOSTER. So far as I recollect the facts, the young
gentleman, who has been doing the work temporarily, has
never been appointed, and I think he is still in charge of the
meteorological survey at Chatham. We have the recom-
mendation of another gentleman, and are not bound, because
a person has been temporarily doing the work, to appoint
him permanently. I do not think the appointment has
been made yet.

Mr. MITCHELL. The Minister will understand I do not
pretend to dictate to him what he should do, but I wish merely
to call his attention to certain facts, which, I hope, will

Sir CanLs TupPrr.

weigh with him. I should hope that the Minister, before
making any appointment, would consider the ciroumstances
in which the young man is situated and the circumstances of
his family, because the late occupant was, perhaps, one of
the best officers in the county. He was an ultra Conserva-
tive, and his son, I believe, is of the same way of thinking.

Commttee rose and reported resolutions.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the hon. gentleman pro-

pose to go on with the Franchise Bill ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MILLS ýBothwell). Will be make any amendments ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not aware of any. I

move that when this House adjourns, it stands adjourned
until to-day at 1 o'clock.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD move the adjournment (f

the House.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 3:05 a.m.

(Wednesday).

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 22nd June, 1887.

The SPEAKER tOOk the Chair at One o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. BE RGIN moved the adoption of the fifth, sixth and
seventh reports of the Joint Committee on Printing of both
bouses of Parliament.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Doos that include the
recommendation about the papers procured by the two
Houses?

Mr. BERGIN. By the Department of Printing.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And not by the two

Houses?
Mr. J3EUGIN. Oh, no.

Sir [IHARD CARTWRIGI' P. Perhaps the report
had better be read, that we may know what it is.

Mr. BERGIN. The committee recommend that the
tenders received should be sont to the Secretary of State,
with the deposits.

Mr. CH APLEAU. The other day there was a clause in
the report recommending the suspension of the law, and
that the tationery of both Houses be supplied by each
Hlouse.

Mr. BERGIN. We struck that out.
Motion agreed to.

iNORTI-WEST CENTRAL RAILWAY.

Mr. MAc DOWALL asked, What is the objective point
of the North-West Central Railway ? What milcage is to
be built this year, if any? When the railway is to be com-
pleted ? What grounds, if any, the Government have that
this railway will be completed? How much of the Manitoba
North-Western Railway is to be constructed this year ? At
what date any of the numerous railways projected to Prince
Albert and Battleford are to be completed, and if not com.
pleted within a certain time, are their charters to lapse ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The objective point is the
Rocky Mountains, vid Battieford. Fifty miles are to be
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built this year. The railway is to ho completed 1st January,
1891. The companies are bound to go on, and profess to
have the means to enable them to go on. Fifty miles of the
Manitoba North-Western is to be constructed this year.
The Manitoba North-Western is to be continued under
Order in Council of 6th May, 1885, at the rate of fifty miles
per year.

INDEMNITY TO LT.-COL. ARTHUR EVANTUREL.

Mr. VANASSE asked, Whether a sum of money has been
p aid to Lieut..Col. Arthur Evanturel, of the 9th Battalion,
by way of indemnity for wounds or infirmity caused or con-
tracted during the North-West campa gnu? If so, what is
the said sumi, aud what is the nature of such infirmity ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Mr. Speaker, I am obliged to
request the hon. membor to consider his question as a
notice of motion. On referring to the record, I find that
it is impossible to answer this question without bringing
down the returns which form part ofthe record. My hon.
friend can make his motion now.

Mr. VANASSE. With the consent of the House, I move
for :

Copies of correspondence with Lient.-Col. Evanturel, of the 9th Bat-
talion Rifles (Voltigeurs de Qtiébec), in relation to a claim for an
indemnity in consideration of wounds or infirmity caused or contracted
during the North-West campaign; also, copies ot all despatches, letters
and medical certificates in relation thereto.

Mr. AMYOT. Would the hon. gentlcrman say what are
his reasons ?

Mr. SPEAKER. This motion cannot be put except
with the unanimous consent of the flouse.

Mr. AMYOT. I do not object to the motion, but I would
like to know the object sought by this motion. If it is to
procure personal information, I think I can give all the hon.
gentleman may require. If it is for some other public rea
sons I would like to know them. Surely ho must have a
motive.

Mr. VANASSE. I make this motion in the public inter-
est, in order to ascertain what injuries ho has received and
amount he has obtained.

Mr. AMYOT. I move in amend ment that the papers
concerning all the allowances given to members of the
North-West Force be furnished.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It would take years te
prepare sucbh a return.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The motion is as much
in order as the other.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No doubt of that.

Mr. AMYOT. Then I object to the hon. gentleman's
motion.

INDIANS UNDER THE ROBINSON TREATY.

Mr. DAWSON asked, What is the amount of arrears and
interest claimed by the Dôpartment of Indian Affairs as
being due to the Indians under the Robinson Treaties ?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Arrears, 1851 to 1867,
8140,800 ; 1867 to 1882, $212,293.60-total, 353,093.60.
Interest, 181 to 1882, 881,920 ; interest on 8353,093.60
trom 1882 to 1887, at 4 per cent., $70,618.60 ; total, $152,-
538.60, Total, 85u5,632.20. From the year 1882 the Gov-
ernment has advanced the requisite amount, as voted by
Parliament each Session, to pay the full annuity of 84
per capita annually.

ARMS IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. HIESSON asked, Whether the Government have seen
an editorial in the Battleford Herald of the 7th instant,
complaining that an order had been issued commanding the
volunteers of Battleford to send in their arms for transmis-
sion to Winnipeg, to be stored there ? If there is any truth
in said statement, is it the intention of the Government to
enforce said order ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. An order was at first given to
collect these arms, to have them inspected and repaired,
and put in order at Winnipeg. Subsequently, instructions
were sent, by order of the Minister, to have them cared for
by the monnted police. These arms are now being collected
by the mounted police, and will be returned by them. In
addition to the above, 200 stand of arms have been sent to
Regina, 100 to Battleford and 200 to Prince Albert, in
charge of the mounted police. We have in Battleford
274,000 rounds of ammunition, of which 150,000 rounds are
to be sent to Prince Albert for safe keeping, in charge of
the mounted police; 5,000 have also been sent to Regina.

PROMOTION IN THE CIVIL SERVICE.

Mr. O'BRIEN, in the absence of Mr. MCNmELL, asked,
;Whether a candidate for promotion in the Civil Service,
having passed such an examination as would entitle him to
rank as a first class clerk, and there being vacancies only
in the second class, would ho be entitled to fill a position
which might therealter become vacant in the tirst class,
without passing a subsequent examination ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When a course of questions is given
which would cover the qualifications for first class clerk,
and the answers given such as would give the applicant the
number of marks required for first class, there woukd be
no other examinations.

Mr. O'BRIEN. The answer does not seem to meet the
point of the question.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I say yes to tho question.

THE SHEPPARD CASE

Mr. RINFR ET, in the absence of Mr. LANoELIEa (Montmo-
rency), asked, Whether the Government have received a
copy of the presentment of the Grand Jury for the district
of Montreal, complaining of the conduct of the Magistrates
of the city of Toronto in the case of Sheppard, charged with
libel ?

Mr. THOMPSON. That document was received on
Monday last.

FISIING LICENSES.

Mr. BRIEN asked, Have licenses for pound-net fishing
in Lake Brie, county of Essex, been rofused to any person
or persons making application for the same ? If so, to whom
and for what reasons ?

Mr. FOSTER. One pound-net license each to William
Haskin and George Haskin were not renewed for the season
of 1887-the reason being that they had sold out all their
fishing plant and apparatus. Their net was found the pre-
vious season with a large quantity of fish in it, in various
stages of decomposition-not having been attended to for
several days, and it appears that they had not the necessary
facilities for carrying on their fishing operations.

INDIAN LAND AT CAUGHINAWAGA.

Mr. DOYON asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to see that the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
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pany pay a reasonable indemnity to the parties entitled
thereto, for land taken by the eompany for the construe-
tion of thoir lino of railway on the Indian Reserve at
Çaughnawaga?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Gavernment will
take care that the rights of the Indians to their land will
be protected, and in case of any land being taken from their
reserves for railway purposes, they will see that full com-
pensation is got for it.

WILLIAM DALTON.

Mr. MITCHELL asked, Why have William Dalton's ser-
vices been dispensed with on lightship on Miramichi after he
had resumed his duties for the season, and was it by direc-
tion of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries ? Had ho in
any way failed in his duties ?

Mr. FOSTER. William Dalton is not this year in the
service of the Department on the lightship on the Mira-
michi, and consequently it cannot be said that his services
have been dispensed with. In former years his services have
been satisfactory.

Mr. MITCHELL. Ttie hon. gentleman bas been misin-
formed. Mr. Daltou was employed by the Department, as
is shown by the following letter from the agent of the
Marine and Fisheries Department at St. John, N.B., as
follows :-

"lFIRaNERIES OFFICE, ST. JOHN, N.B., 3rd May, 1887.
"Mr. WM. DALTON, Newcastle.

"SIR,-I have the Minister's order to instruct you when the lightship is
placed in ber berth for the season, to resume on board of her your
usual duties as special fishery officer among the islands at the mouth of
the river. Your pay will be the same as formerly-$30 per month from
time of commencement to lst October.

"You will be guided by former instructions as to your duties, and at the
close of the season send me a report of your aetion.

'I have the honor, &c, &c.,
(Signed) 'W. H. VENSTNG,

inspector."

So the hon. gentleman will see that ho was wrong, and
that this man was placed on duty by the order of his
Department. On the 13th May, ten days after the previous
letter, Dalton received the following communication: -

"IFisnasias OFFICE, ST. JOHN, 13th May, 1887.
"Mr. WM. DALTON, Newcastle.

''Sra,-Reverting to my letter of3rd inst., directing you to resume your
old duties on board the lightship at the mouth of the river, I am now
ordered by the Hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to inform you
that your services will not be required this season.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
'Your obedient servant,

(Signed) "W. H. VENNING,
'' Inspector."

So the hon. gentleman will see that ho bas not been informed
on the point, some way or other.

Mr. FOSTER. The information is correct. Before the
lightship had gone to her station ho had received the seeond
order.

Mr. MIrCHELL. He did receive the authority?

Mr. FOSTER. Before ho had gone to his duties on the
lightship ho had received the second order. lHe was not a
permanent employé of the Fisheries Department, and his
was simply a case of employing a man year after year at
so much a month. He was employed in previous years in
that way, and paid. This year his services were not taken
by the Department.

Mr. MITC RE LL. I have shown that his services were
taken, and the man was put on.
e Mr. DoYoN.

DISMISSAL OF ARSÈNE L'EVECQUE.

Mr. GUAY asked, For whatreason was Arsène L'Evecque,
station master at St. Henri, on the Intercolonial Railway,
dismissed? fias an enquiry been held into the charges
made against him, and what bas been the result of the said
enquiry?

Mr. POPE. An enquiry was made, and the result was that
the gentleman in question was found guilty of neglect of
duty.

CUSTONS ACT AMENDMENT

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved the third reading of Bill
(No. 107) to amend Chap. 33 of the Revised Statutes of
Canada, respecting duties of Customs.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the Bill is read
the third time, i desire, although I am afraid it is in vain,
to call the attention of the House to a few points in connec-
tion with the proposed Act. I need not delay the House
by enlarging on the enormous quantity and number of the
changes which have been made. They amount to very
nearly 200 changes made in our tariff. They cover an
enormous number of the articles which are most commonly
in use, and they will.result, it is perfectly clear, in adding
immensely to the cost to the consumer (although probably
not to the amount which will ho received by way of revenue)
on something lîke twenty or twenty-five millions of dollars
of our dutiable imports now. In point of fact, Sir, when
you come to deduct those articles which can hardly by any
possibility be taxed, I think you will find the taxes on nearly
one.half of our dutiable imports, all very heavily taxed
already, have been largely increased under this statute.
Now, it is not possible, and the Finance Minister was candid
enough to admit that it was not possible, for us t-> ascertain
what amount of revenue will be added by this measure.
The hon. gentleman intimated that but a small amount, he
thought, would'be added. Now, it is possible in the long
run, after these changes have worked out their probable
results, that the hon. gentleman may be right, but I am
inclined to think that, in the first instance, it will be found
that a considerable amount of additional revenue-a good
deal more than the bon. gentleman gave us to understand-
will be obtained therefrom. However, it is not so much
with the immediate results as with the ultimate results that
the HIouse bas to deal. There is no doubt whatever that
through these additions to the duties of Customs it will be
found that a very large additional sum will be
imposed on the consumers throughout this country,
that articles of common everyday use are being
taxed to a very much greater extent than they
were heretofore, and there is no doubt whatever
that this will result in imposing burdens on the people out
of all proportion to the amount of revenue which will ulti-
mately go into our coffers. It is a matter of great difficulty
to estimate to-day what the ulti mate results will be; and ap-
parently, as far as we can judge in following out the discus-
sions and in examining the estimates submitted by the hon.
Finance Minister, the total increase to the revenue which
ho ultimately expects to receive can hardly exceed the sum
of $500,000. I think ho intimated that it would be about
enough to balance the loss of duty on anthracite coal. On
the other hand, there is too much reason-to believe that the
results to the consumers of this country will be to impose on
them an additional burden of four or five millions of dollars
at least, so that probably about ton times as much will bo
taken out of the pockets of the consuming population for the
purpose of equalising the loss of duty incurred by the remis-
sion or loss of duty on anthracite coal. Now, that is an
extremely serious matter. As Ihave shown the flouse over
and over again, the results of our present policy are to lay

1200



COMMONS DEBATES.

enormous burthens on the consuming classes of this country,
and more than all does it appear probable that those duties
will fall, with ever increasing severity, upon the great farm-
ing and agricultural class throughout Canada. I do not
think, at the present moment, it could be possible to devise
a duty which would fall more severely on the agricultural
classes tban these enormous additional duties on iron. Here
we find that at a time whon it is well known by every hon.
gentleman the consumption of iron by our farmers is daily
and hourly increasing; whon, owing to the diminution in the
ordinary wood supply on which they formerly relied, a
mach larger quantity of iron is being used on the farm ;
when the use of expensive machinery largely composed of
iron, and iron of those very classes which it is proposed now
te most heavily tax, is continually increasing on the farm;
when it is probable, according te statements made to me by
many important agricultural implement manufacturera, that
every farmer, throughout Ontario at any rate, requires to
use on his farm $500 or $600 worth Of implements in which
iron forms the chief cost, ut a time, too, as I have already
pointed out, when the price of all agricultural products is
lower than it has ever been known to be in our recollection
-that is the time which the hon. gentleman chooses for im-
posing duties varying from 40 to 50, 60, and sometimes 70
per cent. on the iron articles which are most used by the
farmers of this country. There is, I think, net a single article
much used by farmers, which will not be found to be
increased in price by these duties. From bis fonce down to
the very shoes on bis horses feet, in the case of all
the implements which ho requires to use, and which
he is requiring to use more and more every day, we find
an enormous addition made to bis taxation. The same
is truc, though not, of coure, to ariything like as great
an extent, in respect to our other great produiÀrg industry,
the lumber industry. There, too, the hon. gentleman
contrives to add more or less to the cost of production ; but
it is after all in its incidence, on the farming population of
this country that this frosh taxation will most heavily fall.
Besides imposing large ad valorem duties, the hon. gentle-
man bas imposed exceedingly high specific duties on iron;
and those duties in this case are more unfair than usual. In
the first place it is quite clear, in regard to n.any articles of
common use, that these duties will become alrost absolutely
p robibitivo. In some cases, I find, the hon. gentleman bas
eon imlposing duties which, on tho commoner grades of

goods, ara likely to amount to 75 cr 80 per cent.; and from
the vcry nocessities of the case these duties are like'y
to bo very dcceptive in their operation. It is not possi-
ble to impose theu in such a way that they will
bear equally on all classes. The dearer the article
the lighter the specifie duty, and the choaper
and more common the article theo heavier the specifie duty.
Over and above all that, there is another important con-
sideration. We know that the iron industry, like other
industries of that kind, jis in a state of constant transition.
We have seen the most extraordinary changes from time to
time in the cost of producing iron that is largely consumed
for all sorts of purposes, and especially for railroad pur-
poses; and I have noticed that when a specifie duty is once
imposed, it is a matter of extreme difficulty, no matter how
grtatly the process may bo improved, to induce the Gov-
ernment to abate that duty. If anything like a similar
reduction in the cost of making iron should occur in the
next few years to that which has occurred in the past few
ye ars, it is clear that these specific duties will form a strong
barrier to improvement in the manufacture. A manufac-
turer, safely protected by a heavy specific duty, is very
little likely to trouble himsolf in making experi-
mente, and very little likely, until compelled, to
adopt improvements which are likely to reduce
the cst of the article in which ho deals. For all these
reasona, I think it in extremely unfortunate at this particular
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time that the hon. gentleman should propose to add so
seriously to the burthens of the people of this country. At
the same timo [ se no reasonablo prospect of our farmers
roceiving anything like considerably botter prices for the
articles in which they deal, than they recoive at prosent.
Were it otherwise, this might be passed over with the loss
remonstrance, but as it is perfectly evident that thoy are
going to ho exposed to probably fiercer compotition
in the future than in the past, and as it is
likely that the profits on the production of our
most important cereals have gone down to such a point that
thoro is only a comparatively small portion of our most fer-
tile Provinces where the grains in which the farmers
chiefly deal can be raised at a fair profit, I say it is impos.
sible to conceive anything more insane than to choose
that particular time for putting on a tax which
must bear very heavily, indeed, on the great farming class
of this country. It is not possible to ascortain exactly how
much iron is consumed by each farmer in the Dominion, or
ut least in the older Provinces, but it is clear that the
quantity is not only very large, but is necessarily constantly
increasing from time to time, and it is quite clear that the
result of theso duties, and these iron duties in particular,
will be to inflict a very heavy tax indeed upon that par.
ticular class. Sir, I wish that the hon. gentleman, even at
this late date, could ho induced to revise,.at any rate, that
portion of his proposals relating to the incroased duties on
iron. I am quite certain that within a few years that
burthen will be even more seriously felt than it is at present;
and I can conceive of no justification whatever, in the
present state of this country, for inflicting such an enor.
mous burthen on the people as these resolutions propose to
iiflict.

Mr. HES3ON. Before the Bill is read the third time, I
desiro to make some remarks, which I was about to make
yesterday, but which were held over for the bonofit of the
hon. gentleman who bas just taken his seat, on a matter
affecting a very important interest in ibis country. Irefer
to the question of the Governmont's policy, or their
departure from the policy which I had hoped would be
carried out, in regard to an export duty on elm logs. It
will be remembored that last year the question of an export
dnty on pine and spruce logs was brought before this
HIouse, and the Government adopted the policy of imposing
that duty. Now, I have takon the trouble to look into tho
Trade and Navigation Returns to soe how that duty
affected theo export of thoso articles. I find that, in 1885,
pine logs were exported to the quantity of 380,000 fet,
valued at 6,300, un average of$86 per 1,000 feet in the log.
After the export duty was imposed in 1886, it is a most
remarkable fact that not only did the quantity of logs
exported very largely increase, but tbe price obtained per
1,000 feet also largely increased. There stands out a still
more prominent and important fact, that the Government
received a very large amount in the way of duties from
these exports. In 1886, 2,869,000 feet of pine loge wero
exported, at a value of $24,453, an average value of $8.50 per
1,000 feet in the log, and this in face of the fact that the
Government had imposed a duty of $1 per 1,000 feet on
those logs. Now, lot us come to another item, more import-
ant still, that of spruce logs, on which an export duty was also
placed last year, and see how the duty affected the export
of that article. If hon. gentlemen who oppose an export
duty on this raw product, look at the transactions as re.
vealed by the Trade and Navigation Returns, they must be
convinced that the imposition of an export duty on both
pine and spruce has not interfored with the quantity ex-
ported or with the price, except to work a benefit in both
cases. This duty is required, not so much to realise revenue
as to protect our native capital, the raw product of the
oountry, which, manufactured here, would give employ.
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ment to our own people and produce immense wealth.
There is not a man here so devoid of intelli-
gence who cannot see that if you take a single
log, export it and have it manufacturod into all that
the fine arts and civilisation require, thore is, in the
manufacture of that single log in a foreign country, an
immense amount of value, both in the employment of labor
and the creation of wealth, lost to our people. It is most
extraordinary the Government cannot carry out the policy
a little further than they have. Let thom protect the eln
log, and the oak log, and the ash log, and the basswood, and
all that is required by trade and commerce, as a part and
parcel of the best wealth of the country. We are graduaily
wiping out our great forests, which are the best portion of
the estate God bas given this country. They are being rapidly
wiped out and carried away, without our getting but a very
small portion of the bonofits we ought to receive from them.
The Americans come bere; they have taken possession of our
forests; they have bought, at the Governmont prices, our
timber limits, and are exporting our wood, our lumber by mil.
lions of feet in the rough state. Let this go on for a time,
and I will ask the people where they are going to land by-
and-bye ? It is the greatest mistake the Government can
make. I wish to impress this upon the Administration,
because they require to be convinced that this question is
of vital importance to the people. We had far botter pre-
serve that raw product in our country for the wants of our
own people, and if the Americans want it, lot them pay the
price and the export duty as well. Let me show the effects
of this policy on spruce, a large quantity of which was
exported in 1385 and 1886. I find, in the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns, 11,165,000 fret of lumbcr was exported in
spruce logP, realising $49,474. We put an export duty of
$1 a thousand feet on that, and wbat do vou think it realizod
during the past year, according to the Trade and Navigation
]Roturns ? It realised $4.44 per 1,000 foot. In 1S6, with a
tariff of $1 per 1,000 foot, wo find that the output largoly
increased; we find it roached 17,566,000 foot, realising
$82,016. Let me show the result. This produced $4.68
per 1,000 feet as against $.44 without the export duty,
and has brought into the Treasury no less a sum than
817,566. If I were to add shingle bolts, from which we
are to receive a duty of $1 por cord, we would have $20,000
export duty on these articles, which, by the action of the
Government, not only produced a revenue, but, to some
extent, protected the country, and lias given us bosides a
botter price for the logs exported. This is a very important
consideration. It is worthy the attention of the Government.
I feel that, when a petition has been presented, signed by
2,000 people, asking that an export duty be put upon elm,
ash logs, and other timber in the raw state-elm $2, ash $3,
stave bolts, &c.,$1 percord; basswood, &c., $1.50 per cord-
when a petition signed by 2,000 settlers in the county of
Kent, adjacent to the American country, where those milIs
and factories are erected which require that raw product,
and where, by the present inter-state law, they are not able
to get it through thoir own country as they did before,
the Government should not hesitate to take action. The
Americans are compelled to come here. They have fleeced
our lands and bought our timber, and we should get
something out of them as a drawback. It is time the
Government came to the rescue and said to the A mericans:
You must put your mills in this country; you must make
your stave bolts, &o., here; and thon if you export thom,
our people will be on an equal footing with you. What are
the facts ? We have thirty.five firms who are petitioning
for this duty, representing a capital of O814,000, employing
1,309 people, and with an annual output of 81,109,000. These
men, living chiefly in the western part of Ontario, asked
the Government to impose a duty, and they give as their
reaseons that the duty would not only be in their interests as j
manufacturers, but would be in the interests of the farmers

Mr. HIsson,

as well. The mills in the county of Kent, for instance, are
paying $6 per 1,000 feet for elm logs, while in the adjoin.
ing county of Essex, where there are scarcely any mills,
and which bas been exporting its logs until scarcely any
more timber is left, only $3.5i is paid for the logs, and the
farmer has to wait for the Americans to buy them. I am
speaking here in the interests even of the men who do not
seom to understand what would be the consequence if the
American mills were put in their own neighborhood and
gave employment to their own capital and industry.
I feel deeply the importance of this question. I took an
intorest in it when the question of pine and spruce was
brought up last yoar; I was one of the gentlemen who
waited on the Government in that connection. I have
shown by the Trade and Navigation Beturns that we would
bo $20,00 better off by the imposition of the duty than we
are. My hon. friend, Mr. Perley, who is in the trade, will
tell you that, after al>, the duty bas not decreased the price
of lum ber. I bolieve that will be verified. So hon. gentle-
men will not be permitted to infer that the advance bas
been in lumber gonerally or logs particularly. I say it
arises from this fact: The Americans have cut their timber.
They wore found here at that time with 50,003,600 foot of
timber eut in the country, and they were unable to export it
unless they paid that duty on the output. I was in favor of
a duty of $4 a thousand thon, and I believe the cuntry
would bave been so much the richer. If those logs had not
been exported, we would have bad them to manufacture for
the use of our own people and would have beon able to ex-
port the manufactured article, which would be very much
botter. I will read a telegram which was sent to my hon.
friend from Hamilton (Mr. Brown), from Wallaccburg,
which is in the centre of that part of the country which is
most affected by this:

"In 1879 only one mill on Sydenham using about one million annually.
Price paid for logs by Americans, $2.50. There are now ton local mils
using about 30,000,000 feet annually; price advanced to $6 thon-
sand; ready sale for fÀrmere produce and employment for their baye at
home. la katterson'e locality, where no local mille, the fariner re-
eeives $3.50 per thousand from American millmen. American mills
would be obliged to move to Canarla or stop manufacture. Inter-State
commerce Bill would prevent them going back into Michigan. The
timber is the capital of the country ; why allow American mills
to reap the benefit? Compare our petition of over 2,000 names,
principally fariers, with opposition petition of about 700 names,
mostly from town of Windsor, in Patterson's locality. A great
many bolta are made which gives more work for men, preventf-
ing the wholesale exportation of logs. Will increase manufacture of
boits, giving employment to men and boats. When we tried for export
duty, five years ago, the farmers in this locality were opposed to it.
Now all are anxious for it. The same thing would be repeated in Pat-
terson's neighborhood if exp )rtation were prevented, Within five yearu
there has been thousands of acres denuded of its valuable timber by
American milîmen, far in advance of settlement."

Now, this is a very serious matter. If the Americans are
taking away our timber and leaving the stumps and the
undergrowth there, we know the difficulties which arise
after the most valuable product of the country has gone.
We know how valuable the timber bas grown to be in
Canada, and especially on the frontier, with the facilities
which they have there, in the neighborhood of Essex and
Kent and the counties adjoining the border, where they
have the water to carry the timber away to the Amorican
mills. Here is another telegram, dated Wallaceburg, which
reached us here to-day from an excellent business man
representing $85,000 of capital and employing 60 or 70
mon:

" Have just been credibly informed that three American manufacturera
intended moving their plant to Canada had export duty been allowed
te~remain. The Goverament are making a great mistake

I ask the House to forgive me for occupying their attention
so long, but this is a question of great importance. I have
a petition here representing, as I have said, nearly a
million of dollars of oapital in which it is pointed ont that
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while 86 a thousand is being, paid in one county, in the
adj ining county 83.50 is being paid. I say that the most
vainable prcduct of the country is going ont of it, that is,
the timber in an unmanufactured state, and that is a loss
which we can prevent ourselves. I ask the Governmont to
considor this matter. Ihave no hope that they will do so
this Session, but I do hope that, before we next meet here,
the Government will have so investigated the matter for
themselve3 and will have taken the trouble to enquire into
the best interests of our people as to the protection of our
forests, which are the best part of al our capital and which
are so rapidly disappearing from the face of the country.
After having had the experience of the exp3rt duty for the
past year, they will feel encouraged to give protection to
that product which cannot bo replaced whon once it has
disappeared.

Mr. ROOLE. As I was one of those who waited upon
the Premier, I desire to say a word or two in relation to this
matter. I differ from my hon. friend from Perth (Mr.
lesson). It seems that the members who live at a distance

from the elm timber are thosewho are agitating this matter,
but the hon. members for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and Lambton
(Mr. Lister), who are most interested in this matter, have
not said a word in connection with it. I agreed at first with
the hon. member for Ilamilton (Hr. Brown) and other
members, that the export duty should bo put on, but I was
wrongly informed in relation to that matter. Those gentle.
men who came here from Wallacoburg and Dresden repre-
sente]l that they bad 81,000,000 invested, that they wore
enploying 1 30,J or 1,400 men, anid were makirg an output
of a million a year. I was informed by them that the duty
on the American side on manufactured lumber had been
increased to 25 or 30 per cent. On enquiry, I have found that
that is not true. It was 10 per cent. before, and it is 10 per
cent. now. Again, I find that they advocated the putting of
a duty on staves. They are manufacturing that as well as
lumber, and they wanted a duty on the export of staves and
balts, as well as upon our lumber which is sent out of the
country. These gentlemen say that, because thora are so many
mon employed in preparing lumber for export, there should
be no export duty put upon this article. I approve of the
action of the Minister in removing this duty, and especially
at the present time, when there are many of our farmers
who have contracted Iargely to supply timber to the Ameri.
can market. During the winter months, they got thoir
timber out at a large expense. They had two or three, or
perhaps five million feet of this elm timber ready for ship-
ment when this export duty was put on. Many of them
had thoir arrangements made for hauling this timber to the
other side, and then the duty of a dollar a thousand feet
was put on. Many of these young mon who had devoted
their winter to this work would be ruined by this export
duty. In justice to the farming class of the community, I
do not think it was right to ilmpose that anty in that way.
If the Government had put on an export duty which was to
come in force next year or next winter, it would not have
been se bad. I have not seen one farmer come heore during
this Session to advocate a duty on elm logs, and the farmers
are the men who are most interested. Everyone who is
interested in elm timber knows that, whon the land is
drained, the elm timber dies. In the western part of Onta-
rio now there is a large amount of drainage going on,
and, when the water is removed, the elmi timber dies.
Tho Minister has stated that during recess ho was going to
consider the matter, and endeavor to find a remedy for the
state of affairs that exist, eand I think a botter plan could
not b3 adopted. I have the honor to ropresent a county in
which thore are a number of mills manufacturing staves
and bolts. These mills have been supplied with logs dur-
ing the presont year, and I think no harm can come from
the proposition of the Minister being adopted. During the
time between the present and the neext Session of Parliament,

the Government can consult the farmers and the owners of
timber and sec what it is best to do. I am a believer in the
National Policy, but I do not believe in an export duty which
will do more harn than benefit to those who are most deeply
intcrested.

Mr. PERLEY (Ottawa). I bave been very much inter-
ested in the debate on this question. I was asked to join a
doputation to wait on the hon. Premier upon the subject,
and I have taken an interest in supporting the measure
which the reprosentative mon in that industry have brought
beforo this House. I have gono into a calculation in refer-
once to the production of this lumber, and the sawing of
these logs in the section of country where they grow, and
I find that there is a sacrifice on the benefits that should
arise from the manufacture thereof in this country of at
least $4.25 a thousand, under the system of free entry to the
United States. I make that up in this way: I consider that
the sawing of these logs in this country is worth $3 a thon-
sand-that the labor costs that much, merely to saw these
logs ready for market; I reckon Lhe slabs and refuse to be
worth, at least, 25 cents a thousand for fuel or other pur-
poses, and I contend that $1 will not over represent the
profit that may fairly be taken into account in sawing those
logs. Thau calculation on the arount of lumber, which my
hon. friend has given to this louse as being produced
annually in one particular section, in this particular branch
of lumber, 52,000,000 foot, makes a total loss to the labor
and general interests of this country of $212,500. Now, I
contend that the policy of protection shonld cover the manu-
facture of the productasof trocs in all sections of the country,
as much as it covers any othor trade that we have to foster
and encourage; and if we allow logs to be exported free, we
rob the farmers and owners of timber of thoir right to male
a profit on these trocs. My hon. friend from Essex (Mir.
Patterson) has given to this House an illustration which, it
seems to me, is foreign to the argument; he appears to have
given the results of the manufacture of these logs in his
section of the country in the interests of the exporters. If
these logs are worth 86 a thousand for pine, as has been
shown, and we get 63.50 a thousand on exporting them to
the United States, there is a clear difference in favor of their
manufacture in the locality referred to of $2.50, beasides all
the advantages which I have stated would accrue on the
sawing in this country. Hard wood timber, as is well known,
grows in many localities that have not hitherto been acces-
sible. We see this on the line of the Canada Atlantic Rail-
way, which runs through a section of country where hard
woods prevail and where much of the pine had been taken
off. On the line of that railway, in the short distance
between lere and Alexandria, there have been 12 or 15
mnills constructed for the purpose of converting tbe liard
woad trees into money for the use of the settlers. Last
year Parliament was opposed to the imposition of an export
duty. i cannot, for the life of me, understand on what
ground that opposition was based. I contend that those who
have been cutting their trees and disposing of them at from
$2.50 to $3 por thousand had no saving of money for the
trocs; they merely got paid for the labor expended in get-
ting thom to market, but they sacrificed the profit that should
be gained by cutting up the trees in the neighborhood
where they grow. 1 do not know the section of country
with which the lon. member for Hamilton and the hon.
member who is before me (Mr. Hesson) are familiar, and
whether they possess reasonable means of transportation by
rail for the products of those logs. I have no doubt, how-
ever, with the enormous increase in railway facilities, that
the country will be supplied in all its principal localities with
means for the transportation of whatever products that sec-
tion of the country may have to dispose of. On thataccount,
no doubt, that section of country where these olm trees
grow will, in a very short time, if not already, be sup'plied
with the means of transportation which wiIl enable tbom
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to convert those trees into the manufactured article, and
ship the product by rail to any market they please. In view
of this fact it seems to me most important that this industry
should be protected by an export duty. I had, therefore,
much pleasure in supporting the deputations which came
here for the purpose of asking an imposition of that daty.
I advocated the imposition of duty on pine logs last year of
82, with powor to the Government to raise it to $3. I claim
that the effect of that imposition of $2 on pine logs, which
was imposed last Session, bas been decidedly in the interost
of the country and in the interest of the log producers, as
bas been shown by my hon. friend from North Porth (Mr.
Hesson). That hon. gentleman says the duty was $1. My
impression was that it was $2, with power given to the
Government to raise it to 83. The effect of that duty, I
submit, was to stop the shipment of pine logs from Canada
to the United States, and to encourage the cutting of those
logs within our own borders. That bas been the result of
the duty on pine logs, and I have no doubt but that the im-
position of a similar duty, even a duty.of $1 per thousand on
elm logs, would have a similar effect; we would produce
the manufactured article, and the duty would tend to dis-
countenance the convoyance of logs across the lino to mann.
facturers in the United States. The adoption of a similar
policy in regard to elm logs would bo an indication to
people on the other side of the border, those who have ben
taking logs across, that they cannot continue to deplete that
section of the country by continuing that kind of business. I
must say that I felt much regret when I learned that thi, duty
had been struck off by the hon. Finance Minister. I felt, how-
ever, after listening to the remarks of that hon. gentleman,
that the Government had given consideration to the subject,
and that when the matter came up another year it would
result in the imposition of an export duty. I admit there is
some force in the argument of the hon.member for Middlesex
(Mr. Roome), that those people who have gone in during
the winter and taken out elm logs might consider it unjust
that the Government should take advantage of their opera-
tions last winter to impose a duty on the logs which they
had taken ont to convey to their mills in the States. But
the stops taken and the expression given by the Govern.
mont will, I hope, give those people to understand that the
matter has roceived the consideration of the Government,
and that they will deal with it, and that sufficient evidence
will be given to satisfy the Government as to the desirabil-
ity of imposing an export daty. There are many sections
of the country that produce growths of hardwood, such, for
example, as the section which the hon. member for Corn.
wall (Mr. Bergin) is going to open up by railway commu-
nication, and many other localities. 1, therefore, consider
it important that the Government should give attention to
this subject, and no doubt they will impose a proper duty
upon this article, and that thereby labor may ba protected
and our people enabled to deal with this trade in the best
manner possible, and direct their efforts to the conversion
of timber into money.

Mr. EDWARDS. From the beginning of the Session up
to the present time I have not taken up the time of the
House for a single moment, and I would not, on this occa-
sion, occupy it for any length of time, even if I was capable
of doing so, but for the reason that I wish to record my
strong approval of the course of the Government in with-i
drawing the duty proposed on the export of elm logs. My
hon. friend from Ottawa (Mr. Perley), who has just taken
his seat, is a protectionist. He believes in imposing a pro-
tective duty as against the agriculturists of this country on1
all that they import, but he aiso wishes to impose an exporti
duty on their product, I bold that elm trees, growing on
our farmer's lands, are as much his property and bis pro-
ducts as are his wheat, barley, pesa, and everything he pro.
duces, and it would be a very great injury to impose ani

Mr. PaLY (Ottawa).

export duty on his products. To carry this principle fully into
effect, it would be j2st as reasonable to say that the wheat and
barley of this country must be manufactured in thiscountry;
that we shall not export it as it is grown, but must manu-
facture it into meal. I think that would ho entirely
wrong, and I think it would ho quite as wrong to impose
this export duty on elm logs. Now, I would like to ask
the hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Perley), if he would liko
the principles ho has advocated carried fully into effect, be-
cause, if they were, the lumber which ho produces and
which I produce, would not be exported in boards or deals,
but would have to be manufactured into sashes, doors, and
other articles of that kind.

Mr. PERLEY (Ottawa). I did not take that ground at
all. I took the ground of protection to the manufacturer.

Mr. EDWARDS. That our bards and deals, instead of
boing exported in that form, would have to be manufacturel
into sashes, doors, blinds, boxes and other articles of that
kind.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And give employment to labor.

Mr. EDWAR DS. Thon, with regard to the idea which
seems to prevail in the minds of a great many hon, gentle-
men, that the Americans would have to pay this export
duty instead of the people of this country, 1 say that idea
is entirely wrong. Tue time has not arrived, and will not
arrive for some tirn, when our lumber will be an absolute
neoessity to the Americans. A great many believe that
the price of our lumber is fixed in this country, but that is
a fallacy. The price is fixed in the American market, and
we have not one word to say in fixing the price. Elm logs
are nota necessity to the people of the United States. The
question with them is simply one of transport, because there
is in the Southern States a far greater quantity of lumber
than we have in this country, and it is simply a question of
where the lumber can be transported from most cheaply.
I say that it would ho a great injustice to our farmers, a
class of the community to which this country is far more in-
debted than to any or all other classes combined, to impose
an export duty on elm logs. I am glad, indeed, that the
Government have seen fit to withdraw that imposition, and
I hope that nothing will occur during the recess to cause
the Government to change their mind. They need not fear
a defeat in any degree in a matter of that kind. For my
own part I may say that I came here to advocate what I
believe to be in the country's interest, and not those which
are in the interest of any party; and when the Government
move as they have done in this matter, or in any other
matter which I believe is a matter of justice to a class to
whom this country is far more indebted than to any other
class-that is, the agricultural class-when the Government
do this, they shall always have my hearty support.

Mr. AR XSTRONG. I add my congratulations to those
of the hou. gentleman who has just spoken, to the Finance
Minister for the stand he has taken in this matter. I am
very glad that he has seen fit to withdraw this obnoxious
impost. It shows that, tossing for so many years on the
stormy sea of polities, it has not taken out of him all the
milk of human kindness, and that he still feel for the poor
struggling masses ot the country. The hon. member for
North Perth (Mr.Hlesson) and the hon. member for Hamilton
(Mr. Brown) made glorious speeches on the great benefits
which would arise to a certain class of the community from
this duty, and the hon. mem ber for RHamilton made a state-
ment about the price which was paid for these logs in the
country-and I think the hon. member for Perth confirmed
the statement, viz., that the price paid was $6 a thousand.
Now, during the last two years those logs have been eut on
my land, and during that time the highest price paid

1204



COMMONS DEBATES.
for them Ias been $3.75 per thousand, and that in face of
the fact that thore were two mille within four miles of the
ground on which they were cut. I may say that I am not
interested in the matter, because I do not derive a cent'a
worth of benefit, because I allow them to b. taken out
simply because I want. to get the land cleared, and the
peplewho tako them out cannot afford to pay for them.
attheprice they got at present. That being the state of
thinga where there are mills, the contention of the bon .
gentlemen, if carried, would simply amount to ibis: that
the mon who own the mille would be enabled to still further
reduce the profits of these poor struggling settlers, and
give them $1 a thousand less for their logs. Then there
are large tracts of country in the west and south-west of
the Province of Ontario, where the people are not within
reach of mils at all, and if the views of these ion.
gentlemen should prevail, the result would be that
these poor creatures would either have to take what the
Americans-with whom it is, as the last speaker said, sim-
ply a question of transport-saw fit to give, or be cut off
from their markets altogether. That is the system which
these lon. gentlemen advocate with so much eloquence. I
need not tell those who have lived long in Ontario, of the
hardships of the early settlers in that Province. We were
cursed by a system introduced by the Government-not by
the present Governiment; I do not blame them for it, but I
blame the Government of that day-of handing over the
lands of the country into the bands of speculators. The
country was cursed from one end to the other, and the result
was that prices running ali the ivay froin 8 to $Io an acre
bad to be paid for wild land, by honest, sturdy, hardy set.
tiers, who spent a lifetime in paying these speculators an
amount which the Government should never have allowed
them to ecollect. The same thing is going on now. In the
western part of Ontario there are men who would bc
tfflicted by ibis proposed change-men who are paying
$10, $15 and 820 an acre for wild land, land which is
hard to clear; they have been toiling and striving to
make a little part of thoir living from these elm logs, and
now these gentlemen come forward and say : Take z5 pcr
cent. off the carnings of these poor men in order to benefit
Ibe mill owners. The ion. member for North Perth (Mr.
Blesson) boasts that he bas a petition representing nearly
one million dollars of the capital ofthese monopolists, and he
asks that this provision may b. enacted in their favor and
against the intereste of these poor people. These men-
the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) and the
hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown)-are samples of
the class to which they belong-men who look down with
contempt froin their solitary grandeur upon these poor
people, and ask this House tosanction taking the bread out
of their mouths. That is preciely what this system
amounts to. The whole tariff is a hardship on the farming
community generally, and an increasing hardship; and
yet ibis Session yon have been increasing the barden
upon that class from one end of this country to the
other. In the older settlements of the country, where
the farmers are comparatively wealthy, they are more
able to bear the burden than those in the more woody
and sparsely settled districts. I must say again that I
commend the humanity of the Minister of Finance in re-
fusing to impose tis additional tax, and I hope it will never
be imposed. In the interest of Muskoka and other northern
parts of this country, I am sorry the export duty on
spruce logs bas been imposed. The Dominion Government,
where they have jurisdiction, and the Provincial Govern-
ment, where it bas jurisdiction,have deprived the settliers of
the pine of the country, and I suppose a great deal may b.
said in favor of that course. The lumberman is always the
pioncer of the settler; he gives the settler employment in
the winter, and thus enables him to procure the necessaries
of life for himself and hie family in thec early days of his

f settlement ; therefore the restriction on pins may be jisti-
e fiable. But the spruce bas been left to the settlers, and I
t hope the duty upon spruce log& will bewiped ont. In Mus-
a koka and the other northern parts of Ontario, where there
t is a hard and rocky soil, spruce logs are almost the only
a resource left to the settlers out of which they can make

anything; but by the duty imposed one-fourth of this
f advantage is taken from them. I hope that this system

will soon change, so that these people may get some
t chance to live.

Mr. MASSO'N I do not wish to prolong this discussion,
especially that branch of it which relates to the export

f duty on elm logs. That, I think, has been sufficiently dis.
cussed already, especially as the Minister bas promised to
consider it during the recess. I desire,however,to say afew
words on the question of the effect of the present tarif and
the proposed tarif on the agricultural community of this
country. It bas been the refrain of bon. gentlemen oppo-
site, from their leader to the last of his followers, that the
present tarif always has resulted in the oppression of the
agricultural classes. Now, as a representative of a rural
constituency, I do not think I would be doing justice to my
constituency or to myself if I sat silently by and beard
those statements, which I consider far from the facte, hurled
acrose the House. I have been well acquainted with the
requirements of our agricultural classes from boyhood up;
I know well what the condition of that class was before the
introduction of the National Policy, and I know well its
condition now, and I ara free to amsert that the agricultural
classes of this country to-day are far better off in eveiy
respect than they were before the introduction of that
policy. We have been treated to-day to a very brief
speech from the hon. gentleman who bas lately assumed
the leadership of the Opposition; I refer to the hon. mem.
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). In the
brevity of his speech hceis worthy of imitation, and I will
try to imitate him. That hon. gentleman dwelt much on
the same refrain, that the duties now proposed will be
detrimental to the agricultural classes. fie ventures the
prophecy that the increased duty on iron wili add to the
price of everything composed of iron, and will prevent im-
provement in machinery. These are exactly like the
prophecies that were made, perhaps by the same hon. gen-
tleman-at any rate, by many gentlemen who think with
him throughout the length and breadth of this country-in
1878, when they said that the increased duties would in.
crease the price of agricultural implements and retard im-
provements. Have those prophecies been fulfilled ? Have
not agricultural implements improved since then more
rapidly than they ever did before, and has not the price of
agricultural implements decreased ? We were told also that
the higher duties on woollen, cotton and other. goods would
increase their prices in this country; w. were told that every
cent of duty that was imposed would be added to the price.
Has that been the case ? So far from that, tweeds and other
woollen goods manufactured in Canada have greatly im-
proved under the National Policy, and are now greatly
superior to those which were manufactured prior to the
introduction of that policy ; and, notwithstanding
their improvement in quality, these goode have
decreased in price, I am informed by those in the trade,
about 25 per cent. We are told, however, that the price
of farm produce bas decreased, while everything that the
farmer has to purchase has increased in price. I deny that
that is the case. I look into the farmers' louses and over
their farms, and I can place my eyes on very few things
that are actually imported. Of ail classes in this country,
I believe the agricultural clasm consume the feweet imported
goods, and, therefore, the burden of te import duty falls
most lightly upon that class. In the face of these facts, I
hope the hon. gentleman will allow the ouse, especially
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those on this side of it, to believe that bis prophecies to-day of the Liverpool market, and we are net actually gev-
will fall as far short of realisation as did those he made in erned by it. The excess we have te export bas te
1878. With regard to the effect of the tarifi on the price of farm go there, bat, as the parchasers are net forcod te
produce, we find, by looking at the Trade and Navigation expert as they buy, thoy eau wait thoir opportunity,
Returns, that the importation of whoat into this wheat-grow- and, on an average, have the markets in Cinada higher, i
ing country in 1878 was about 8,000,000 bushels per year, and proportion te the markets in Liverpool, than tho froigbt
roducing flour to bushels of wheat, we find that altogether between the two countries weuld actually warrant. I snb-
about 7,250,000 bushels of flour and wheat were imported for mit that the reason for this roduction i8, that we have, by
home consumption into Canada in that year. Now, how has the development of the industries i the ceuntry, increased
the duty imposed on wheat affected that importation which the censumption; and by prevonting or restricting the im-
came here to compote with the Canadian-grown article ? We portation of Amorican grain, we have tendod teallowtho
find, by the last Trade and Navigation Returns, that the im Canadian whaat te bc consumed in Canada. Besides the
portation of wheat and flour has fallen to about 1,000,000, or large quantity that was inportod, tbe-e is this view of the
about one-seventh ofwhat itwas in 1878. In coarser grains, case tebo berne in mmd, that the American wheat larvoat
especially in thoso that were imported, namoly, oats, peas cores in earlier than ours, that their mode of harvesting
and corn, we find that there has been a vast reduction also. and threshiug las a toudency te bring their whoat earlier
Whilo, in 1878, we imported oats over 2,000,000 bushels. in iu tho market than ours, and, before the tarif, they could
the past year we only imported some 98,000 bushels. take advantage of the Canadian markets when they wero
While, in 1b78, we imported 7,500,000 bashels of corn, that high, Eo that by the timo tho Canadians wore ready te mar
competes with all the coarse grains of this country, and theket their grain, the large milling ostablishments wore
froc importation of which tends to reduce the pice of ail spplied with Amorican grain. Thereforo, tho dealers who
coarse grains, we imported last year only some 1,750,000 bought frein the farmers had te soitote thers in tho citios,
bushols. Referring to the exports, I find that, in wbeat, we and they had te expert te Liverpool. I do net intend to
actually exported only about the quantity we imported, occupy the attention of the fouse by going into the
soldom running over 1,000,090 more, so that the quantity ether iatters, reforring te ether creps. I only esil
we had to export was just a triflo over what we were im- attention t the large decrease in the importation ef coarse
porting, from year te year, and in some years it was even grain. I lid, utanuearlystage, proparcd figures in refor-
less. We were told that, notwithstanding that state of ence te the coarse grains. What I said ireferenco te the
affairs, the duty placed on American whoat to prevent it relative prico of whoat, as compared with tho Liverpool
coming in, would, in no wiso, affect the price. The hon. maikat, applics with equal force te the relative prices cf
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), on a coarse grains as compared wth the Americaa market, only
former occasion, told the IIouse that the price of wheat had thut the change is in this way: That, wherc as, before the
actually fallen instead of incroased; and he insinuated, if introduction of tbe tarif, coarse grains in tho United States
ho did not assert, that we had been told the duty would in. were always a littie highor, they are now generally the
crease the price. If any statement was ever made other way. Whenover the occasion did arise, wlin the
that the duty would increase the piice, that pro-prico was highor in Canada than in the UnitelIStates, this
venting American grain coming here would actually country was floodod with Arnoriean grain, and down would
increase the price, that statement must bo taken go the Canadian prices te their normal condition, a littie
to mean that it would increase relativoly the price, bolow tho American. Now, ûspocialy for tho ist twa
comparing, not the price of one year with another, years, tho tendency bas beon the othor way, and eur prices
but of one market at the same time with another. IL wi!l have boc2, on the avera±ýo, a fow cents abovo the Atnedean.
be admitted that Liverpool was, at that tine, the ruling Mr. MLLLS (Bothwcl). Especially barloy.
market of the world in reference to the price of wheat; and Mr. MASSON. As I stated, I do net itcnd te go inte
when the hon. momber for South Oxford told us that, in the details cf these grains. I spoke rather te eau the at-
1878, wheat was at 9J cents a bushel in Toronto on the lst tentien cf the Lieuse te the fact that the tarif had a ton-
October, ho forgot to tell us that it was at that time 81.41 in dency te relatively increaso thoir pricos. Bat thore la one
Liverpool. While it ranged from 90 cents to lin Toronto, exception, aud that is barloy. Wo nover did import any
it was from 81.41 to 81.50 in Liverpool. The difference barley te any extent, consequently the dutyplaeod on barley
shows, taking on an average the highest and the lowest las ne effect in that direction. It bas, however, ne injurions
of the prices, a difference of 51 cents between the ,Liver- effeet, because we are iu the samo position now that we
pool and Toronto prices; and when the hon. gentleman told were before. In 1878, we oxported savon and a quarter
us that wheat in Toronto, on the 1st October last, was only million bushels, sud ist yeur we exported eight and a
76 cents to 77 cents, ho forgot to tell us that while it had quarter millions. If we lad the control cf the American
fallen in Toronto from 90 cents to 76 cents, it had fallen tarifs instead cf car own, if we could tako off the duty on
in Liverpool from 81.41 to 3a8 cents. It would be absurd Canadian barloy geiug into the United States, that, ne doubt,
to suppose, if the Liverpool market governs this market, would hoa great beon te the fariner. Withont detaining
that wheat would be bigher, in 188d, in Toronto than the flouse sny longer, 1 may say that I trust that the pro-
it was in Liverpool, while in 1878 there was 51 cents phecies cf the hon. member fer Soutl Oxford (Sir Richard
difference in favor of Liverpool. The relative price las Cartwrigbt), in reference te the ineroaso lu the price cf
actually increased, and we have come some 30 cents agricultural inplementaad cf overything else made from
nearer the Liverpool price. Taking the 1st October, 1886, iron, wiIl ho ne botter roalised than thoprophecies whieh ho
and quoting from the Toronto Globe and Mail, which the made lu 1878. I feel confident that in this ho will ho ab-
hon. gentleman quoted, we find 21 to 22 cents was the solutely mistakeu. If anythlng, the tendency of tho
difference botween Toronto and Liverpool; while, going increased tarif will be te fôster improvements iu agricul-
back to 1878, we find the difference was 51 to 52 cents. It tural implements, and especially the speoiflo duty, bocause,
may be urged that there have been other elcments brought in that case, if tho saie duty bas te ho paid on an inferior
to bear to cause that decrease, that there has been a reduc article as is paid on a supeî 1er article, the person exportiDg
tion in rates of freight, but I calithe attention of this House iL frem the ethor side jute this country would cortainly
to the tact that the prosent difference between Toronto and feel more disposed te pay the duty on the botter article,
Liverpool will not pay the freight. Consequently, the con- aud in that way 1 thiuk tho whele toudeney cf the tarif-
sumption of our own wheat in our own country has had the espeeially the specifie dty-will bo te impre our ma.
effect of making us, to a certain extent, almost independent chinery.
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Mr. SEMPLE. I admired very much the remarks of the
hon. gentleman on the other side who was speaking so very
eloquently in the interests of the logs. That is a small
interest and a sectional interest, but I must give credit to
the hon. gentlemen for the way in which they endeavored
to make the best of their case. That, however, is a matter
in which only a few will be affected, but the question whch
the hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Masson) has touched
is far-reaching. Anyone who knows anything of agriculture
knows that the agriculturists of this country use every day
in their life something which is made of iron ; and it is
nonsense for the hon. member for North Grey to tell us that
the increased cost of the raw material will not increase the
cost of the articles which the farmers use. I have here some
ciroulars which I will read, and which were sent to a friend
of mine. One of them is from Wood & Leggar, of
Hamiltion :

" Owing to recent changes in Customs Tariff, we beg to advise the
withdrawal of ail former quotations ; we will be pleased to furnih
prices upon application."

Another is from Adam Hope & Co., of Hamilton:

" Owing to the greatly increased duty on iron and steel, we have to
adviee you that all quotations on cut nails, iron and steel, and all goods
manufactured theretrom, are hereby cancellel."

The other is from the Massey Manufacturing Company, of
Toronto, which says:

" To give you an example of how rapidly material bas advanced in
price, we may say that iron and steel, of various sizes and shap2s, have
advanced during the past week or ten days to the enormous extent of
$10 to $i ô a ton, and pig iron has gone up $2 to $5, and everything
else in about like proportion. Since writi'>g tue above, and atter care-
ful consideration, we have about concluded te issue a new advanced
price list on June 1st, and, therefore, wilflnot guarantee to fill any
orders at present prices taken after that date."

Now, if this means anything, it means that there is to ba an
advance, and that advance takes place on everything which
the farmer uses. We even heard from a gentleman from
the Maritime Provinces that, in Prince Edward Island, there
would be a considerable loss to thom in regard to the iron
which is used in the boats they build for fishing purposes.
The member for North Grey (Mr. Masson) is evidently'
speaking a great deal by theory. Isee by the "Parliamentary
Companion" that he is a lawyer. Hie is nothing the worse
for that, but these men do not speak generally from prac.
tical experience of these matters, as the farmers do. lie
has told the Hlouse that agricultural implemonts wore high
in price and that they had got cheaper. That is a reason-
able thing when you consider the circumstances. I remem-
ber that the first reapers which were produced for the
farner lasted for twenty years, but those that are manufac-
tured lately are made to sil, and are very slim and flimsy
in their construction. It is the same with regard to stoves.
In fact everything is flimsy nowadays, and, though it may
be true that these thinge cost less, still they are dearer in
the end. I can assure the House, and these circulars that
I have read show, that the price of iron is increased, and, if
a person wants to build a grist mili or a saw mill, or buys
a threshing machine, or uses implements of any kind,
he has an increased price to pay, and I consider that
at the present time farmers are not in a posi-
tion to stand this increased raid on their pooket-
books. The decrease in the value of farms in On-
tario from 1883 to 1884 was $30,000,000, and there were
196,000 acres cleared. Calculating that at 820 an acre, it
would make an increase in value ot $3,920,000, or a total de-,
crease oi more than $d3,000,000 in one year. In the riding
which I represent, I find that in the last five years the
population has decreased by about 1,100 ; so there is no
reason for asking the farmers to pay this extra tax which is
to be put on articles which they use. Although I am a new
member in this ouse, I have seen during this Session very
little factious opposition. The pepemre-aM-re that there'

is now a very heavy debt and that, with the addition of
something like $5,800,000 to that debt, a duty must be put
on somewhere, but there ought to bo some discretion used,
and I hope we shall have an opportunity of seeing who is in
favor of putting an additional burden on the producers and
who is not. There is another fact quite as important, and
that is the feeling with which Great Britain regards this
increase on the iron duties. While we sang yesterday with
the utmost loyalty the National Anthem, and I hope we
were sincere in it, I consider we have good reason to doubt
the loyalty of those who have legislated against Great
Britain in our tariff. In reference to the iron duties, I will
read you an article from a leading journal in England, the
Standard, which says:

' This is the way her statesmen practically illustrate their concep-
tion of Imperial confederation. The obvious truth is that Canada has
given no thought to our interests, but only to her own. If the new
tariff is persevered in, instead of drawing nearer together, the colony
and the mother country must drift further apart, until one day complete
severance takes place. Why should we waste a drop of blood or spend
a shilling to shelter countrie3 whose selfishness i8 so great that they
never give a thought to any interests but their own ? ' Buy our pro-
ducts and lend ua your money to work your destruction with ' is the
political creeo of Canada, and of more cointries than Canada, and it is
a brutally selfish creed. The success of the United States misleads the
colonial democracy everywhere. The colonial democracy ignore the
fact that but for English capital, protection would ntver have been a
qualified success in the United States. The glamor of seeming success
tbere blinas the Canadian democracy to the curse it lives under, a sys-
tem which can only bring disaster. Unfathomable, indeed, are the
depths of human stupidity, The Canadian tariff, as it existed before
Sir Charles Tupper's last addition, was causing the ill-knit fabric of the
Dominion to crack at its joints, and the additional etrain may rend it
asunder altogether."

Sir CHA RLES TUPPER. The [)on,.gentleman is quoting
an article from the London Standard, a paper that refuset
to publish the address passed by this louse to lier Majesty.
The only paper in London that did not publish that address ;
and I appeal t the hou. gentleman at this advanced period
of the Seaion to hand it in to the reporter and consider it
read, if ho wishes it to appear as part of his speech, I think
it is intolerable at this period of the Session for an hon. gen.
tieman to read to this louse a long article from a London
newspaper.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).
not addressed tho louse boore

This gentleman, I think, has

Sir CEIARLES TUPPER. I have listened with intorest
to his address, and will listen to what ho has to say, but to
read a whole column from the London Standard paper that
refused to publish the address to Her Majesty the Queen,
passed by this House, is, I think, hardly the thing at this
time of the Session.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. Whieh particular
address was it? Home Rule or the other ?

Mr. BOWELL. The one passed by the House.
Mr. SE MPLE. If the hon. gentleman does not wish to

hear it read, I anu dispense with that; but I have only a
few words more :

" It is a piece of folly far which there is not so much aa a plausible
excuse ; our trade will not, however, be much influenced by the change.
The result will probably be that we shait send a little less iron to Can-
ada and buy a good deal less of ber agricultural produce and timber."

There is no doubt something in that. Another hon. gentle.
man has touched on the sane subject. ie says that one

etteet of these duies will be that we shall have to pay more
for our money it we do not buy anything from Eangland.
We practically say : The Dominion will take your money
but we will buy nothing from you. For the deplorable
state of feeling mentioned in this paper, hon. gentlemen
opposite have themselves to blame.

Mr. JONES. I do not suppose that my hon. friend from
South Oxford expected that his argument would have had
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the effect of inducing the Government to change thoir policy
with regard to the tariff. That question was discussed at an
earlier stage of the Session, and I do not propose going over
ail the articles enumerated under the tariff, nor to refer
again to ail the arguments adduced on that occasion. Since
that tarif was brought down te the House, we have found
a general feeling of indignation from ail classes of the con-
munity. We have heard representations from all sections
of the Dominion ; we have found business men and agri-
cultural people, our mining people, our fishermen, ail unit-
ing in a condemnation of this enormous increase in the
iron dutios; and we have found, as the hon. gentleman who
preceded me, says, that it has aroused a feeling in Great
]Britain which, I am sure, hon. gentlemen in this flouse
will admit it would have been better for us to avoid. I
do not pretend to say that the British people have any
right to dictate to Canada with regard to our financial con-
cerne, but I do say that when there is a set determi nation
to exclude from the Dominion of Canada British products,
as is evinced by this tariff, and when we find such a feeling of
intense excitement among ail the manufacturers in the old
country, where delegations have waited on the Governmont,
and where it was even made a subject of enquiry in the
Imperial House of Commons, I think the Finance Minister
cannot aflord to disregard such an emphatic condemnation,
on the other side of the water. Sir, the question of the iron
duties is one which bas more behind it than would appear on
the surface. The hon, gentleman, in introducingthis mea-
sure, said it was going to devetop a great industry throughout
this Dominion. I believe, Sir, that it will have no such
effeet, at least immodiately. 1 believe it was framed solely
with a view of getting a large revenue te meet the extra-
vagant appiopriations which the Government are asking
from this flouse from time to time. After having exhausted
every means of taxation, after having put a duty on every
article that entered into the daily use of the consuming classes
of this country, the hon. gentleman then had a iesort to the
iron duties as the only means by which ho might realise a
nillion and a half or two millions to meet the extravagant

expenditure which he asked from this flouse. During the
short recess I visited Halifax, and in the conversation with
hardware merchants there, I asked them to give me from
their business returns a fair statement of what the practical
effect of these changes would be. I hold in my band
a statement prepared for me by one of the largest
and most influential hardware concerne in the city of
lalifax, Messrs. Stairs & Co., and I thirik the Minister of
Finance will acknowledge it a good autbority and woithy
the consideration of this flouse. I sk<d thesu gentlemen to
give me in detail the bearing of this tarili, so Jar as it
regards ail those articles which enter into the tariff. 1
assume there are very few genuemnu in Luis flouse who
are so intimately acquainted with the iron industry and the
hardware business, as to be able to state with exactnes
the effect this change is going to have upon the busi-
ness of this country. Therefore, I thought it was in
the interest of the public at large that I should
apply to a source which would be recognised
as an authority, even by the Minister o Finance himself.
Taking the first article on the list which they gave me, I
tiu the article of shovels, which are used very largely. The
Minister of Finance to!d this flouse the other day ihat the
duty on shovels would amount to 37 per cent., if 1 followed
him rightly, and at the same time ho proposed an increase
of 5 per cent. on the original proposition submitted. My
friends in their estimates gave me the duty as 79 per cent.,
and with the 5 per cent. additional it would be raised te
84 per cent. On hay forks they gave me the duty at 46
per cent., fish forks at 49 per cent., boiler plate iron at 65
per cent., angle iron at 70 per cent., cut nails at 50 per
cent., varniph M 50 percent., pig iron at 50 per cent., boudes

Ir. ON»o.

a bonus of $1.50, making the advantage which the producer
of pig iron would have equal to 75 or 80 per cent. protection.
This is not all, Here we find a protection granted on those
different branches of the iron industry ranging ail the way
from 46 to 84 per cent., and in addition there muet be
taken into account the expenses of importing, that is
to say freight, insurance, commission, interest and other
charges incidental to such enterprise, amounting ail the
way froin 20 to 25 per cent. So if you take shovels
on which there is a duty of 84 per cent., and add
20 per cent,, you will find that the manufacturers of those
shovels have a protection of 104 per cent. against all outside
competitors. So with angle iron on which there is a duty
of 70 per cent, The percentage may not be quite so high
but adding the 20 per cent. the rate ie brought up to 90 per
cent., and on pig iron the rate is 100 per cent. Lot hon.
gentlemen opposite consider for a moment the effect this is
going to have on the country. The hon. member for Centre
Wellington (Mr. Semple), has shown the House, by a circu-
lar ho read from a large hardware concern, that the prices of
iron had advanced from 813 to 815. That is just the
amount of the duty which has been impoeed under this
tariff. It was natural that it should advance. Ail the holders
of large stocke of iron, would, of course, immediately take
advantage and advance their price in proportion to the in-
crease of the tariff, because tbey knew well that the moment
their stocks were exhausted they could not replenish them
from any other source under the old price, adding the
additional duty which this Bill asks us to approve to-day.
Every article into which iron enters has increased 50, 60
or 70 per cent. Look at the way iron enters into ail indus-
tries. Every wheel that rolie over our streets, every
animal that is shod uses iron or steel, and this tarif wili add
50 per cent, to the cost. Hon. gentlemen will realise this fact
when too late. They are willing te be deluded or capti-
vated by the eloquence of the Finance Minister, in point-
ing out the great industry that is going to be developed
here under this policy, and that if it is developed iron will
not be so high as the present duties would place it at. But
.hon. gentlemen know well that if our iron industry i'i
developed, and it will take a long time te develop it, those
manufacturers of iron will do what other manfacturers
have doue and will do-they will either combine and make
arrangements not to undersell each other, or they will place
the price of their own article just a little below what
would bu the coet of importing the British article; and
consequently our people will have to pay to the full extent
the duty in every relation in w-hich iron enters into our
domestic uses. I hardly think the hon. gentleman could
have estimated the extent to which this is going to be a
burthen upon our people. The Minister of Finance told
us that we use about Zoo lbs. of iron for every man, woman
or child in the Dominion, that is a very large amount
and no doubt a correct one; and when a calcilation is made
on the basis of 280 pounds for each individual, and it is re-
membered that the price je going to be increased 5u per
cent. under the operation of this tariff, he would be a bold
man who would not hesitate and receive the advice even of
the Opposition in regard to this matter, which is going to
bear so heavily on the consumera of this article. There are
other branches of trade in regard to which the tarift is

equally objectionable, which we cou Id point out if time per.
mitted; but I am not going to deal with those to-day. I
take those more prominent articles because they affect as i r
a large measure, they being articles of greater value. But
ail the smaller articles that enter into the hardware busi-
ness are affected to the same extent. I do not expect any
arguments from this side of the House, or even from Eng-
land, remonstrances from friefds or fos, will cause the
Government to pause in their downward coareer,

Some hon, MEMMRBR Oh, oh.
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Mr. JONES. I say in their downward career, because conclusion from my examination ofthe subject. In conneo*

they are going te extract from the pookets of the people atien with the changes which have been made, and notably
large amount of money annually, and are going te appro- with regard te manufactures that are used by the farner,
priate it, as they have appropriated money, in an extrava- speakers on the Opposition banches have raised a reat
gant manner year after year in undertaking enterprises out-cry; and 1 observe that special objection has beau
which the condition of the country does notwarrant. I made to the imposition of specifie duties. The state.
would, therofore, ask hon. gentlemen opposite to pause ment has aiso been made that specific duties operate as
before they place such a burthen on the shoulders of the a barrier to the inprovement of manufactures. If we look
people, which it is more easy under the hon. gentleman's ut the development of manufactures in otherecuntries and
régime to impose than it will be for his successor to get rid study the legisiation which has brought that about, we wil
of. I wish hon. gentlemen and the country to fairly con- net be justifled in coing to snob a conclusion. In almost
sider the application of this tariff on the articles to which ail civilised coantries of the werld which have made any
I have referred, and I think after the House adjourns and progress in manufacture, this system of protection prevails.
after the country at large realises te its full extent the With fli exception of the case of Great Britain, we will
enormity of the increase in the way I have indicated, the look in vain to any great country advaned in manufactures,
hon. Finance Minister will not receive that approbation of to.day, that las net a protective policy in force. I tbink Tur-
the country at large which le las already received from key is the only other Enrepean ceuntry of any consequence
his own friends and supporters in this House. in which that p9licy is net in force. If we look at the

marvellous progrcss whicli las beon made in the improve.
Mr. McDOUGALD (Picton). This is a subject of suffi. ment and development et'manufacturing industries nder

oient importance te justify me in asking the attention of the protective duties, and especially under duties which are
House while I refer to the changes made in the tariff. The specifie in their character, we cannot core te the con.
changes embodied in the Bill now before the House are the clusion that the imposition of spacifie duties will operate
greatest made since the National Policy was adopted by Par- against the imprevement et the manufacturing industry.
liament in 1879. I do net deny that they are far reaching, liference las been made te the objections taken in Great
and that their consequences will mark an cra in the progress Britain te the recent tarif changes. I think these refer-
of this country. As hon. gentlemen are well aware, in onces rather show a justification for the changes which have
1878 the question at issue between the two great parties been made. They point eut conclusively that those changes
was that of protection to Canadian industries. That battle are in the interest of Canada, and I think it is the firet daty
was fought out, and the Governmont led by the present of a Canadian Parliuvnt te leok aftor the intercsts cf the
Premier was sustained on that occasion. In 1882, the same people of Canada. The objections are net altogether against
question was raised and fought eut fairly on every hustings the rights of Canada te make those changes, but, on acount
throughout the Dominion. The verdict of the people given of the depressed condition cf the iron industries of Great
on that occasion was a distinct and emphatic endorsation of Britain, it is considered somewhat inopportune te apply
the course of the Government. In 1887, the Government those duties at the prent time. Bat, if wa leok at the
policy was again an issue, te a certain extent; it was an course of iron and steel importations into this country for a
issue, at ail events, sofar as the Administration of the day are series ef years, I think we will be justified in ceming te the
concerned. The policy they laid down clearly and boldly conclusion that it is time for Canada te take a decided stand
on that occasion was one of protection, and the verdict in connection with hs matter. When we consider that every
given was emphatically in support of the National Policy year over thirt9en millions of dollars on the average has beau
of protection te Canadian industries. The position occupied sent eut et Canada since Confaderation, te puy for articles
by hon. gentlemen opposite during that contest was a which ought te be manufuctured and prodtced in this coun-
somewhat varied one. On some occasions they opposed the try, I think we are now justified in taking up)thc question
National Policy, on others they trimmed on it; but those and dealing with it in a manner which will redeund te
who were entitled te speak with soma authority on behalf the intarests cf the country. In connection with the
of the party desired the country to understand that the quetations cf figures which have bean made, I desire te cail
manufacturers had nothing te far from a change of Govern. attention te the question of ugricultural implements. It is
ment. Therefore, if the principle of protection be right, if it said that the price cf these implements wdl ha largely
is a principle which has been adopted by the country, I increased te the farmar. New, the dnty on agricultural
think it is the duty of the Government te carry out the ver- implements, with few exceptions, las net been changad. 0f
dict of the people and apply that principle where the circum- course the duty on the raw material which goas into the
stances of the case will justify it. As an advocate here of manufacture las bean incread. Refarence hus been made
the rights of Canadian labor, I recognise the important stop te the articles e shevels, hay-forks, pitchforks and other
which lias been taken in tho intorosts of the people, and I articles of that kind, as if the increased duty would have te
think the application of the policy of protection to Canadian be paid by the consumers in this country. I think oar
labor will receive from the country the same endorsement experience in tis past will net justify us in coning to such
which it will receive in this House. If there is one prin- a conclusion. lu sucl articles as shevels, whon they are
ciple which underlies the whole operation of the National made in this conntry, and tha is sufficient conpetitien,
Policy more marked than another, it is the principle of tie price will ba regulated by the cest ef preduction, and 1
developing the natural resources of the country, by the think experienca will show that in agricultural implements
protection of the Canadian labor engaged in these opera- thera wiIi ha ne material increuse of price upon such as are
tiens. Exception has been taken te the changes in the made in this country. The inereased duty on the raw
tarif, notably in relation te the iron industry, and the pre- material entai ing inte a shevel is net one aud a-half cents
diction has been made that the changes will result in adding for an ordinary shevel, and the increased daty on the ircu
largely te the burdens of the consumer. That thera muy and steel ntering jute a mewer or reapar is net over fifty
be soma increase, until thera is a further expansion of the cents. On a common gardon licethe increased duty for
iron trade, is, of course, undeniable, but in the end I think raw matarial le lass thunoe cent., and the increase in duty
the results will show a different conclusion. The lon. on pig-ireu whicb anters into the ordinary castings le only
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) one-tentisof a 'ent par Pound, se that this incraaewiiI
estimates that soma four or five millions annually net be sariensly foU. Iu relation te thequestion of stovas,
will be added te the bardens of the people by thean increase iu duty cf one-tentisof a cent, par pound will
changes which have been made. 1 eau arrive ut ne suc onet have the affect cf increasing the price f these articles,
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and I may say that I speak from authentie information
received when I state that the changes bave not increased
the selling price of stoves. On ihon ploughs, which usually
cost from eight to ton dollars each, the increased cost on
the raw material entering into the manufacture, if the whole
duty is paid, will not amount to more than fifty cents. I
think the quotations of duties given by the senior member
for Halifax (Mr. Jones) are somewhat exaggerated. If he
will examine the tariff ho will find, for instance, that while
be puts the article of boiler plate at 65 per cent., in
the form in which it is commonly used in Canada it
is subject to a duty of only 12½ per cent., and for angle
iron the duty will not approach 70 per cent. On large
angles there is only a revenue duty, but on small angles
made in the country the duty is $10 per ton and 10
per cent. In relation to the duties on pig iron, which
he places at 5û per cent., I may say that if you
take the importations for a series of years, which
is the safest guide as to the amouut of duty which
will have to ho paid, you will fiud that the average
is less than 30 per cent. for the last seven years. The hon.
gentleman speaks of the increase on iron amounting to $10
or $15 per ton, but I may say that the whole duties on bar
iron do not in any case exceed $13 per ton, so that the
increase cannot be from $10 to $15 per ton, as the hon.
gentleman said. As to the articles manufacturod out of
iron and steel being increased 50 per cent. on the present
value, I think experience will not bear out that statenent,
considering that the increase of duties on the raw material
is small in comparison with tho labor which will be
involved in manufacturing the article. In relation to
the higher classes of manufacturep which are used by the
consumers in this country-the articles on which the duties
have chiefly been placed are not used directly by the con-
suming classes-they are used largely by the manufacturers,
and what the consumer may have to pay will be the cost of
the article in its finished shape. The duty on the higher forms
of imported articles, as a rule, has not been increased more
than 5 per cent. on the average over the former tariff, so that
it is clearly impossible that the consumer will have to pay
50 per cent, more for the finished article. The hon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Jones) also says that this change is made
for the purpose of taxation, in order to obtain 8 1,500,000 or
82,000,000 more revenue. This does not altogether harmonise
with the statement the hon. gentleman made on this ques.
tion at an earlier stage of the Session. At that time he
told us that this change in the iron duties was made in the
interest of one corporation, that of the Londonderry Iron
Company, and that the application for the change was only
made on its behalf. These statements, however, will hardly
be sustained by the evidence of the facts. The advantages
of increased protection to iron manufacture, I am aware,
were pressed by delegations representing over 820,000,000 of
invested capital, and coming from every Province of the
Dominion east of the Red River, except Prince Edward
Island. And as to the exten't of revenue that will be realised
from the changes, the hon. gentleman is very widely astray
in estimating it at from 81,500,000 to 82,000,000. It will be
noticed that in the application of the duties there are a
great many exceptions-that a good many articles are still
admitted at the revenue tariff rate of 12J per cent., while
the duties upon iron used in the shipping industry will ho
refunded under the drawback system. Taking the imports
of iron and steel manufactures for last year, and applying
the present duties to them on the supposition that the
same quantity will be imported this year, the increased
duties on that quantity would not amount to more
than $7 0,000 altogether; and that will be largely offset
in the first year by a smalier importation. The effect
of this increase i& also diminished by the fact of some
additions having been made to the free list, and by
the removal of $500,000 of duty on anthracite coal.

Mr. MODouQALn (Picton).

Objection can hardly be taken by free traders to this read-
justment on the grounds of taxation, as it will result in the
burdens of the people being more equally distributed than
they were when the duty existed on anthracite coal. Now,
reference has been made to the effect of these changes in
the tarif! upon the condition of the farming class. It has
been said that the farmers are exposed to a fiercer competi-
tion than they were formerly. That is no doubt true, and
that is another reason why the farmers should seek for an
extended market in Canada, over which they will have con-
trol, rather than destroy that market by the importation of
foreign goods. It has been said that the American agricul-
tural laborer bas been reduced to competition with coolie
labor by the importation of wheat grown in India and other
eastern countries. That change bas not been brought about
by protection, but has been brought about notwithstanding
protection; under a ievenue tariff the American agriculturist
would lose bis home market in addition to being exposed
to the competition of coolie labor in the European market.
The importance of the iron industry to Canada may bo esti.
mated from the fact that, on the average, since 1868 over
813,000,000 in value of the manufactures of iron and steel
have annually been imported into this country; and these
importations have been coming to a greater extent, in many
cases, from protected countries during the last few years
than tbey bave been coming from Great Britain. It is in-
structive to examine the classes of articles that bave been im.
ported into this country, and to note how the course of trade
bas been changed from Great Britain to countries that have
protectire tariffs. If we tahe the balk of the articles into
which skilled labor enters, we find that they largely corne
from the United States, and that the American manufacturers
of such articles are rapidly displacing those of Great Britain
in the Canadian market. As to the rate of duty necessary
to protect the iron industry, and the methods being adopted
for that purpose, we are only following the footsteps uf other
countries which have made any great progress in the manu-
facture of iron or steel. Let us examine some of the coun-
tries of Europe that have established these industries, and
sée what their condition was at the time they were started.
Take Belgium, a country which depends altogether on im-
ported ores, and which has not all the natural resources for
the manufacture of iron and stcel that Canada possesses. That
country, up to 1866, had a specific duty of $1.76 per ton on
pig iron, which was subsequently reduced to 81.01 per ton.
On bar iron the duty up to 1866 was $9.53, which was
subsequently reduced to $ 1.95. In each of thoso cases the
duty was specific, and rot ad valorem The advantage of a
specific duty is that it prevents under-valuation, and the use
of false invoices ; and although in operation it may ho
somewhat higher on the cheaper classes of goods, which
are chiefly used, still these are the classes which eau be
mosj successfully made at first, and the manufacture
of them educates the artisan in his business, eventually
enabling him to compote in the manufacture of the finer
goods. In Belgium the reduction of duty produced little
effect on the quantity of pig iron received into that
kingdom; but, notwithstanding the decrease in duty, the
home production rose from 470,767 tons in 1865 to 655,565
tons in 1872 ; and, after that industry became thoroughly
established in Bolgium, and the protection was reduced to
a very low rate indeed-to a merely revenue tariff-we
find that that country, in 1880, made 6 10,000 tons of pig iron,
450,000 tons malleable iron, and 95,000 tons of steel, and
exported 319,548 tons of iron and steel manufactures. In
Germany a similar system of protection was adopted, and
the duty wpas ultimately redueod. Starting in 1860 with a
duty of 84.96 per ton on pig iron, it bas been reduced to $1
per ton. Yet the production rose from 395,000 tons in 1860
to nearly 2,000,000 tons in 1879. Belgium, notwithstand-
ing the reduction of the duty, holds its own in the manufac-
ture of iron, and is a close competitor with Great Britain

1210



COMMONS DEBATES.

in the markets of the world to-day. In this connection Sir
Lowthian Bell, after examining the question on behalf of all
the manufacturers of Great Britain, says:

"Ail experience justifies the conclusion that, whenever profits in any
particular branch of industry attain a position superior to that in other
manufactures, capital is attracted thither; and, apparently, it matters
little by what means this position is arrived at."

Another country to which I will alludo in connection with
this subject is France, a country which, in 1882, imported
10,243,000 tons of coal for carrying on its manufacturing
enterprises. The duty on pig iron imported into France
was, in 1860, $9.53 per ton ; in 1864, $7. 78 per ton ; and
in 1865, $2.92, which is the duty at present in operation.
On bar iron the duty in France at present is $9.93 a ton ;
iron rails the samo duty; iron plates, $13.88 a ton ; steel
rails, $11.75 per ton; steel plates, $17.83 per ton. The
production of pig iron rose from 992,000 tons, in 1866, to
1,733,000 in 1880. Although, in France, the coal has to be
importcd, 90 per cent. of al[ the iron used in that country
is of' French make; and not only is the coal imported, but
38 per cent. of the ore as well. As regards Great Britain,
which is the only great country in the world that bas
adoptod frce trado, we find that, in the earliest stages of the
iron industry, it was protected as highly as we propose to
protect it here. In 1750 it was enacted that no tilt hammer
or mill for working iron or farnace for steel be permitted
to be erected in America. In 1785 the exportation of tools
snd engines for iron works was prehibited under the pen-
alty of a fine of £200 and forfeiture. In 1785 a £500 fine
was imposed for enticing iron art:ficer3 to emigrate. In
Great Britain the following were the duties imposed:-

" The duty on bar iron from 1795 to 1835 rangel from $13.65 to $31.63
per ton. In 1836, on cast iron, the duty was 2) p. c wrought iron
enumerated 50 p. c.; steel and its manufactures, 50 p. c ; wire, per ton,
$577 ; hoops, pir ton, $115.,,
Great Britain never adopted the policy of free trade in iron
until she reached that position when she manufactured half
the pig iron in the world. In the earlier stages of its man-
ufacture, iron was highly protected in England. As
regards the development of the iron and stcel industry in
the United States, the position is a most remarkable one.
That country imposed a duty of $28 a ton on rails; now it
is $17 a ton. On pig iron the duty was $9 per ton; now it
is $6. On bar iron, the duty is now $16 to $21 per
ton, and on puddled iron it is $16 per ton. And this is
a protective country which is driving the British manufac-
turer, in the highest articles of manufacture, out of the
Canadian market. The position of the United States for
cheap manufacture of iron cannot be compared with the
position of Canada in that respect. From the ore fields
of Michigan to the Penn sylvania coal is 1,000 miles;
The coke from Connellsville to Chicago, bas to be brought
600 miles, and from Connellsville to St. Louis, 750 ; and
there is high authority for the statement that the average
carriage of the United States ores is 400 miles, and of the
fuel 200 miles. It is true, the position in the new field in
the south is somewhat of an improvement on that in the
Pennsylvania and other districts; but, on examination, it
will be found that even the new field in the south cannot
compare in position with Canada. The most favorably situ.
ated place is Birmingham in Alabama, which is 276 miles
from tide water at Mobile. From Chatanooga, Tennessee, the
distance to tide water at Brunswick, Georgia, is 419 miles ;
from Chatanooga to Hickman on the Missidsippi is 321 miles,
and to Pittsburg, by the Ohio and Tennessee rivers, is
1,000 miles. With regard to the enormous development of
iron and steel manufactures in the United States, which
have grown up in a few years, I wiîl refer briefly to an
article copied from the recent statistics of iron and steel
production in the United States, taken from the London
Economist of 14th May, 1887 :1

" The production of steel has made rapid progres cf late year uin the
United ates and the total output is now larger than that of Great

Britain. The production of Bessemer steel ingots in the United States
was 2,269,100 tons in 1886 against 1,570,520 tons in Great Britain, and
the production of steel rails wasg1,574,703 tons againet Englieh produc-
tion of 730,343 tons In addition to this there was the production by
the open hearth system, and other method, the grand total being:

United States..........2,562,502 tons
Great Britain ........ ...... 2,364,670 "

This shows that the United States, in iron and steel manu-
facture, is even rivalling Great Britain. The question bas
been raised as to the extent of the Canadian market for the
manufacture of iron, and it has been said that our market
is too limited. Let me point out that we have, to-day, in
Canada a consumption, without rails, which is equal to the
production of iron in Great Britain in 1800, and equal to the
production of the United States 50 years ago. I think a
more opportune moment could not be taken than the present
for founding this great industry on a substantial basis.
Now, as to our resources and condition for the successful
manufacture of iron, two of the most eminent manufacturers
of Great Britain reported on the resources of Canada, based
on the exhibits at the lato Colonial Exhibition, as follows: I
take this from Gilchrist and Riley's report on the iron
making resources of the British Colonies, at page 51:

" Canada is extremely rich in both coal and iron, the ores that are,
perhaps, of chief importance, from being found near to coal, being those
of Nova Scotia, British Columbia and west of Lake Winnipeg."

After reforring at considerable length to the iron deposits
of Canada, Gilchrist and Riley make this observation:

" From the above a general idea of the distribution of iron ores in
Canada may be obtained; and after hearing of such rich and varied
deposits, it may surprise many to learn, on the authority of Dr. Selwyn,
that in the whole of the Dominion, there is only one blast furnace,
making coke pig iron, at present at work (although there are several in
the Province of Quebec producing charcoal pig) and one rolliag mili in
connection with puddling furnaces, while the total value of iron and
steel imported in varions forms for the eeventeen years since Confedera-
tion reaches the sum of $230,741,434, equal to an annual average of
13J million dollars."

In connection with this subjeot, the Iron Age, a high author.
ity on this subject, makes this note in a recent issue :

" The Canadians argue, and no one acquainted with the facts will dis-
pute the assertion, that they have extensive deposits of both coal and
iron ore favorably located, notably in Nova scotia, for the manufac-
ture of crude and finished iron."

The question may be asked why this industry bas not
flourished in the Dominion in the put, in connection with
the policy of protection. The answer is that that policy hus
rot been properly applied to the manufacture of iron. The
woollen industry has been protected, f rom its first stage to
the finished products. If we take the case of pig iron, on
which there was a duty of $2 a ton, and which required 10¾
days' labor in its manufacture, we find that on the product
of a ton of pig iron, which required 119j days' labor, the
duty was only 10 per cent., or from $1.60 to $2 per ton,
while on the finished article which requires 27J days' labor
the duty was 17. per cent. It is evident that this protec-
tion was not sufficient. When once the industry is estab.
lished the competition regulates the price, according to the
facilitios of the country for the manufacture. The importance
of this industry to Canada may be judged from the operations
of one concern in Nova Scotia for the last seven vears.
From 1880 to 1887 the Londonderry Iron Company disbursed
for labor, fuel, freight, &c., in Canada, $4,873,159. That
was all for labor, &c., in the country, and the production was
not more than would supply one-fifth or one sixth of the
iron required in Canada, even in the cruder forms, without
reckoning the finished articles made from this iron. This
one industry produced 144,131 tons of pig iron, 28,968 tons
of bar iron and forgings, 14,843 tons of nail plate, and 11,466
tons of wheels and castings, while they used for raw material
b95,895 tons ofore, 620,652 tons of coal and 121,628 tons of
limestone. The importance of this iron industry to Canada
may be gathered by the examination of its relation to the
coal required in the smelting and in the manufacture of iron.
In relation to the admission of anthracite ooal free of duty, the
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members for the mining counties in the Lower Provinces have
been somewhat severely criticised, but, in viewof the advant.
age wbich will result to the Dominion at large, we are wiling
to submit to that critici-m. because a largely incroased con-
sumption of coal will be required in the manufacture of iron,
and whatever bituminous coal is required in that will more
than compensate for the admission of anthracite coal free.
It requires for 250,000 tons of pig iron, in order to smelt it,
750,000 tons of coal; for the conversion of 170,000 tons of
pig iron into puddle pars it requires 340,000 tons of coal,
and for the conversion of 170,000 tons into bar iron, 160,000
tons of coal are required, making a total of 1,250,000 tons oi
coal required to produce 250,000 tons of iron. I think that
is a sufficient answer to the objections which have been
made on these grounds. An objection has been made that
this is a tax in the interest of Nova Scotia. I think that is
an unfair view to take of a question like this. It is a ques
tion whether a great national industry is to be protected or
is to be allowed to remain in abeyance. The Parliament
of Canada bas in the past protected other industries which
exist in one section only. The petroleum industry of
western Ontario has been protected from the earliest days
until now. A very high protection bas been granted to
petroleum, and under that protection there is now a produc-
tion of nearly eight million gallons a year. That protection
has been of great advantage in maintaining the industry,
and I think that the protection which is given the iron
industry will result in developing that great interest, and
under conditions which will give to the consumer articles
which are manufactured out of iron on very fair terms, and
probably as cheaply as they can ba obtained to-day. If
Canada bas one thing to beproud of,if Canada lias one thing
which will raie it in the seale of nations in the future, it is
the fact that on the two ocean bhores, on the shoro of British
Columbia and on that of Nova Scotia, it pôssesses bath coal
and iron, and that gives it a position which is occupied by
no other country on this continent.

Mr. ELLIS. The hon. gentleman seems to me to have
repeated the speech of the Finance Minister over again.
The fact that these highly protected countries are not able
to export iron shows that protection is practically a failure.
The fact that $187,000 worth of iron were imported by the
United States last year more than they exported, Eeems to
me to answer all the facts the hon. gentleman has stated.
I rose, however, to present to the House a statement made
by James Ponder & Co., manufacturers of horse shoe nails,
of St. John, New Brunswick; which is as follows:-

" The system of drawbacks eill not do justice to this industry, and if
the duty shall be continued the business will be greatly hampered and
overweighted in its contest with foreign manufacturers, and the expert
trade in this class of goods greatly jeopardized, and this, so far as the
manufactorly in St. John is concerned, will be greatly regretted, as it
bau taken sorne five or six years to work up the export trade, and which
bas doubled during the last two years, and the proprietors think the
business could be doubled again during the next two years if the duty
were removed from the iron used in their manufacture. The iron is im-
ported from 8welen, and cannot be produced in Canada, and therefore
any tax upon it is a tax upon raw material not produceable in the
country. The European competitors in this business get thoir iron free
of duty, haïe cheaper labor, and save freight and insurance across the
Atlantic.

" The following comparative statements will show the cost of sufficient
Iron to produce a ton of nails in Sweden and Canada, similar iron being
uaed in both cases:;

"The present cost of a gross ton of iron in
Sweeden, £8 13. Od. or..............................$ 42 08

"Add one-third to cover cost of waste............... 14 03

"Making total cost of enough iron to make ton of
nails to Swedish manufacturer. ...........

"Same, first cost in Sweden for Canadian manu-
facturer...........

"Freight and insurance to Canada............
"To this add one-third for waste................

$ 56 il

$ 42 08
5 37

15 82

"Making total cost of a ton Of iron to Canadian
manufacturer...................... .... , 3 ssi

Mr. McDounLD (Picton),

I By the above it will be seen that the iron costs the Canadian manu -
facturer $7.16 per ton more than it does the Swedish manufacturer,
even if the iron were admitted into Canada free of duty.

" I am aware that the Government allows a drawback upon the naila
exported. and the following table showa the effect of the drawback upon
the business. As the law now stands the condition of the Canadian
manufacturer is as follows:-

"Oost in Sweden of a gross ton of iton ................. $42 08
"Freight and insurance........ ............... 537

$47 45
"Duty on 2,240 lbs. at $13 per 2,000 Ibo...... ,....... 14 56

$62 01
"Add one-third to cover waste.................. 20 67

$82 68
"The duty as now propounded will be a little less than the above.
"From this $82.68 deduct the drawback which is payable on weight

of nails exported, at the rate of 90 per cent. of duty, which amounts to
$9.83, the weight of nails being 1,680 lbs. as the product of a ton of iron,
the waste being 25 per cent. in making up.

" T hus the total cost of the iron under the tariff, as lately altered to
the Canadian manufacturer, sufficient to make a ton'of nails, is $72.85,
against the cost of a similar amount of material to a Swedish manufac-
turer of $56.11, which places the Canadian manufacturer at a disadvan-
tage, as against his Swedish competitor of $16 74, or $9 68 per ton in
favor of free roda, under the proposed change this would be reduced to
about $8.60. A business handicaped in this way cannot succeed, and it
should be just as much a part of the National Policy to protect the manu-
facturera of the Dominion who are competing with those of a fbreign
country lu foreiga markets, as it is to encourage our own manufacturers
who are seeking here to have control of our domestic markets."

In reference to the constituency from which I come, this
tariff is one of the worst which has been placed upon our
people. I have not received a single letter in favor of this
tariff, but I have had letters upon letters against it. I hope
the anticipations of the Minister will be realised, but I fear
not. If they are not realised in regard to the city of St.
John, I am afraid this will add te the depression there Wo
are now suffering severely from the dopression. Our ships,
our tishing industry, our lumber, all the natural industries
of the country are depressed, and what has the National
Policy to give us ? Gentlemen from Ontario want a tax on
corn and corn meal, and on all the products of Ontario as
against us. Gentlemen from Nova Seotia want the same
thing on coal and iron in the interests of that Province.

Mr. JONES. No, we do not.

Mr. ELLIS. lu al that I am unablo to see any good in
the future for the constituency which I reprosent.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). The hon. momber for North
Grey (Mr. Masson) told us that he could sec nothing on a farm-
er's place that paid duty. I have been a farmer for many years,
and my experience ii that there is a duty of 85 per cent.
on most of the goods we use, on the cottons for instance,
and I also know that upon woollen goods there is a duty of
from 28 to 44 per cent. I have a statement here from a
friend of mine, a dry goods merchant, and he states that
the average duty is 27 par cent. which means 33 per cent.
to the consumer. I can oniy suppose that in North Grey,
as they do not pay any duty, they must wear homespun.
He also told us that the manufacturers had created a market
for our own surplus produce. Now, I hold a statement
of the exports and imports of the Dominion in my hand,
from 1878 to 1885. I fnd that in 1878 we had a surplus
of 2,873,832 bushels of wheat which was sent out of the
country, and in 1885 we had 2,295,662 bushels. I can
explain why more grain has not been sent out of the
Province of Ontario. The reason is that it bas not
been paying us to raise oats for the last few years,
and a great many of the best farmers in the Pro-
vince have gone into grazing instead of raising
grain. Yet we are sending out nearly the same quantity
that we did in 1878. Now, with respect to the price of wheat.
I find from the .Mail newspaper that, from 1874 to 1878
inclusive, the average price of spring wheat was $1.10 per
bushel, and in 1886 the price was only 75 cents. per bushel.
We find with respect to oats that the average price was 42
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cents a bushel during the period from 1874 to 1878, and "DEÂR Sia,-Yours of the 2nd instant is received, and in reply would
during the asat period it was only bringing 32 cents a bushel. say that we are feeling the effect of the new tariff in the great advance-

ment of raw material to sucli an extent that we cannot purchase the
For peas we were receiving in the first period 71 cents per materialnow and seli the màchines without an advance of 10 per cent.
bushel, and we are now only recoiving 50 cents. per bushel, and save ourselves. We are just writing a large steel rolling mill in

and et e ae tlcitha th coditon f te frmea ~Noya Seotia, wha have aivanced the price of tlheir goods teoucho an ex-
and yet we ar told that the condition of thoarmers is tent that we wil have toedeclinereceiving theu, and cease building
better ondor the National Policy at the present time that it machines, unless we can get a higher price for them"
was before that policy was adopted. We are aiso told by
the same gentleman that we are exporting a surplus of oats. I would ask the hon. gentlemen opposite whether they are
Now, I find that, in 1878, we had a surplus of 268,5 49 bushels in a better position than the manufacturers thomselvos, to
of oats, and we consumed all the rest that we raised ; when speak as to the effect of these iron duties. I am afraid that
we come down to 1885 1 find that we exported 2,025,683 the "silver !ining," of which the Minister of Finance spoko
bushels, showing that the consumption is net keeping up with when introducing these tariff changes, will ontirely disap-
the production, and showing that the National Policy has pear wheti bis duties begin to take effeoct in the country,and
not given us a market for our surplus produce. that bis very sanguine anticipations will nover b realised.

Ho told us that wo would manufactura our own iron and
Mr. McNEILL. Would my hon. friend tell us how much steel, and by that moans a population of 300,000 would be

oats wo got from the United States in 1878 and 1885 re- added to the Daminion of Canada. But I find, in making a
spectively ? calculation in reforenco to some othor linos of goods manu-

Mr. McMILLAN ([luron). In 1879 we got profits of factured in this country, that, provided wo manufactured
over $2,000,000 on grain exported during that year, and overy article wo import of dutiable goods, it would only
during last year we only received $78,000 on grain exported add a population of 122,000. I will state, for the infor-
from this country. I find that, in 1871, wheat was 10 cents mation of the IIouse, tho amount of iron that ontered
higher in Toronto than it was in Chicago; I find in 1878 the United States afcer their protect.vo policy had been
it was i å cents higher in Toronto than in Chicago, and in operation for over twonty years. In 1885 there were
in April, 1887, it had gono up in Chicago until it was 1½ $33,903,227 worth >f iron and steol entered. In 1886
cents por bushel highor than it was in Toronto If it is not there were $36,031,777 worth imported into the United
the Natioral Policy that bas brought about this change, States. When we find that such bas been the eperience
I would like some bon. gentleman to tell me what it was. of the United States, how can we cxpcct the anticipation
We were told that the National PAlicy was going to givoeof the Finance Minister to be realised in Canada, seeing
ui Canada for the Canadans. It was going to increase the that here we have a country with two thousand miles of
prico of grain. I hold that it is fairer to comparo the pricos frontier and a dopth of only sixty or soventy miles,
,f grain between the United Status and Cana Ja, than iL is to whoreas the United States i a compact country with all
compare them between England and Canada, bccauso the the advantages of settloment from the Rocky Mountains to

Uuitoa States also sonds ber surplus produce to the English theseaboard. I think it possible that iron goods, such as
maikets. Now, who wo find that, in thi markets of (jan- agricultural implements, can be manufactured as cheaply
ada, wheat has fallen 10 cents a bushel since the National hoe as across the line. We have been told that there is no
Policy was introduced, while the prices have increased in class in the community so much benefited by the National
the United States, we must come to the conclusion that the Policy as the agricultural class. I state this, from my own
National Policy has been an injury to the farmers. experience, that no class of the conimunity bas suffered eo

much in consequence of the National Policy. I should like
Mr. MoNEILL. Would my hon. friend answer the to know the first article in respect of which the National

question I asked him? Policy has, given us a home market. We have been told
Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). The Trade and Navigation that it brought a home market to our doors. But we have

Roturns a-e open to the hon. gentleman, ar d if he wantsthe exported a groat deal more of such articles as cattle, choeso,
information ho can find it thcre. Now, the bon. the Finance sheep, oggs and butter since the National Policy than we
Minister tells us that we can get our goods as cbeaply to. did befoi e it bocamo law ; and at the same timo we have
day as we did beforo the National Policy was introduced. beon called upoa to pay more for everything we purchaso,
I would like to ask the hon. gentleman how that can be? and have received lower prices for the articles we have bad
Is it not a fact that woollen goods coming into Canada pay to sel. 1 warn hon. gentlemen opposito that one of the
from 24 to 42 per cent. aud even 45 per cent. duty ? causes of the present depression is the large amount of
Upon cotton goods we pay a duty of 27 per cent. Now, money taken out of the bands of the agriculturists. We
when a merchant goes into a warehouse in Glasgow to evre told beforo the National Policy was introduced that
purchaso goods, b is not asked whetbe he is going to it would not involve an incroase of duty, but only a
take those goods to a free trade country or to a country rearrangement of the taiff, and the First Minister told
withi protective tariff, but he pays just as much for goods the country that bis Government had been able to manage
coming into Canada as a Setch or English retail merchant public aiffrs with a smallor amount of taxation in the past
woulid pay for them for a local market. But when a that tho thon Goverament roquired, and that, consequently,
Canadian merchant comes to this sido with bis Scotch they would bo prepared to manage the country with lower
goods ho bas got to puy 27 per cent. duty, wbicb means taxation in the future. Have those promises been fulfilled
33 per cent. to the consumer. Now, tho hon. member for to the people of Canada ? I say no. Up to last year over
Pictou (Mr. McDougald) told us that the price was not going $44,000,000 had been taken out of the poekots of the peo-
to bo much increasod on iron goods under the present tariff. ple by the incroased taxation raised under the present tariff.
I say that no greater injustice bas ever been perpetrated No doubt a very largo amount has gone into the pockets of
upon the agriculturists of this country than the proposed the manufacturers, whilo no class of' the community bas
duty upon iron. Every article that we use upon our farms, contributed to the burthon of taxation so largely as the
all our implements, all our machinery into which iron farmers. Thero is a small cloud rising in the west. Itmay
enters, have to pay an increased price ot at least 10, if not not ho larger than a man's hand at the present time, but be.
15 por cent. I think I will b3 able to prove to this louse, fore four years have passed it will have spread over the whole
before I take my seat, that that is the view taken by some land, and farmers wilt be coming here and demanding that
of the most important manufacturers of agricultural im- their rights be recognised. I acknowledge that the class in
plementa in the Province of Ontario. I will reai a letter whose interests the Government have been legislating is a
from a manufacturer who says: very useful class, but I remember the statement of the
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Finance Minister that in order ta have a National Policy
you must have a pohcy to promote the interests of aHl classes
and industries. But 1 tell the hon. gentleman now that his
policy has failed to rdvance the most impnrtant industry in
Canada, and that is the agricultural industry. In 1878,
84,000,000 of manufactured goods were exported by the
Dominion, while in 1886 only a little over $2,000,000 worth
were exported; at the same time the exports of agricultural
products and animals reached for that year 839,000,000. It
is, thereforo, evident that agriculture, being the most import-
ant industry in Canada, is the industry to which the Govomn.
ment ought to turn their attention in the first place, because,
I hold that if agriculturists are not in a prosperous con.
dition, no other class can be prosperous, and I believe, te day,
three-fourths of our farmers are not making receipts and
expenditures meet, on account of the very large reduction
that has taken place in the price of our agricultural products
and of animals. Fat cattle, to-day, do net realise more than
4j cents per lb., whereas some years ago 6 cents and 6j
cents were obtained for animals of the saine description.
Yet we are told that the farmers to-day are botter off than
they wore bofore the National Policy was imposed. We are
told this almost every day, and I was very mach surprised
te hear lon. gentlemen opposite advocating a duty on elm
logs. The land that grows the elm logs is mostly in the
hands of the farmer, and to impose a duty on that class of
product is the same as to impose a duty on the products of
the farm. If the Govern ment place a duty on legs they might
as well impose an expert duty on wheat, and say that all
the wheat shall be ground into flour in Canada. There is, in
fact, more reason for this than for aun export duty on elm
logs, because it isa well known fact that wheat is in a batter
condition to grind before i Ictaves Ca-ada than it is after it
is exposed to a sca voyage. With respect to agricultural
machinery, we paid 35 per cent. under the old tariff and 10
per cent. bas been added, making 45 per cent. I repeat, that
there is no class having greater caue to complain than the
farmers, and next Session we hopo to find large deputations
of farmers here demanding just legislation in the interest
of the most important industry in the Dominion.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). I will not occupy the time
of the House more than five minutes in order te make a
personal explanation. 1 am told by an hon. member that
the statement is made that I have done as I have done, with
respect to the expert duty on elm legs, because I am inter-
eated with Michigan middlemon. The man who made that
statement is a coward and a calumniator. I am not
acquainted with any of the Michigan middlemen, I have not
had any corrcspondence with themr, I have acted in this
matter solely in the interest of the farmers of Ontario. Had
1 aîetcd as tho paid solicito- of any company or individual I
would have had a precodent in gontlencu who have been or
are members of tbis louse, and who make much greter
pretensions than I do. I know too much what is due te my
own self respect and te the honor of this IIouse, over
to have acted as the paid advocate in any matter which
came before this House. In the course I pursued in
this matter I have been actuated by a desire to serve
the farmers of my riding who have stood by me
faithfully for fifteen years, and for whom I have been
able te do so little in return. The hon. member for
Cornwall (Mr. Bergin), and I regret ho is net in his place,
referring to this the other evening, thought it was incon-
sistent on my part whon I took such a stand on this subject
te be also an advocate of the National Policy. When I sup-
ported that policy I did net suppose it would ever be
developed into what I call a policy of mo)nopoly. I look
upon this question of the duty on elm logs, in the small
district of country which only is affected by it, as a matter
of monopoly; but if hon. gentlemen will come up te my
part of the country and bring their statistics with them and

Mr. MoMuîè.zr (Euron).

explain the matter to the farinera in such a way as to satisfy
them that it is in their interest that an expert duty shou1I
be imposel, I shall support that policy. But so long as
those who are most interosted think that it is not in tieir
interest that this duty should be imposed, so long as they
think that competition incroases the price to them, so long
shall I continue to advocate their interests bore. That is
the sole motive I have in the matter.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I wish to engage the atton-
tion of the Ilouse for a short time upon the question which
is under discussion this aftornoon. Representing as I do an
agricultural section of the country and a very intelligent
class of farmers, who have for years been feeling the burdens
imposed upon them by the National Policy, and who have
never seen the benefits which hon. gentlemen say are to be
derived from that policy, I think I would net be doing my
duty if I did not express te the Ilouse and country their
opinions on this matter, bolieving as I do, and as they do,
that a National Policy of this character can be of no benefit
to a class which. exports a large surplus of their pro lucts
every year. In 1878 the farmers of this country were told
that the markets for the agricultural population wore
glutted largely by the introduction of materials of a cor-
responding character from the United States market. That
was not the fact, but the farmers, having been laboriug
with other classes under a poriod of depression flor four or
five years, were willing to listen to almost any Tory who
they thought would offer a means of removing that
depression, and I believe a large number of the Liberals
of this country were lod by the promises thon mado
by hon. gentlemen opposite and their satellites to support
the Tory party on that occasion. The farmers are one of
the most imp)rtant classes-nay, the most important clas
of the community ; they represent 60 per cent. of the entire
population ; we have no less than 600,000 farmers in the
Dominion of Canada; they are the largest employers of
labor, and that being the case, I think we have a right te
consider their interests before and above the interests of
any other class which comes under the consideration of this
Ho9use. We know that they have invested in their avoca-
tion ton times as much money as all the manufacturera of
this country. The interest on the investment of the farmers
for one year would buy out nearly all the manufacturing
interests in this country, and that being the care, their
interests demand the attention and consideration of every
consistent representative of a farming district in the country.
As I said before, the farmers were told, in 1878, that theirown
mai kets were glutted by a foreign product, and though the
Liberals of the country told the farmers that that was not
the case, ovents had not developed enough to show, by
facts and figures, that tho results which we predicted would
follow. I we compare the so-called glutting of the market,
in 1873, with what is taking place to-day, it will be seen
by every impartial man, no matter on what sidee may
sit, that the statements made to the farmers in 1878, and
which led them to support the National Policy, were not
based on facts. I have consulted the Traie and Navigation
Returns, and I find that, in 1878, 1,587 horses were brouglit
into Canada from the Amorican side to compote with
Canadian horses, and as the Tories said at that time, to glut
the market. Now, it was perfectly plain that that number
of horses would net glat the Canadian market, but, admit-
ting that it did, how much more was the market glutted
in 1886, when 2,251 horses were imported from the Amorioan
side ?

Mr. HESSON. How much duty was collected on that ?
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). It did not matter to the

farmers whether there was duty te be collected or net, so
long as they had te compote with an over-supplied market.
I am astonished and amazed that a man professing te have
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Fo much sense as the hon. momber f.r North Perth
(Mr. Ilesson) should ask such a foolish question at the
prosent juncture. It did not matter to the farmer whether
there were $900,000, or oven that many millions of duty
collected ; so long as these articles were in competition
in the open market with bis own products ho had to
abide by the result of the competition without regard
to the duty. In 1878, we imported 10,506 shoop, and
no doubt the hon. member for Jorth Perth (Mr. Hesson)
to!d bis followers that this country was being made an
American sheep mai ket, and that as a result the farmers
did not reccive the same price as if there was a duty to
nieet those sheep at the border and prevent them from
coming in. But I point out to him that, in 1b86, we import-
cd 30,427 sheep, or three times as many were brought in
in compotition with the Canadian farmer in 1886 as there
were in 1878. I would ask the hon. gentlemen oppo-
site where is the protection which they promised to give
the Canadian farmer in the item of sheep. Then, in 1878,
we imported of swine 14,704, and those swine, according
to the statements of the Tories of that time, gluttcd
the market; but, in 1886, under the protectivo duty
imposed by these gentlemen we imported 16,488. Then
of butter we imported, in 1878, 111,557 lbs., which
would not be one-fiftioth of an ounce for every individual
in the country, though it was said that the market was
glutted ; but, in 1886, under the ogis of the National Policy,
325,201 lbs. of butter were imported, or nearly three
times as much as in 1818. And yet we are told that
the Canadian market has b3en preservod to the Canadian
farmer, su that ho may selt his butter and roalise bigher
prices. Thon we were told that bacon was largely imported
from the other side, and that the Canadian farmers were not
in a position to realise as bigh prices as they should if this
article was shut out of the Canadian market. The quantity
of bacon imported, in 1878, was 2,845,169 Ibs., while
under a high protective duty, which was to prevent the
importation of bacon, we import 3,G64,495 pounds.
We were told that the manufacturers in this country
would engage euch a large number of hands that
there would be a large demand for pork, and thit the
lariers would, thereore, realise higher prices. We im-
ported, in 187-, 10,248,000 Ibo., and in 1886, 11,308,040
lbs.-over 4,000,000 more pork brought into competition
with the product of the Canadian farmers in their own
market in 1886 than there were in 1878. Again, take the
article of lard. We wore informed that over 2,250,000 lbs. of
that article were imported into this country in 1878 ; but
we imported over 3,000,000 Ibs. in 186. W ith regard to
cheese, we were assured that American cheese was coming
into the Canadian market in large quantities, and shutting
ont Canadian cheese or reducing the price. But the quantity
imported in 1878 was a more bagatelle-only 88,000 lbs.,
whereas we imported 1,000 lbs. more in 1886. These
figures show that the protective duties placed on thcse
leading products of the farmers of this country, did
not give them that protection which was promised to
them. And yet we hear hon. gentlemen continually
lauding this National Policy-national humburg, will I
say, so far as the farmers are concerned; for never, since
its introduction, bas it put one single dollar, directly or
indirectly, into the pockets of the Canadian farmers. True,
it is an entirely different matter from the manufacturer's
standpoint, but it bas been of no benefit to the farmer
whatever, That is one promise that was not redeemed.
Was there any other promise made in that year ? Yes,
there was. The farmers were told that the prices they got
for the various cereals and products of the farm would bo
increased, and that they would get the control of the Cana.
dian market. I have a table of facts and figures on that
sru.j-ct, and I challenge successful contradiction of one
single figure that it contains. 1 have consulted the best

authorities on the prices prevailing on the lth of March
in each year, from 1878 to 1887, inclusive, and they were
as follows:-

Naine
of Product

Wheat, fait.......
do spring ..

Barley .............
Oats ................
Peas .......... .....
Dressed hoge ....
Turkeys .. .......
Butter (tub) .... ,.
Eggs ...............
Apples (bris )...
Potatoes (bush.)
Hay ............
Straw ......... .....
Wool .. ,............

Naine
of Product.

Wbeat, fail.......
do spring...

Barley ...

Oats ........
Dressed hog.
Peas ............
Turkeys ...........
Btter (tub)......
Eggs .............
Apples (bris.) ..
Potatoes (bu:h.)
Hay.........
Straw ...............
Wool ...... ........

1874.

$ ots.
1 27
1 15
1 35
o 45
O 70
7 35
1 75
0 37
0 19
2 75
O 50

22 00
15 00
0 3

1881.

$ ets.
1 08S
1 14
0 85
0 39
7 80
0 67
1 87
0 20
0 18
1 25
0 45

13 50
8 50
0 24

1875.

Cts.
0 91
0 88
0 85
0 45
0 77
8 Co
1 80
0 23
0 29
2 25

20 00
9 50
0 33

1876.

1 00
1 00
0 76
0 34
0 70
8 60
1 12
0 27
0 19
1 89
0 50

17 00
9 50
0 29

1877. I 1878.

$ ets.
1 36
1 42
0 68
0 50
0 73
6 00
1 50
0 17
0 18
2 00

......... 1
13 50
9 25
0 2b

1882. 11883. 1 1884.

$ cLs.
1 20
1 24
0 80
0 44
7 88
0 80
1 00
0 20
0 15
2 25
0 80

10 50
8 25
0 18

$ cts.
0 98
1 06
0 8
0 47
8 13
0 77
1 75
0 22
0 22
2 50
0 50

13 25
8 50
0 18

5 ots
1 0l
1 10
0 6,
0 39
8 70
0 77
1 62
0 18
0 20
3 33
0 30
7 75
7 75
0 18

$ cts.
1 02
1 18
0 59
0 35
0 65
5 25
1 60
0 16
0 14
3 25
0 41

17 00
13 00

0 21

1885.

$ cts
0 80
0 81
0 £6
0 39
ô 87
0 59
1 50
0 16
0 23
1 75
0 50

10 00
9 751
0 17

1 12
0 83
0 42
0 71
7 04
1 56
0 23
0 20
2 43

18 00
11 25

0 29

1879.1 1880.

$ ats.
0 93
0 86
0 64
0 39
5 75
0 62
0 82
0 15
O 19
1 88
0 70

10 25
7 00
....... .

1886. 1887.

$ ete. $ cts.
0 R2 0 82
0 78 0 81
0 77 0 52
0 37 0 35
6 25 6 38
0 59 0 51
115 1 15
017 0 17
0 21 0 16
1 88 2 75
0 4' 0 55

13 2' 12 00
8 00 8 00
0 17 ........

$ ets.
1 27
1 26
0 63
0 40
6 15
0 68
1 10
0 27
0 14
3 00
0 38
9 03
5 50

4,

$ eti.
0 99
1 OL
0 69
0 40
7 00
0 67
1 34
0 19
0 19
2 30
0 51
il 00
8 00

The following table is compiled from the last one, and shows
the average price of wheat in the period from 1874 to 1878
inclusive, as compared with the averge price in the period
from 1879 to 1887 inclusive, and shows also how much each
farmer has lost on an estimated produce in consequence of
the fall in the prices of the products named:

NaP e
of Product.

Wheat .....
Barley ...... ......
Oats ........
Peas ........ .
Dressed hogs....
Turkeys.
Butter..............
Apples, per brI...
Eggs........
Hay .... . ........
Straw......
Wool ..

Price Price
frein 11974 1 frem 1879
te 1878. Ito 1887.

$ et.

0 85
0 42
0 71
7 01
1 56
0 23
2 69
0 20

18 00
Il 25
0 34

$ ets.
0 99
0 68
0 40
0 67
7 00
1 31
0 19
2 30
0 19

il 00
8 00
0 22

Difference.

$ cts.
0 12
0 17
0 02
0 01
0 04
0 22
0 04
0 39
0 01
7 00
3 25
0 12

sti
pro

200
150
150
75
10
10

203
15
50
5
5

50

Arnount
mated 1ot by
duce. fait ilu

prices.

$ Ct.
bush. 24 00

"9 25 50
3 00
3 00

cwt. 0 40
2 20

lb3. 8 00
bris. 5 85
doz. 0 50
tons. 35 00

ti 16 25
lba. 6 00

I want te call attention to the particular article of wool.
In 1878 the Tory orators-and thoir voices are almost
resounding in my ears at present-when addressing agricul-
turat audiences, declared that as soon as we got protection,
the large woollen factories that became established in this
country would buy all the wool the farmers had to sell,
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and that when the manufacturers would be competing with
each other for the wool, the farmers would get a larger
price f >r it; yet these gentlemen knew quite well at the
time that there was no such priz3 in store for the farmers.
I ask, have the farmers realised the high prices that were
promised them in 1878, under the fostering care of the
National Policy ? The figures I have given show that the
price of wool has been reduced from 34 cents to 23 cents a
pound, a loss to the farmer of 12 cents. on every pound of
wool he produces. Now, taking the total average losses which
the farmers have incurred from the reduction in the prices
of the articles I have named, an average farmer loses
overy year $129.70. How does this affect the county
of Huron, one of whose railways I represent? Thera
are in that county 7,855 farms of 100 acres each-
say 7,000 farms, making ample provision for waste lands.
A loss of $29.70 on oach amounts to a loss on all the farms
in that county every year of no less than $907,900. The
farmers of Huron overy year recoive that much less for
their produce under the present policy than they received
during the Government of my hon. friend from Ëast York
(Mr. Mackenzie). Yet bon. gentlemen opposite get up with
a certain degree of confidence and assert that the farmers
are in a more prosperous condition than they were before.
We are told that the land is now worth, acre per acre,
as much as before. IHow can that be possible? Does not
the value of land depend on the amount of production and
of profits? Does not the value of bank or railway stock,
or of any stock, depend on the percentage it pays to the
stockhoiders as a dividend ? It the dividend is smali, the
stock goes down. So it is with the farming community. We
were told that the people sustained the National Policy in
1878, and endorsed it in 1882. I deny that the people
endorsed it in 1882. In 1882, the Government did not go
before the same jury as they did in 1878. They had gerry.
manderod the entire length and breadth of Oitario to such
an extent as almost to obliterate the previous land marks of
the constituencies, so that the result could not be taken as
the criterion of the opinions of the people. Bosides, the re-
action had not set in completely. For the first few years a
rush was created by moneys being taken from other sources
of investment and put in manufactures. Sir Leonard Tilley,
the thon Minister of Finance, said that the time had come
and would continuO for the next ton years, when the manu-
facturers should put out full sail in every part of the coun.
try. Many people who had their moneys invested in care-
fui and canny-if I may use a Scotch expression-business,
acting on this advice, withdrow their money and put it in
manufactures, which led to a certain incroase in employ-
ment. The farmers also had good crops. The leader of the
Governmont said, in his celebrated spech at Park Hill, that
the clerk of the weather was a good Cons rvative and that
accounted for the good crops. I think that good Conserva-
tive is surely dead, and I hope the hon. gentleman will suc-
ceed in replacing him. There were good crops in 1881,1882
and 188j in Canada, while there were bad crops in foreign
countries. This raised the prices te our farmers, who were
led to believe that the rise in prices was due to the National
Policy. They consequently, to a large extent, endorsed
the policy, which, in their ignorance they supposed gave
them the prosperity that came from the good crops and the
high prices alone. The readjustment of the tariff now pro.
posed is of such a character that it does not weigh equally
on the shoulders of the rich and the poor, but falls with the
greatest weight on the people who are the least able to bear
it. Take, for instance, the article of organs. We are all
fond of music, and it is becoming popular te have a music
box in almost every louse in the country. The daughter
of the mechanic or the laborer can erjoy musicjust as well
as the daughter of the millionaire, but if the farmer wants
an organ, lie muet pay â0 or 40 per cent. duty, while the
millionaire can get in hie grand piano at 20 per cent. duty.

Mr. MAODONALD (Huron).

Again, if the ladies of those millionaires want to wear
sealskins, they get them in at 15 per cent. duty,
while the wife of the mechanic, if she wishes to
wear an imitation seal, has to pay 30 per cent. Again
striped shirting, largely usel by the laboring classes, is
charged from 35 to 40 per cent., while the fine check shirt-
ing used by gentlemen, and not adapted to working people,
only pays 30 per cent. The gross fabrics used by lumber-
mon, farmers and others pay 40, 60, 80 and even 100 per
cent., but the fine blankets that are imported from France
to keep the bodies of the millionaires warm in the winter pay
only 30 to 40 por cent. Take silk dresses. There is à2½
per cent. charged on calico and prints, while silks and satin
and velvet only pay 30 per cent. Tako, for instance, chro.
mos which adorn the bouses of the people who have not the
means to go to Italy, France and Spain, and get copies of
the old masters. These are charged 20 per cent. duty, while
the millionaire, as in the case of an hon. gentleman opposite
who went to New Yoi k and paid no le-s than 846,000 for a
grand picture to adorn the walls of his grand parlor, gets
hia valuable pictures in free of duty. Any person wio
importa a work of art that is considered excellent, or is the
copy of the work of some great artist, gets it in froc of duty,
while the workingman has to pay duty on the simple chromos
that adorn his walls. Itis said that to encourage art we should
let valuable pictures in free, so that our artists may have
something to incite them to greater efforts; but what bas the
poor farmer and artisan to do with thom ? Why should he
have taxes imposed on him so as to give advantages to those
favored classes? The same satemnent applies te carpets.
If a mechanie wishes to buy a carpet, he is charged 35 to
50 per cent. duty. If any hon. gentlemen opposite, whose
pockets are fuller than his head, wishes to put on hie floor
a rich and beaútiful carpet, lie pays from 25 to 35 per cent.
for bringing it into the country. Ie that right in the interest
of the country ? Beaides that, thy have placed a high
protective duty on the simple remedies that the poor people
use to take away their aches and pains. Thore are many
people suifering from rheumatism, and such other things, as
my lion. friend, the doctor, yonder is acquainted with, and
yet these hon. gentlemen opp)site corne down and place a
duty of 50 per cent. on proprittary medicines, when nany
hundreds and thousands of the Canadian people believe that
they have a virtue, although I may not.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Does my hon. friend object to the
duty on patent medicines ?

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I do most positively object
to it to that extent, because i believo that if any one thinks
these medicines are good, if any one thinks they are botter
than a tonie which ho might receive from the hon. gentle.
man yonder, if anyone believes that Wizard Oil is good for
bis joints, and for his sinews and muscles, ho has a perfect
right to buy it, and yet the Gvernment of this country has
imposed a tax of no less than 50 percent on those medicines.
What shall I put in opposition to this ? We had a discussion
the other day in regard to the Grand Victoria Park among
the Rocky Mountains, and that is to be bought up and put
in order at the public expense, to allow the rich people, who
have rheumatism and aching through their bodies and
joints, to go there and receive the boneft of the sulphur
springs, and the balmy air of the mountains, and the refresh-
ing breczes, while the people of this country who cannot
afford to go there are not allowed to obtain these simple
remedies without paying the unreasonable duty of 50 per
cent. I challenge any hon. gentleman opposite, doctor or
layman, te point out one of these proprietary medicines
whioh are made in the country. I might go on to point out
the burdens of this National Policy which has pressed
heavily on the farmers and on the laborers of this country.
It has been said that the farmers are the mudsills of
the country. They are in one sense the mudsilis, be-
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cause they are the foundation of the prosperity of this
country, but I fear that, by the legislative action of hon.
members on the other side, they wiil rot be actually made
the mudsills, but will be pressed deeper and deeper into the
mud by the policy of undue and additional bardens upon
them,

Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not rise to make any lengthened
remarks. I am sure that this debate bas been prolonged to
a much greater degree than was intended when it began. I
only desire to say that I heartily agree with my hon. friend
from Huron (Mr. Macdonald) in regard to the feeling which
we should have for the great agricultural class of this coun.
try. As a medical man, I can, however, scarcely agree with
him that the Government are putting an imposition upon
any class when they tax the patent medicines. Wo will not
quarrel with him on that point, however, but I will make a
proposition to the hon. gentleman, and I will ask him if he
will accompany me in a visit to the Minister of Finance and
ask him to take the duty off patent medicines and place it
upon sulphate of quinine.

Sir CHAR LES TUPPER. Tho admirable speech of my
hon, friend the senior member for Pictou (Mr. McDougald)
has rendered it unnecessary that I should say anything in
regard to the question which lias been under discussion
to-day, but I wish to call attention to the statement which
was made by an hon, gentleman on the othor side that a
great injury has been inflicted upon Canada in England by
the proposals which I have had the honor to submit to the
louse in connection with the tariff. I will meet that state.

ment by reading a very short extract from the Financial
.ews-

An hon. MEMBE R. Send it to Blansard.
Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. The extract I am going to

read is so short that it is not necessary, and I do not wish
to buiden the Ransard with the whole article. I will read
a single paragraph, which I am sure hon. gentlemen on both
sides of the House will be glad to hear. Tho Financial News,
after a full examination of the position of Canada and that
of the other self-governing colonies, says:

" Canada has been the moit prudent borrower of all our self-govern-
Ing colonies, and she is carrying now the amallest burden of public debt
in propertion to her means and population. At the end of 188> there
were it ibe Aust-alian colonies, inctuding New Zealand, thrce and a
quarter million people, and in Canada four and three-quarter millions.
At the same date the Australian governments were owing to this coun-
try nearly 141 millions sterling, or an average of £43 14a. Id. per head,
while iho public debt of Canada was little more than 40 millions, or an
average of£8 £Ils. lld. per head. The Australian and South African
colonies combined have a population about as large as that of Canada,
but the aggregate of their public debt is more than four times.as great
It atnounted in 1885 to over 165 millions sterling, as compared with the
Canadian 40 millions sterling.

And they go on to say that the result of the position which
Canada now occupies in the estimation of the financial
world, in view of the statements I have been able to mako
to this House in the Budget speech, is that our 3,; per cents
are exchanged at 103-, and I may say that since that date
the Canadian 3i per cents have sold freely in London-as
freely as they could be obtained-at 103 ex dividend, that
is to say, without the dividend which is to accrue on the
1st of July. I hold in my hand the Economist, which is,
perhaps, the highest financial authority in England, in
which our 3i per cents are not only quoted at the figures I
have mentioned, from 102J- to 1034, but our 4 per cents are
quoted as high as from 110 to 111. I give that tolhon.
gentlemen as the position which we occupy in England in
presence of the measure we have recently taken. I will
not take up the time of the House in answering the re-
marks of hon. gentlemen who pointed out the hostility
which had been excited in England in consequence of this
tariff, because the speech of my hon. friend has completely
met that. An hon. gentleman on the other side said that
my hon. friend had favored the House with a rehash of the
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Budget speech. It is right and it is honest that I should
say that if there is any one hon. gentleinan more than
another who is ablo to instruct the House in regard to this
great and important change in regard to the iron industry,
it is my hon. friend the senior member for Pictou (Mr.
McDougald), and, further, I may say that the Budget speech
is much more indebted to the hon. gentleman than the hon4
gentleman is indebted to the Budget speech.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I wish to say a word or two in re-
ference to the topie discussed by the Minister of Finance. The
hon. gentleman was not in the country when this discussion
took place as to the comparative liabilities of Canada and
the Australian Provinces. If the hon. gentleman had been
aware of that discussion, ho would hardly have made the
statement or read the sentence from the News which ho read
on the present occasion. It is clear that the author of that
sentence was not very familiar with the subject that ho
discussed. Now, the hon. gentleman knows riglit well that
all the public works and undertakings, all the important
railways constructed in the Australian colonies, are the pro.
perty of those colonies. They are publie works, and a
large portion of the liabilities that those Provinces have in-
curred in the construction of those works are met by the
freights and charges imposed upon the traffic, and the pas-
sengers upon those lines of railway. If the hon. gentleman
wishes to institute a fair comparison between the Australian
colonies and Canada, it would bo necessary to add to the
public debt of Canada the whole of the debt that
has been incurred by the various railway corpor-
ations that are found in every portion of the Dominion.
Now, I am not going at this moment into the dis-
cussion of that subject, bocause it is quite foroigu,
as much of the discussion tn that side of the House
this afternoon has been, to the complaint made by the hon,
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). That
hon. gentleman pointed out that the Finance Minister had
enormously increased the burdens of the people of this
country, and hon, gentlemen opposite labored assiduously
to show that this increase of taxation is not a burden, that
in fact taxation, instead of being a burden, is an actual
bonefit to the population. Then, Sir, we have had the
statement made by the hon. gentleman that this benefit
doos not dopend upon the wiedom of the oxpenditure of the
taxes that aro collected farm the peoplo, but the very fact
that taxes are taken out of the pookots of the people, which
are in the form of protective duties, in itself confers a
special benefit upon the population. Thon we were told
over and over again this afternoon by the hon. member for
Pictou (Mr. McDougald) and by the hon. gentlemen on that
side, that the people of this country would be seriously
injured if they undertook to trade with foreign countries.
Why, we wore told they would be sending their money out
of the country. Well, that is what we are doing when we
carry on trade with other countries. Surely we have no
money here, any more thau people have elsewhero, except
what we earrh and if we can earn more money by applying
ourselves to one particularindustry than another, we ought to
be permitted to do so, and to purchase what we require in
the cheapest market. That is all we are doing when we
carry on trade. If hon. gentlemen opposite wore to stand
up and say that every man ought to be bis own tailor and
his own shoemaker, because he was paying something out
of the family and it was going into the pockets of his neigh-
bor, everybody would see the absurdity of the proposition.
And yet the proposition that is seriously elaborated this
afternoon, and supported by any amount of fallacious sta.
tistics, is a proposition exactly of this sort. Now, I am not
going to imitate the example of the hon. gentleman. It
would be a waste of the time of the House, at this period of
the Session, to enter into a discussion of the kind. Sir, Mr.
Hobbs says there are mon who, when their interests are At
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stake, çill seriously argue that the three angles of a tri-
angle are not equal to two right angles, and the argument
of the hon. gentleman, and the one that bas been commended
by the Finance Minister, is an argument exactly of
this class, It is an argument to prove that that which
nmay be scientifcally demonstrated to be true, is not
trug after aIl, apd that that which experience and the
most exact reasoning show to be sound, is the height
of political wisdom. 9Now, the hon. gentleman has told us
over and overagsin that he bas not very seriously increased
the burden of taxation on the people of tbis country in the
imposition of these duties on iron. I hold in my hand an
invoice from Andrew and James Stewart, of Glasgow,
representing a sale of certain kinds of tubing-gas tubes,
serewed and coupled, î inch, 1 inch and If inch in diame-
ter; galvanised tubes ¾ inch and I linch in diameter. I
find that the amount of this bill is $430, and that the
amount of taxation is exactly 8368 ; 85, or 85J per cent.
duty; add to ibis freight and insurance, and then the
taxation will be double the original price of the article. And
yet the hon. gentleman has sought to persuade himself and
the House, and I suppose he hopes the country, that we
are doing the right thing, and are pursuing our own inter-
qats in trying to attrgot capital and industry to those pur-
suits that require a protection or bounty of 100 per cent,
in order to enable manufacturers successfully to engage in
thlos operations.

Sir GU&RLEaS TUPPBR, It has been usual in this
House to allow the Finance binister to close the debate on
a qsestion of this kind. I waited to give the hon. gentle.
man au opportunity to rise, but I am not surprised that ho
did not avail himself of it, but took occasion to make a
speech to which he could not receive a reply.

Mr. MILLS. But the hon. gentleman doos not pretend
te sy that none of his friends are able to answer ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I waited until you were to
pa the question before I rose, and I say that courtesy to
this flouse required that the hon.gentleman should not take
an opportunity, when my mouth was closed, to address the
House upon this subject. But, Sir, I do not complain, from
a4 party standpoint, I rejoice. I do not intend to say one
word in reply to the hon. gentleman except this : We, in
the Conservative party, will listen with great pleasure, will
read with great pleasure, the speech of the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), the speech of
the hon. member for Ialifax (Mr. Joues), and the speech of
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills); they will read
these speeches with great pleasure, because they will recog.
niae that these gentlemen are pursuing a contrary course
to thAt, pursued by the distinguished gentleman, the leader,
for many years, in this House, of the great party opposite,
apd whose absence from this louse and the cause'of it, I
ffa sure, every hon. gentleman in this House depiores. That
hon. gentleman who is now absent heard my statement
madein the Budget speech that he had committed himself
to the policy of protection in the country, and he neither
4hallqnged nQr a.swered my statement; he spoke again
sad again before he left this House, but ho nover uttered
Q#P w ird in reply to the statement that he had committed
hirmlf and his party to the policy of protection.

Sema hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Sir CEARLES TUPPER. I say that, in the abaence of

that distinguished and hon. gentleman, the Conservative
party, that great party who believe that the interests of
Canada reqaire that they should continue to control the-
public affaire of this country, will learn with great pleasure
Vhe fact that the prudent course adopted by the leader of
that party has been ab4ndoned by hon, gentlemen opposite,
and that those who now lead that party have again raise4
the 1i of f.e trade in this country, have again denounoed

Ji, MILLe (Bothwell).

the policy of protection in this country, and again put
themselves before the people in the same attitude that bas
kept them where they are since 1878, and which will keep
them where they are until they retract and repudiate the
doctrine they now profess.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am cortainly surprised at the speech
delivered by the Minister of Finance ut this stage of the
debate. I am not speaking for sny member on this side of
the House except for myself, and when the hon. gentleman
refers to hon. members on this side, who have abandoned
their policy of protection, I can only say for mysolf that I
entertain the same leanings I did in 1878 with respect to
the moderate protection of the industries of the country.
But when the hon, gentleman states that the hon. gentle-
man who leads the party on this side, who is not now in
his place, departed from his principles, I muet say that
what 1 understood the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake) to say in all the public statements he made, was
this: that the country had twice endorsed the principles
advocated by the First Minister, who came down in 1878
and asked the country to adopt a policy of moderato pro-
tection. What is the state of things to-day ? Daes any
one pretend that the Bill under discussion is a Bill in any
sense one for moderate protection ? I say it is not. I
entertain the same feelings I did in 1878, when I came out
and sacrificed myself in order to secure protection for the
industries of the country. But I find that hon. gentlemen
opposite have made a pretext of protection to come before
Parliament and the country and impose on the people bur.
dons under the name of protection, a revenue tariff which is
going to be oppressive and inflict great injury on the people. I
think the hon. Minister, at this late hour of this debate, and
this lato stage of the Session, ought not to have launched
out into one of those tirades of which ho bas just given ris
an example. It would be very much botter for the hon.
gentleman to confine himself to the facts, that the policy
we are now called upon to endorse, and the Bill we have
under consideration, is a Bill for the protection of the indus.
tries of Nova Scotia, not the policy for which I fongt with
them in 1878. I do not know what course may le pursued
by hon. gentlemen on this sidaeof the House; I speak for
mysolf. I entertain the same feelings as I entertained in
1878, bat I will resist, as far as I eau, all attempts made,
year after year, to force a different tariff on the country.
It is most destructive to the interests of trade to constantly
change the tariff; it interferes with the operations of
merchants and patalyses those operations ; and even
now we have a tariff which very few can understand.
Do we believe that if we had told the people, in
1878, that we were going to impose daties equal to
90 or 100 par cent, on iron products, that the country would
have accepted the National Policy ? No, they would have
indignantly rejected it. But hon. gentlemen have got into
position, they have managed to get into the sadctle, and
time after time by the use of the enormous sums which
they have secured from the increaEed revenue, they are
able to throw here asop in the shape of a railway bonus,
and there a sop in the shape of a railway bonus, and
they have corrupted the constituencies of this country
and by that means have been enabled to hold power. I soe
a smile on the face of the Premier. fie is well known te
le an able and a clever man, and a very cunning one too,
and he will no doubt smile on thisE statement I am about to
make-he will smile in his sleeve-that hon. gentleman
opposite think: We have got them now, and we have them
for a long time to come; we have rollod up a debt that iL will
be impossible to pay unless we continue to keep up the
taxation on the people which we impose by this Bill. I
knew that would draw a emile from the hon, gentleman.
With him I know it is: after me the deluge. He cares about
nothing but to retain power. This i the position in wbich
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matters stand. I tell this Rouse that, taking the four
millions of acres of land granted as subsidies to be worth
one dollar per acre, we wilL when we close this Session
to.morrow or the next day have plaeed on the people
$55,OUO,000 of taxation, and that will waken up the echoes
from one end of the land to the other and make the people
hesitate before they again support the right hon. gentleman.

Sir CIARLES TUPPER. Nobody will believe you,
because the statement is not truc.

Mr. ILTCHI LL. The hon. gentleman thinks no one will
believe my statement. I think my reputation for veracity
and truthfulness will compare favorably with that of the hon.
gentleman.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir (HIARLES TUPPER. I congratulate hon. gentlemen
opposite on the accession to their ranks.

Mr. MITCHELL. If I was guilty of the exaggeration for
which the hon, gentleman is noted, thon I would not be
surprised at the louse being unwilling to believe my stata
ment. I did not intend to speak on the subject ; I have
been drawn into it by the overbearing course pursued by
the Minister of Finance. But I did intend to read a letter
which I recoived from a gentleman, who asked me when the
tariff question came up to read it to tho House, and I will
do so, now that 1 have replied to the tirade which the
Mini-ter delivered on hon. gentlemen on this side who have
chosen to discuss a Bill, which they have a right to do :

"JMON PREAL, 23rd May, 1887.
" J. M. Couvaea, ELq,

"Ottawa.
" DEin SR,-In answer toyour favor of the 21st instant, for which I

am obliged, allow me respectfnlly te request you will be good enough te
cal[ the attention of the Minister of Finance to the inadequate protection
on railway car springs and axles, as mentioned in your favor to hand.

" While the duty on raw material is 50 per cent and over, the protec-
tive duty on car springs and axles the limit is 35 per cent. This ls
against the manufacturer in Oanada, and detrimental to my interest and
other makers in this country. Hence, I respectfully claim the consider-
ation at the Minister's bands which he promised me on Monday, the 16th
instant, when I had the honor of waiting upon him at Ottawa. I find,
on reference to the tariff, a duty is put upon ordinary carriage springs
and axles of le. per lb specific and 30 per cent. ad valorem.

" There is o reason that I can see why au exception should be made
in favor of railway springa, and think that spring makers are entitled
te eqaal consideration with other manutacturers. With the duties on
bar steel and railway springs as fixed, American and other manufacturera
will have the advartagetof us, and will be able to undersell us in
Canada. This can hardly be called National Policy. Anticipating a
readjustment of the Tarif, I have the honor te remain,

"Yours respectfally,
"B. J. OGHLIN, per J. O."

Mr. Coghlin is one of the leading hardware and spring
manufacturers in Montreal. If the statement is true, thon
very great hardship is inflicted on the gentleman engaged
in that business, and the tariff, as regards those engaged in
the trade which this genteman is prosecuting, is not a tariff
which bas any National Policy in it.

Mr. LAURIER. There is one remark which fell from
the lips of the Finance Minister which should not be
allowed to pass without some further criticism. The hon.
gentleman has attempted to associate with his policy the
name of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake).
I say, and I leave it to the intelligence of this House and
also to the intelligence of the Minister of Finance, that
nothing could be more bad taste than to attempt to say that
because the member for West Durham (Mir. Blake) did not
diEcuss this question, it was because he did not dare to
state his views.

Sir CHABLES TUPPER. I did not intimate that ho did
not dare to state his views.

Mr. LAURIER. Then what did the hon. gentleman
mean?

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. I stated in my Badget speech
in plain and distinct terms that the member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake) had committed himself in the most
unqualified terms to the policy of protectio,-

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Read the speech, yen have it

in Bansard; and ho assured the manufacturera of this
country that they had nothing to fear. I congratulated
the House and the country upon the fAct that the time had
arrived when we were at one on that question. I made that
statement in the presence of the hon, gentleman himself;
ho addressed this House again and again, between that time
and the time at which ho was unfortunately obliged to leave
the House, without his ever having questioned the accuray
of my statement or the'sounduess of the inforences I drew.
That is wbat I said.

Mr. LAURIER. If the hou. gentleman meant, when ho
referred to the speech of the hon. member for South Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake) what ho bas just stated, I have nothing
more to say, because the speech is there and it speaks fbr
itself. What that hon. gentleman Faid was this: that If
his party were returned to power they would not act like
a bull in a china shop and try to demolish everything, but
that everything would be revised where it should beeovifed.
I am glad I have drawn from the hon. Finance Minister
the disclaimer which ho has made-that his reference to
the attitudo of the hon. member for West Durham (Ur.
Blake) were not as I understood him. I nderstood him
to sny that if the voice of the hon. member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake) had not been heard on the question, it
was simply because ho had changed his views.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will
find my speech in Ransard exactly as it was spoken.

Mr. LAURIER. I accept the disclaimer of the hon.
gentleman, and since ho has made that disclaimer I have
nothing more to say. The views of the hon. member for
West Darham (Mr. Blake) are well known. Ie has not
attacked every item of the tariff, but he has urged his views
again and again, and no one of those views with more fore
than that the present tariff, or the fariff sueh as it was
before this lat revision, was oppressive to the working
man and the po3orer classes of the community: and I am
sure that if ho had his voice and were here to-day, he
would say that it was ton times, yes a hundred times more
bo than ever before.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). I am not going te debate this
question on its merits but I muest say that I think that
when the Finance Minister rebuked my hon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) for speaking after him, ho should
have het the example of not introducing new matter, and
making statements which ho knows we on this aide oould
not agreo with. I find on looking over Hansard that what
I am now about to bring before the fouse has not
apparently been considered at any length, and that is the
clause providing for the extension of time with refard te
goods purchased before the 13th of May. Now, I think
it is desirable that the Minister of Oustoms should, if he has
not already done so, publicly state now whother ho has
made rales which will guide his officers in the varions porte,
and what evidene hoe is determined te accept as satisfactory
with reference to the purchase of these goode. I think it is
desirable that there should be perfect and absolute aniform-
ity, and that it should not be left in the disecretion af the
officer in one port to accept as proof what would be refased
by the officer in another port. I think the Minister muet
already have devised and detailed a plan as to what evidence
ho deems satisfactory, and I think it would be in the inter-
est of the country that hoeshould publicly state now whether
that evidence shall be the production of the original letters
ordering the goode, or whether they must be bettfled by
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affidavits from the country in which they wore purchased,
and all that is required to make this proof. I think it is
only reasonable and in the intorest of the public that this
should be made known.

Mr. BOWELL. There is nothing unreasonable in tho
request of the hon. gentleman. Just as soon as the Govern-
ment determined on the policy which bas been pursued
with reference to the extension of the time for the admis-
sion of goods purchased before the 13th of May, instruc-
tions were sent to each port as to what would bu con-
sidered evidence which would enable the importer to enter
goods at those rates, that evidence being, first, the produc-
tion of the order which had been sent tg the European or
other market for the goods, and, secondly, the evidence
from the party from whom they were purchased that the
order had been received and accept'd prior to that time.
The object in giving that instruction was this: orders
might have been given for goods, and thon cancelled; after
the extension of the time, importers could have cabled to
parties in a foreign country ordering them to forward the
goods. In all cases where it is deemed necessary from the
character of the importer and the fact that the evidence is
not sufficiently strong in the way of letters, invoices and
other documents, then they are instructed to tako an affi
davit. The fullest instructions, I think, have been given to
meet every case, as it was a matter which was discussed
very fully by the commissioner and thoso who were charged
with carrying out the details.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Will all those be revised at
the head office ?

Mr. BOWELL. Certainly not.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think there should be abso-

lute uniformity. I do not know whether the character of
one importer can count for more than that of another-

Mr. BOWELL. I am glad to have the hon. gentleman
put that sentiment on record.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice that British
Columbia gets four months longer in the way of an extension
of time than the other Provinces, and I cannot understand
why so much time should bo allowed. It also appears to
me that the ist of July, under the circumstances I narrated
the other day, gives too short a time. I think it should be
made the 1st of August, but four months extra is, under the
circumstances, an unreasonable time for British Columbia.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say that some of the
rails imported for the construction of tfie Canadian Pacifie
Railway were six months coming from London and Victoria.
IL is only goods imported into British Columbia viá Cape
Horn that are admitted up to the lst of November, and
experience proves that the time is not too great, because
part of the condition is that they must have been purchased
in England prior to the 13uh of May. No purchase after
that can be imported into British Columbia under the old
duty, and that being the case we had to be governed by our
own experience as to the time which was frequently
occupied in transportation.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).
what the Minister of Customs
I had put myself on record.
would go on.

I did not quite understand
meant by saying ho was glad
I sat down expecting that ho

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Putting yourself on record
in strengthening the Minister's hands in dealing alike with
every person.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I understood the Minister to
say that in certain cases an affidavit might be required il
the character was not just so, and it seemed to me that one
rule should apply.

Mr. PATEasON (Brant).

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman does not go quite far
enough. 1 said that if the character of the individual and
of the evidence produced-the documentary evidence I
meant-was not sufficient, then an affidavit might be asked
for to sustain that evidence. It bas been contended by mer.
chants and gentlemen interested, that the character of the
importer should have a great deal to do with the settlemont
of cases in which the law has been violated-cases of
smuggling, under-valuation and so on, and I am glad to
hear the hon. gentleman say that, in the administration of
the law, when a distinct principle is laid down, it should be
administered to ail alike, no matter who the individuals
may be.

Mr. WATSON. I would call the attention of the Minister
to the fact that importers in Manitoba and tho North West
are placed at a great disadvantaga, as compared with those
in the east, on account of the limited time allo wed for bring-
ing goods into the country which were purchased prior to
the passing cf this Act. The time was extended to the 1st
of Jnly. The importers in Manitoba and the Territories who
have communicated with me state that they will not be able,
in some instances, to have their goods brought in by that
date. I think, in fairness to the Manitoba and North-West
merchants, an extension of time should be granted to them.

Mr. SCA RTH. I would like to say this, that the other
members for Manitoba have brought before tho proper Min.
ister the subject the hon. member for Marquette has spoken
of, and that we have received from the Ministor a letter
statirg that ho will look thoroughly into the matter, and
do what he eau in the intereats of Manitoba.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I beg to say that the Govern-
ment have fully considered this question. The importers
of Halifax and St. John made a strong representation to
the Government, stating that the season is earlier in Que-
bec and Ontario than in the Maritime Provinces, and that
they ought, therefore, to have an extension of time. The
hon. gentleman who has just spoken is aware that the
season is still earlier in Winnipeg than it is in Quebec or
Ontario. On the other band, the importers of Toronto and
Montreal, especially those of Toronto, have represented to
the Governmeut that as the goods reach Halifax and St.
John earlier than they can reach Toronto, the merchants
of the Maritime Provinces have advantage over them. Ali
these matters have been coneidered, but it was found abso-
lutely essential to fix a time. The 1st of July was fixed,
and will have to be regarded and accepted by everybody.
I do not think I can extend the time either in the Mari-
time Provinces or in Ontario and Quebec, or in tho North.
West on any of the grounds stated. As I understand,
there is no difficulty in the way of entering goods in Win-
nipeg, Toronto or Montreal, the moment they reach
Canada. Therefore, I wish it to be distinctly understood
that there can be no extension beyond the lst of July.

Mr. WATSON. Has British Columbia an extension of
time ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It has no extension of lime,
except as regards goods imported vid Cape Horn, by which
route it sometimes takes six months for the goods to reach
the country, and thon it is only for goods ordered before
the 13th day of May.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time and passed.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

DIVORCE-RELIEF OF SUSAN ASH
Mr. SMALL moved the third reading of Bill (No. 135)

for the relief of Susan Ash (from the Sonate).
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to know whether

the hon. gentlemen who have charge of the Bill, are pre-
pared to amend it in accordance with the wishes of hon.
gentlemen on both sides of the flouse. The complaint is
that the preamble of the Bill made untrue allegations as to
the facts of the case. It is evident that the only ground
upon which the promoters seem to depend is -that, if the
u nirue allegations were admitted, the application would not
fall within the rule recognised as the rule upon which Par-
liament is willing to dissolve the marriage bond. It is a
well settled rale in the courts of England and the United
States, that where one party obtained a legal discharge of
the legal bonds the other party is equally released, though
the court may have made no declaration with regard to that
party. It appears that Susan Ash, in ber petition, admits
that her husband was already divorced by the Supreme
Court of the State of Massachusetts, but in this case it appears
that this Susan Ash, in making lier application, admitted
that ber husband wae already divorced from ber under a
judicial proceeding of the Supreme Court of the State
of Massachusetts, that he had resided there for the time
required by the law of Maspachusetts before making
application, that lie claimed to be a resident of the State,
having domicile there, that after obtaining that domi-
cile ho made application in due form for a discharge from
the marriage bond and obtained a decree, that the decree of
the court was set forward by this woman in lier evidence.
The moment she stated that faut, and statod it as a fact,
she was ur der obligation to prove, if she wished to obtain a
divorce on the ground that her hu-band was living in a state
of aduliery, that ho had not acquired a domicile in the
State of Massachusetts, and that he could not legally obtain
a discharge from the marriage bond which could be recog.
nised in the courts of this country. She has not done that.
The burden of proof was on her throughout, and if the pro
moters of the Bill wish to obtain the support of those who
have already voted against its third reaiing, it is necessary
they should remove their reasonable objection by making
the preamble of the Bill to conform to the facts. It seems
to me a monstrous proceeding to call upon members to
make an untrue allegation, and an allegation calculated to
cast a stigma upon the character of the other party, and
upon his children as well.

Mr. SMALL. I do not feel disposed to accept any amend.
ment at this stage, for the reason that if an amendment is
made and the Bill sent back to the Sonate, it may be thrown
out.

riage for any cause it may think proper. While still holding
to the opinions I expremsed on a former occasion, I am pre.
pared to accept an amendment in that direction, and to
vote for the relief of Susan Ash.

Mr. JIULOCK. I voted in the committee for the Bill as
presented to the House, and I did so under the impression that
the Senate would not consent to a Bill for divorce which did
not contain the allegation now complained of. I have
since spokon with a prominent momber of the Senate that
the Bill would pass that body, if the objectionable recital
were excluded from the preamble. I would, therefore, advise
the promotors of the Bill to fait in with the suggestion of
the lon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) and consent to
the removal of this objectionable recital. There appears to
be a common opinion on both sides that this woman is
entitled to relief, and it will reflect much credit on our in-
telligence if we cannot succeed, by the removal of a few
formai words, in granting her that relief.

Mr. SMALL. I am quite willing to accept the sugges-
tion of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) As far as I can gather, all those
interested in the Bill are in lavor of tbe amendment tbe
hon. member for Pictou has outlined; that is, that a certain
objectionable phrase be removed in the preamble. I move
that the ordor for the third reading be discharged and the
Bill be referred back to Committee of the Whole for further
consideration.

Motion agreed to, on a division, and House again rosolvel
itseolf into Conrnittoo.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1.) moved that ail the words in the
preamble, commencing in the tenth line, after the words
"sixty-eight," be struck out, namely, " That on or about
the said fourth day of September, 1868, owing to the said
William Manton's conduct, it became impossible for ber
to continue to live with the said William Manton as his
wife ;" and aliso that the word " pretended " in lino 18, be
struck out, and the word " alleged " substituted therefor,
and that in the 19th line, the words " in astate ofadultoy'
be struck out.

Preamble, as amended, agreed to.

Bill reported, read the third time and passed, on a division.

Mr. TUPPER (Picton). I hope my lon. friend will not
insist upon taking a vote on the Bill as it now stands, for Bill (No. 143) te enable thé Canada Permanent Loan and
this reason: there Le danger that, in consequence of the Savings Company te extend their business, and for other
different members of the liouse who believed that Susan purposes.-(Mr. Cockburn.)
Ash should have relief, but differ as to the manner in which
the preamble should be drawn, she may obtain no relief at SUBSIDIES TO RALLWÂYS.
all, which would be a most unfortunate result for this ap-
plication. I would ask that the suggestion of the hon. mem- Mr. WHITE (Cardwéll> movedthat the Rouse résolve
ber for Queen's (Mir. Davies) should be accepted as a way itef into Committée cf thé Whole on ill (No. 164) to
out of this difficulty. It will enable those who differ as to authorise thé grant of certain subeidies in land for thé con-
the manner in which the Bill should be drawn to s struction of the railways therein saaped. .ie said: I wish
port the Bill in the amended form. The suggestion of te ask permission te add a clause te this Bil that wae
the hon. member for Queen's, after consultation with omitted in thé draft cf the Bill itself. The following le thé
some hon. members in the Senate, is simply to elim. clause:
inate from. the preamble the declaration that the IThe siid grants, snd each of them may boue made lu aid ef the con-
woman is living in. a state of adultery. Those who: struction et the aid railways reipectively, in the proportions aud upon
do not believe that the Massachusetts decree is valid and the conditions, fred by the Orders in Counci, made la respect there-
binding, would be thus able to vote for the relief of Susan of,-each et the said enterprises being reepectively subjeet te any modi-fication thereof which may hereatter be made by the Governer in
Ash, on the grounds that the husband committed adultery, Council, and, exceptas te such conditions, the eald grants shah be free
and those who believe that the decrce of divorce obtained granti, subject onlY te the Payment by the grantees respectively et the
by the husband is valid, would be able to vote for granting ceet of mnrvey of the lands an incidental expenses, at the rate of 10 cents
relief to Susan Ash for other reasons- reasons, porhaps, not
good in a court of divorce, reasons, perhaps, political as to the Motion agreed te; Bil considorod lu Committeereported,
rigSt and power of Parliament te declare invalid a mar-oand read thé third xtni aud passed.

1887. 1221



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 22,

SUPREME AND EXOHEQUER COURTS ACT.

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the House concur in the
amendments made by the Senate to Bill (No. 111) to amend
the Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act, and to make.better
provisions for the trial of claims against the Crown. He
said: There is a very slight amendment. There was a pro.
vision made, that until the Act came into operation, pending
business should be proceeded with as before, and the Senate
addcd the words "in which the hearing has commenced,
or in which the cause has been set down."

Amendments ooncurred in.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

Mr. THIOM!PSON moved the second reading of Bill (No.
114) to amend the Electoral Franchise Act.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). 1 would liko to ask the hon. gen.
tieman whether ho is prepared to consent to amend this B:ll
in such a way as to permit voters' lists to be amended in those
constituencies where the elections are being contested. The
hon. gentlenan knows that it is stated that, in many of the
constituencies, the electoral lists are seriously defective.
Of course, it might turn out that a seat became vacant from
some unforeseen circumstance, but the risk ls not very great.
But where petitions are filed against sitting members we
know that the facilities which the law affords for unseating
a member, rot simply on account of his own conduct, but on
account of the misconduct of some of his own agents dnring
the eat of an clection, is so very great that it wanH be
quite improper il the House failed to make provision for a
proper election list in such constituency. We know that
the last list was, in many constituencies, seriously defective.
I need mention no other case than the list in the county of
Kent. There were, I think, 1,450 names put upon that list
whose right to be thora wascontested by the Roforn party.We
know how that list was made up I have thelist bore; if
it was Lot sO lato in the Session I woull read a statoment
to show how the revising officer proceeded with its prepar-
ation. When the court of revision sat an eff>rt was made
to strike a numbor ofthose names off tho lit, ard between
three hundred and four hundred were so struck off; but
thore was a difference between te counsel who were asking
for the removal of the niames and the revising officer. A
writ of mandamus was obtained from one of the Superior
Courts, and that officer was ordered to correct the list in
accordance with the contention of the counsel in those cases.
It was agreed between counsel and the revising oflcer that
the rule which the Superior Court had laid down with re-
spect to those particular cases should bu applied in other
instances; but, after the ruling was given, the revising
officer refused to be governed by that understanding, and
so the list continued to be seriously defective. I believe at
the last election, in some of the polling divisions, a large
number of persons came to vote thoro from Detroit, men
who had never been in the county. Fictitious names wore
put on the lists, the names of persons whom the
people in the locality had never heard of before. When
those pereons had recorded their votes they took the next
train for the American side. Thore was no possibility of'
punishing them for having made a false declaration, and
having voted upon it. Their nanes still remained there,
and the reasut was that what was done at the last election
might be done if another election took place. This House
would be wanting in its duty to the country, if it failed to
make provision in those constituencies. We pointed out to
the First Minister, and lon. gentlemen who wore associated
with the Government when they introduced this Bill, that it
would entail serions expenditure on the country, that it was
cambrcus and defaective, that it ould not be enforced without
very large expenditure, that it would entail not only a great

Mr. WH1Tm (Qardwell).

expense in order to psy for revising officers and publication
of the liste, but serious expenses upon the parties who were
seeking election to Parliament in order to keep those lists
reasonably accurate. The hon. gentleman did not accept
that view, and our experience of it has been borne ont by
the experiment; and now the hon. gentleman, instead of
repealing this Bill and going back to the old policy of utilis-
ing the lists that were in force in the varions Provinces,
proposes that a period should be allowed to go by withont
any amendment of the lists taking place. We know that
a considerable number of our population are migratory ;
they move from place to place; they go wherever their
interests for the time require thom to go and where those
interesta are best served, and I do not overstate the case
when I say that, within twelve months, there is an average
change (f 10 per cent. in the votera' list, if the list is care-
fully revised. So in an ordinary list of 6,000 votera there
will be a change of 600 every year, and that of itself, when
you look at the average majority secured by those who ran
for Parliament, is a very large number, and a number suffi.
cient to turn the election cither for or against any partici.
lar candidate. That being the case it seems to me we would
be acting most improperly if we failed to make a revision,
at ail events in those constituencies where we see thati in al[
probability, an election may take place, because I think we
may fairly assume that the House would not be exercising
due diligence and precaution, wherever a seat is con-
tested, if it did not anticipate an election and make
all necessary provision to obtain a correct votera' list. To
appeal to the country on any other list would be
manifestly unfair. Why, when ihe representation of
Haldimrand became vacant twelve months ago, and
it was asked why the Government had not issued
a writ in accordance with the decision of the House
in that case, the First Minister said the votera' list
was not complieted, that the qualifications of the voters
having been changed it would be improper to proceed with
the election until a new list was comupleted in accordance
with the provisions of the law. The reason which the bon.
gentleman thought sufficient to justify him in refusing to
go forward with the election in that case should jistify this
louse and I w;ill go now further and say it should make it
the imperative duty of this lluse, morally at ail events, to
take all necessary steps to see that a proper votera' list and
one in accordance with law is propared seo that the elections
when they take place may be a fair and honest expression
of the opinions of the electors in each of the constituencies
where snch an election takes place. I do not wish to
detain the House, because I am anxious, as I am sure ail
hon. gentlemen are, that this Session should be brought to a
close.

Some hon. ME UBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am glad to hear those expres-

sions from hon. gentlemen opposite, and I hope they will
assist us in facilitating the dischaige of public business, and
they can do so by pressing upon the attention of the Govern.
ment the propriety of securing a proper votera' list in ail
those constituencies where an eloction is likely to take place.

Mr. TEHOMPSON. I explained very briefly to the
House when 1 introduced the Bill, the principle on which it
was founded. The electoral lists ail over the country last
suminmor were revised with keon contest on both sidos, as
regards the political parties, and the hon. gentleman has
called our attention to one county in which he says import.
ant defects still exist in the revised lista. I think the
object of the Bill would be antagonistic to the amendment
which the hon. gentleman proposes. The object of the Bill
is that the electoral liât, having thus been established with
as great care and diligence, as regards the parties interested,
as can be expected, it is desirable to suspend this year's
revision in order that steps may be taken, by information
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which is now in our possession, to considerably reduce the
expense of the revision. The circumstance of defects
having occurred in the revision is, of course, un-
avoidable. I am not in a position to know, except
from the statements which have just been made,
as to any defects with regard to the county of Kent,
but I woll conceive that, in many constituencies, there
may bo defects, owing to the want of full and accurate
information; and, no doubt, if that revision took place egain
this year, defects would occur in spite of any amendment
which could bo proposed. The proposition of the Bill is, that
the revision so made shall be held in force for another year
with a view to economise, first, with regard to the expense
of revision this year, and, secondly, with a viow of estab-
lishing soma permanent change in the BIl which will
economise the expense of the revision hereufter. I can see
no reason why we should say, as regards any county of
whiuh it may bo said that defects have occurred, that it
shoud be made an excepton. The same thing might be
said of any county, and the vacancies which the hon. gen.
tleman points to as p ssible to occur, in consequence of
potitions having been fild against the sitting member,
might occur for any other reason in other countios, so that
there would boa distinction made between one set of coun-
ties in respect of which petitions have been filed, and those
in respect of which vacancies have occurred in any other
way.

Mr. JONES. It appears that the Government are under
the impression that they are going to gain some advantage
by rctaining the lists in their present shape. That can b
seen on the face of the matter without much difflculty.
When this Act was passed, and when it was submitted last
year teo bcarried into effect, it was a new Act ; we had a
new class of officers created for the purpose of carrying it
into effict, and while I will net pretend to say that in every
case they did not diacharge their duties fairly, I know that
in many cases there was mai kedl partiality and very great
complaints made against the revising barristers; so much
so that I know, in some counties, and notably in the county
of Halifax, there are suits going on at this very moment
against the rpvising bariisters for having omitted names
which were proved in a pioper and legitimate manner, but
weie ieft off on the final revi,ion. The Govern ment arr ak.
ing a most extraordinary power. They abk to suspend ihe
operation of an Act which they themselves put on the Statute-
book only one year ago. That is an evidence, in the first place,
that the Act is an improper one; it is an evidence and admis-
sion on the part of the Government that it bas imposed an
expenditure on the tax-payers of this Dominion which they
can no longer advocato. But, having aecompîlished their
purpose at the general election, hon. gentlemen think now
that with the advantages which they gained through parti
san revising barristeis they can assume the role of econo-
mists, and come down andti ask the louse to suspend the op-
oration of an Act which they themselves placed on thei
Statute-book. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
pointed out very properly the position taken by the Gov.
ern ment a year age, whon a vacancy occurred in the county
of Hlaldimand. What was the argument of the First Min-
ister on that occasion ? The hon. gentleman delayed the
issuo of the writ for the county, on the ground that the
electors should be consulted, up to the very last moment,
that the actual electors of that county should have an op-
portunity of saying who should ropresent them in Parlia-
ment. What do they propose now ? They propose, not
that the electors of 1887 shall elect the representatives in
the case of vacancies occurring in 1817, but that the elect-
ors of 1886 shall elect the representatives for 1887. Why,
it is a monstrous proposition. IL could only come from a
corrupt Government. It could not come from any Admin-
istration in any 1)ritish possemsion or in any part of the

1223
British dominions, which had any regard for consist-
ency or for British usage or practice. I say em.
phatically, in the preseuce of hon. gentlemen op-
posite, that there is no Administration in any part
of the British dominions that would dare to bring down a
Bill to suspend the operation of an Act, and ask that the
representatives to this Legislature should be elected by the
electors of the previous year. We know that, with the ex.
perience gained during the last revision of the lists, those
revising officers who carried out the behests of the Govern.
ment are still thore. We know very well, and have reason
to assume, that they would understand their duties better
to.day than they understood them when the Act was new
to them; and I have no doubt that many of thein have
enough conscience left to discharge thoir duties well. But
be that as it may, the Government have no right to stop in
and prevent them. I contend that the Government are
guilty of an arbitrary, unconstitutional and improper exor-
cise of authority and interfoence, in attempting to provent
the electors of this Dominion, where vacancies may occur,
from giving free expression to their desires and wishes ai
to who shall reprcsentthem in Parliament. I had hoped that
there was still some sense of opiriety lingering on that Bide
of the House, although we have looked for it in vain during
this Session. We have sen votes which the Govorntmont
have-I will not say compelled - but have induced teir sup-
porters to give, with reference to important public mattçl,
which have caused astonishment not only in this louse, but
throughout the country, and now, in the clo-ing days of
this Parliament, they are again to ask thoir followers to
record their votes for a mensure which would indicate that
they have not yet ially exhausted their eervility. I say,
Mr. Speaker, that wo might hope, if there was any inde.
pendence in this House, that they would insist upon the
Government carrying out, in full force and effect, the Act
which they themselves created, and not shelter themselvos
under the miserablo pretext of economy, when that idea of
economy is violated every day and hour during this Ses-
sion, as proved by the votes which they have submitted,
No one knows what may happen; as the hon. momber for
Bothwell has said, all things are possible, and the proposi-
tion of my hon. friend is just as fair to one side as to tho
other. While hon. gentlemon may sit on the Treasury
benchea, and say to thni-elves: We have gained an adlvau-
tage in the revision last year and are going to bold that
advantage, the country wiil hold that they are net proporly
fulfilling their functions as Ministers of the Crown if they
take upon themselves the responsibility of suspending the
Act, and preventing the people of this country from giving
full, free and ample expression to their will.

Mr. PR1iFONTAINE. I do not see why the Minister of
Justice refuses to accept a proposition so fir and just as
that of the hon. member for Bothwell. Wo all know that
the lists were not prepared with due ca-o last year. There
is tio doubt that,in many constituencies, they were not pre-
pared to th satisfaction of the electors. For instance, in
the county I have the honor to represent, although t at-
tended most of the meetings heltd for the revision of the
lista, there was a meeting in one parish at which I could
not be present, and the result was that in that parish 75
spurious votes were entered on the Eist, and were cast in the
election, so that what was a majority of 88 in July was re-
duced to a majority of 40 in February. Now, suppose that
the county of Chambly should become vacant. I do not
suppose it can become vacant as the result of the protest
which has been entered,but it may from somo other cause. In
that county the Government might venturo to hold an eleo-
tion with the chance of redeming it,because they have in one
parish 75 votera who have no right to vote, but whom the
friends of the Government got placed on the list. Many
other oounties may also become vacant ; and if the Qovern.
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ment have any real intention of doing justice to all parties,
they should accept the proposition of the bon. member for
Bothwell. For my part 1 am not ready te give up the
p rinciple of the Franchise Act, as against the franchise
being placed under the control of the Provincial Govern-
ments. I am opposed to the revision of these lists by
barristers; but the Government have promised that next
year they will introd uce a measure more just and economical
than the one we have now. But when the Opposition are
not roady to bring on a discussion for the repeal of the Act,
the least that could be done would be to accept the amend-
ment which will be proposed for allowing a revision of the
lists to take place in coanties where there may be elections.

Mr. CAMiPBELL (Kent). I think that the list used in the
county I represent was the most impure list in the Domin-
ion, and I think I may safely say that no revising officer
performed his duty se unjustly and unfairly as the revising
officer in that county. His modus operandi was this: Before
preparing the list, he exercisod no care whatever te sce that
the names placed on it were entitled to go on. He was vory
careless in that respect, allowing overy name submitted to
him to go on the list. The consequence was that we sont in ap-
peals gainstno fewer than 1,400 names. We took theground
that it is the duty of the revising officer Io see that the list
he is preparing is a fair and just list, which ho did not do.
There were on the list names of people who never lived in
the county, names of people who had died two or three
years before, names of people who were not more than 15
or 16 years of age, and names of people who had no pro-
perty at all in the county, and, consequontly, had no right
to vote. When the appeals were sent in, the revising
offleer showod bis strong partisanship and his lack
of justice in the manner in whichb h procoeded
with them. According te the law 14 dayb' notice
provious to the time of holding the court must be given to
the person against whom yûu appeali; but the jadge held
that becauso wo had not kept a copy of the notice we had
sent, it wus, therefore, no notice at all, althongh the parties
who actually received the notice appeared in court and
stated they had no right to vote. On that ground that
partisan revising officer would net hear our appeals. Then,
according to the Act you must serve a notice on the revising
officer as well, informing him of the party against whom
you appeal. The revising officer had an office in the town
of Chatham and had a deputy thero. The revising officer
was scarcely ever in his office, and, for the sake of conve-
nience, the notices, instead of b ýing served on the revising
officer in the street, were served on his deputy in his office.
lis depuly asked him if ho would accept that as a
sufficient notic-, and he replied that ho would ; but
whon the case carne beforo him in the court, bu
throw out the appoals, bocause, as ho said, the notices
had been served on bis deputy instead of upon himseli.
The consequence was that, ou appeal to the high courts
in Toronto, I am glad te say the case was decided in our
favor on every point, and a mandamus was ordered to issue
te compel the revising officer to do what ho should have
done beforo. Of course this cost a large sum, but we were
bound that we would not submit, and we got a mindamus
from the Superior Court at Toronto, to compel the revising
barrister to hear the appeals. We applied~for this manda-
mus simply for the town of Chatham, and we asked the
revising barristor if ho would hear the outside appeals
without a mandamus, an ho said ho would. Consequently
we did net apply for any except for the town of Chatham.
We sucooded, notwithstanding the partisanship of this
revising barrister, in striking off no less than 360 names in
that town alone, and this, in spite of every objection that
could possibly b taken by the revising barrister. Every
diffieulty was thrown in our way, all the expense ho
could possibly heap on us we had to pay, but, notwith.

Mr. Pauro&.uni,

standing all that, we succeeded in having 360 men struck
off the list. When we wished te have the outside appeals
heard, the revising barrister, notwithstanding the promise
he had made us, refused to hear them because we had not
applied for a mandamus. That is the true state of affairs in
the county of Kent. There may possibly b an eloction
there in another year, and that list contains 1000 names that
ought not to bo on it at all. In many municipalities the
lists wore made on the 1885 list, the last revised list beoere
the Franchise Bill was prepared. Consequently, two years
have passed by, and there are hundreds of people who wore
entitIed te vote in 1885 who are net entitled to vote now.
The only object in holding an election is to obtain an ex-
pression of the will of the people. Thorefore, it would be
wrong to insist in making this legal for the county of Kent,
I think the proposition of the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) is a very fair one, namely, that there should be
exception made of those counties in which there is likoly to
be au election within a short time, and I hope the Minister
of Justice will accept it. I have no doubt that the
lists eau be greatly improved. The lists in the county
of Kent contain a great many names that 'have no right to
be thero at all, the names of mon who have nover lived in
the county and of mon who died two or threo years ago;
while there are hundreds of men who hold property and
have lived thore two or three years, whose names are not on
the list. It would b a great act of injustice te the clectors of
the county of Kent if a revision were not mado. I am
strongly opposed to the Franchise Bill. I believo a great
mistake was made in passing it. It has proved very expen-
sive te both political parties, and I maysay the Conservative
and the Roform party in the county of Kent are one on the
subject that the Bill should be done away with. But while
the Act is retained, I hold that an exception should be made
for the county of Kent, and that the lists there should b
revised again this yoar. It would b a great injustice to
the to wn of Chathan, where there are a great many young
mon, mechanicsuand laboring men who have acquired the
right to vote, should a revision not b allowed.

Mr. LAURIER. I would ba disposed personally to look
upon this Bill as a stop in a right direction. I have always
looked upon the Franchise Act, and my opinion is not a
solitary one, as being an unmitigatecd evil. Under this
Bill, we are te have at least one year's suspension of evil,
and there is reason te hope, from the congratutations
showered on the Minister of Justice for the stop ho has
taken, that next Session ho may be inducod te propose the
suspension of the Act for another year. After this relief
we may be relieved one year more from the incubus, so
that froin year to year the Act may be suspended and nover
more applied. IL I did not anticipate that the Minister of
Justice would take tho step ho bas jast takon, I would have
icsisted on bringing forward my motion for the repeal of
the Act altogther. lowever, at this stage of the Session,
and since the Act is to be suspended, at least for one year,
there is no reason te propose its repeal now, and that question
may b left open for another Session. As the Act is, after all,
te romain in force-whether it be a vicions or a bad Act, as it
is believed to be by hon. gentlemen on this side, or a good Act
as it is professed to be by hon. gentlemen on the other side-
it would be only just and fair that the proposition of my
hon frienci for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) should be adopted.
The Minister of Justice has not met the proposition of my
hon. friend by a very strong argument. The only argru.
ment he brought was that such an amendment would dis.
criminate between counties, that it would leave the law in
force in some counties, perhaps contestod counties, and
would prevent it boing in force in other counties where an
election may also take place. The hon. gentleman argued
that, though there was no possibility of elections at this
momet, in certain counties there might be some. It is a
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possible contingency, but a very remote one, while the con-
tingency in the other case is a proximate one. It is thero-
fore just and fair tbat, if there are counties whero elections
will take place, the law of the land should be applied, if, in
the opinion of the Government, it is worth applying at ail.
If the Government have confidence in their law that the
lists should b revised every year, they cannot deprive
those electors of the benefit of the application of that law.
The Government cannot have forgotten that, last year, one
of the ressons given for the postponement of the election
was that the lists should be prepared, and a new electorate
called on to pronounce upon the policy of the Government.
The same reason should apply here, and I would suggest to
the hon, gentleman, in no unfriendly spirit, that he should
accept the amendment of my hon. friend.

Mr. WATSON. As representing a county in which the
election bas been protested, and there is a chance of another
elcction taking place before the end of twelve months, I
hope the Minister of Justice may sec fit to adopt the sug.
gestion of the hon. member for Bothwell. As bas been
stated by previous speakers, there are many electors in
different constituencies who are changing, and, unless the
list is reviaed in the county of Marquette, a large number of
tho people in that county who are entitled to vote, will be
deprived of their franchise in case of an clection taking
place beforo another revision. So far as I are personally
concerned, I am opjo-ed now, as I was when tho Franchise

ill was under discusion, to having a D->minion list at al.
Our local lihts are more liberal than the present Dominion
franchise. I do not find fault with the revising ba-rister in
my county. 11e has acted very fairly, a7,d I have no fault
to find in that regard, but this Act, as well as other Acts,
requires the people to be educated so as to understand
the Act, and in the first revision of the lists a large
number of the electors did not know what was necessary
to be done in order to have their names placed on the
list. Consequently, many who should have voted were not
placed on the list. Now, they are educated to the fact that
they were doprived of the right, and they have made appli-
cation to have their names placed on the list at the revision
which it was expected would take placa during this month.
It will b a great injustice to many of the residents in the
county of Marquette who are quaified to vote, if we do not
have a revision. At this late stage of the Session, when ail
members are anxious to get through the work of the House,
I will not detain the House, but I do hope the Minister of
Justice will agree, at least, to have a revision in those con-
stituencies wbere there are protests against the sitting
member. While I believe in the Government economising,
I do not believe in their economising at the expense of the
electorate. I think the electorate should bave the fullest
power accorded to them of expressing their will at the
polis, and I hope that, ere long, as bas been stated by the
hon. member for Quebec (Wr Trurier), the Government may
sec fit to withdraw this illî altogether, and that, when it is
necessary to have a list for Dominion purposes, it shall b
based on manbocd suffrage.

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise simply to make a suggestion
in relation to this matter, bocause the Session is drawing
to a close, and we bave a great deal of business to get
through to-night and to-morrow. Occupying the position
of one who gave notice of an important amendment to the
Franchise Act, to adopt the principle of manhood suffrage, I
desire to say that I have made up my mind, owing to the
lateness of the Session and the fact that no object can be
accomplished by endeavoring to induce the Ministry to
change their policy at this stage, to lot the Ministry take
the responsibility of passing the Act as it stands now, and
so save the time of the House and lot us get away to our:
homes. I was amused at the simplicity of the hon. momber
for Kent (Mr. Campbell), whose very admirable speech I

listened to with pleasure. I am sure that ho will be an
ornament to the House, but I can only ascribe his simpli.
city to his inexperience in dealing with the gentlemen who
now sit on theTreasury benches. Why, he stated that if this
list were revised, the probability was that ho would get
a thousand more votes. Did ho suppose that the Minis-
try, did ho suppose that the First Minister, who has
got the advantage of having the control of a thousand
votes in that constituency, would be simple enough to
give away that privilege? Did he expect that from a
Miniestry which bas seated in this House a gentleman who
had a minority of votes ? No, certainly not. So the dis.
cussion is useless, sud 1, therefore, give notice that I will not
press my amendment for manhood suffrage, but, when the
Bil comes up again, or early next Session at any rate, I shall
make it my duty to press up>n the House, as I did two
years ago, when the Bill was under consideration, the ne.
cessity of simplifying the law by weeding out these fancy
franchises, by removing those restrictions and conditions,
and these numerous limitations, and adopting the simple
plan of giving a vote to every man over twenty-one years
of age who has paid the taxes. Tbat is my idea of what
ought to be the franchise in this country. I do not know
that any suggestion I may make will have any effect with
hon, gentlemen on this side of the House,but I think it
would be well if they would allow the Government to take
the respon4bility of this measure to-night, and so to get on
with the other business of the louse.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the Minister of Justice ought to
make one exception to the provisions of this Bill. It is
well known that there is a gentlemnn occupying a seat in
this House under very exceptional circumstances. I refer
to the gentleman sitting for the county of Queen's, New
Brunswick. When he offered bis explanations to the House,
he stated that he was dissatisfied with the revision of the
list in his county, and that, as soon as those lista were
properly revised, ho would resign the seat he felt he was
not entitled to occupy; and, if this Bill is made law in its
present form, it gives thik hon. gentleman an excuse for
continuing to be -I will almost say, an intruder-a stranger
in this House. The Government took the responsibility of
confirming that gentleman in his seat. He said that he
would resign when the lista were revised, and at that time
he had reason to assume that the revision would take place
in the ordinary course, that is, at the present time, and
hon. gentlemen who supported the Government in their
attitude on that question were, no doubt, influenced to some
extent by the pledge which he gave that he would resign
when the lista were revised, namely, during the present
year, If the Government say that there shall be no revision,
they relieve him from the responsibility of carrying
out his promise, and, more than that, they continue to
allow teoexist- what I think is a gro3s violation of every-
thing that is right. If it were necessary to have a corn-
plte revision in the whole country for the sake of purging
the House of a person who ought not to be here, I say let
that purging take place, even if it is at some cost. There
is nothing we ought to guard more carefully than the
rights of the people, the only rights they have which dis.
tinguish them from bondsmen. But, if by this Act yon
again enforce the conduct of the returning officer for the
county of Queen's, you do it at a great expense, and it wili
not cost much simply to have the Act in force this year
for Queen'a, N.B. It will not cost more than 81,000,
I presume, or $2,000 at the most, and certainly the
country would be willing to be relieved of the odium of
having a stranger here representing a constituency for
which ho was not elected, at a cost of $2,000. The Govern-
ment have got themselves into this position by passing
the Act in question. By the action they are taking
now, they admit that the Act was bad and objectionable,
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It has cost about half a million of dollars to put it into
force for one year, and now that they have the House
elected, they find that there was sometbing in the protests
of the Opposition. Disapproving as I did, and as I do, of
the Act, I think the Government ought, at all events, to
make an exception in regard to Queen's, New Brunswick.
Further, I think the Government is guilty, in this propo-
sition, of a departure from the recognised instititions of
Canada. It ias alwiays been the custom to have annual re-
visions of the voters' lists, and now we are asked to do
away with that, and to disfranchise a large numbor of elect.
ors, and to give the franchise to a number of people who
ought not to have a vote. That is the consequence of this
Act. I quite agree with the hon. member from Northum.
berland (Mr. Mitchell) that the proper solution is to do
away with all he justly describes as fancy franchises, and
let us come down to the theory of manhood suffrage.

Mr. WALDIE. The county I represent bas claims to a
revision of its franchise which, I think, should not be over-
looked. There are in my county several villages that are
water resorts, and among the inhabitants of those
resorts some 150 names were added to the voters' liLts
under the presenc revision. I think those names were pro.
perly added, because they were residents there in the year
1885, but they have no.t been residents in the county since
1885, and to permit those who are only temporary residents
to become permanent voteis and to vote in' 1887, or 1888,
merely because no revision bas taken place, would be very
unfair and unjust. In addition to the 150 names in the vil,
lage of Buirlington and the town of Oakville, many other
changes have taken place in the county of Halton, and the
number at present qualified is fully 30 per cent. greater
than it was when the present list was made. A larger
number of young men have become of age, and unless the
lista were revised again, they would be excluded from the
privilege of voting in another election. Some of these
young men were volunters in the North-West, they have
been serving their country and have come back into the
county, and being now of age, they have a right to vote. I
say it would be very unfair not to have a revision of the
lists, if there should be another election. Although the
expense is to be regretted, still the rights of those who are
qualified to vote should be secured to them.

Mr. MALLORY. I wish to raise my voice in opposition
to the Franchise Act, both as it now stands and as it is pro.
posed to amend it. I have visited a large number of my
constituents, and both Conservatives and Liberals are
universally of opinion that the Franchise Act ought not to
have been passed in the first place. It was exceedingly
expensive, and it has been the occasion, according to a high
authority, of producing in the witness box a class of oaths
which ought not to be taken. In many cases we know
perfectly well that parties who are desirous of getting their
names on the voters' lists, have gone into the witness-box
and made statements which are not in accordance with the
facts. If we need an argument against the Franchise Act,
we need not look further than the Bill, which the Govern.
ment propose to the House to-night, to suspend its opera-
tions for a single year. Why are we asked to suspend the
operations of this Act ? Is it not virtually an acknow-
ledgment that the Act is exceedingly expensive, more
expensive, I venture to say, than the supporters of the
Government in the louse are willing to submit to ? After
having had some experience in the operation of this Act, I
venture to say they are not willing to support the Govern-
ment in continuing it in operation as it now stands, and T
believe that force has been brought to bear on the Givern-
ment by thoir own followers, either to repeal or suspend its
operations. As regards my constituency, I don't think I have
anything to gain or to lose by a revision of the list ; but, inde-
pendently of my own interest, 1 say it is unfair to a large
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number of men who, since the present revision was made,
have become of age, or who have moved into the county and
become property owners, tenants, or occupants. In case
another election took place-and none of us can tell when
an election may take place-it is unfair that these mon who
have a right to exorcise the franchise, should be deprived
of it. I think the proper course for the Government to
pursue is not to amend the Act in the direction they propose
to night, but to extend the franchise, and to allow every
young man who is 21 years of age, and a resident in the
county for a proper length of time, to exercise ths franchise
whenever an occasion presents itself. I think if any argu-
ment is needed in favor of abolishing this Franchise Act,
which was to be so inexpensive and such a boon to the clac-
tors, i is the fact that the Government are compelled, after
it has been in operation one year, to propose to suspend its
operation on account of its expensiveness.

Mr. McMJLLE N. There has not been a proper revision
of the lists in Centre Wellington for the simple reason that
the gentleman charged with that duty took no interest in
the revision, as there was no candidate in mv county on
the other side. The result is that thore is a large number
of qualified persons in Centre Wellington who were not put
upon the lists at all. Now, if there were to be another
election, it would be highly desirable that those who are
qualified should be permitted to exercise the franchise. I
hardly think that the Governm9nt would, at this moment,
desire to prevent any person, whe has the right, from axer-
cising the franchise when an opportunity arses. I am sure
that in my riding, there are two or three hundred whose
names ought to be on the list, and would b on the list if
there was a revision. I quite agree with the suggestion of
the hon. member for Bothwell that where a protest has been
entered, and where it is probable that an election may take
place within a year, it is but just to the electors of that
riding that every opportunity should b given them of put.
ting their names upon the lists. I am not now speaking in
my own interests at all, but in the interest of the people
generally who have a right to vote.

Mr. CIIOQUETTE. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, while
we are on this subject, I wish to call the attention of the
Government on the qualification of the revising officer of
the county of Montmagny. It seems to me that a man who,
under the Election Law, cannot be returning officer, is stili
less qualified to act as revising officer, because this last mon.
tionel official has judiciary powers, and powers which are
much more extensive than those of a returning officer.
Under the Election Law, chapter 8, section 7, a man who has
been found euilty of corrupt practices has no right to be
returning officer. Well, probably the Government are not
aware of the facts connected with the revising officerof the
county of Mon tmagny, and has appointed him at the request
of a man who was interested in having him appointed, in
order that ha should put on the list names which have no
right to be there. and that ho should refuse to insert others
who were perfectly qualified to be there. Now, I will refer
the Government to the Judiciary Reports of Qcebec, volume
9, page 84, where it is stated by the judges of the Superior
Court, that Hubert Hébert, who is to day revising officer for
the county of Montmagny, was found guilty of corrupt
practices in the controverted election case of Bernatchez
and Fortin. Hubert Hébert was at the time an officer of
the Government; he was agent at the St. Thomas Station
of the Intercolonial Railway, and although ha was an officer
of the Government, ho was busy canvassing during the
whole time of the contest, and when the election was cou-
tested, in 1883, he was convicted of corrupt practices. I
presume that the more a Government official meddles with
politics and the more he worki for his party, the botter he
is rewarded. It is what we have sean lately. When the
Government passed the electoral franchise law, they has.
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tened to appoint this Hubert Ilébort, whom these judges of
the Superior Court had declared guilty of corrupt practices,
as revising officer for the county of Montmagny, and the
Goverument by referring to the Jadiciary Reports of Quebec
will see the name of their revising officer, of thoir publie
officiai, branded as a corruptionist in the elections. And it
is this man who has just been put at the head of a county,
and in whose bands extraordinary judiciary powers have
been vested. I am satisfied that the Government were not
aware of these facts when they made this appointment, and
that they have acted on the suggestion of a man, who, I
repeat it, was interested in having Mr. Hébert appointed to
prepare the voters' list. Now that the Government are in
possession of these facts, now that they have before them
the judgment of the court, now that they know that this
public servant has not even the priviloge of acting as return-
ing officer, I have no doubt that the Goverriment, for the
honor of the county, for the honor of the Goverriment them-
selves, will hasten to repeal this appointmont, and, if neces-
sary, to appoint another person to that office.

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

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
Mr. MILLS. I do not want to detain the committee by

proposing amendments which the Minister of Justice will
not accept. I would say further, however, that the oath
taken by the voter requires amendment, and that can be
done without adding to the expense or inconvenience. At
Ihe present time there are many persons who have gone to
the United States whose names aro on the voters' lists;
some, indeed, have become naturalised as American citizons.
They are no longer the subjects of Her Majesty, and under
our law they are regarded as aliens and foreigners. But it
would not ho perjury for one of those parties to declare on
oath that he was a natural-born subject of Her Majesty.
We have all along the border counties people coming from
Michigan and Ohio during the elections whose names are
on the voters' lists, and who vote, although they have be.
come naturalised citizens of the United States. I would
suggest to the Minister that he amend the oath so that the
party must declare that ho is a natural born or a naturalised
subject of ler Majesty and has not become a citizen
or naturalised subject of any other state. That change
would exclude a great many persons who should not be
permitted to vote.

Mr. THOMPSON. I think it is not desirable to introduce
such a change into a measure that is purely temporary. It
will require to ho very carefully considered, as a matter of
policy, and it will ho considered in the preparation of a
measure to ho brought down next Session. Such a declara-
tion would disable from voting a great many persons
who ought to be entitled to the franchise, persons who in
early lite left Canada and went to the United States and
engaged in occupations there which irequired them to take
the oath of allegiance, but who finally returned to the
country of their natural allegiance, settled bore and brought
up families and owned property. It does not seem to me
that those parties should be disqualified.

Mr. MILLS. Our law declares that such persons are
aliens, and they are required to give notice and take the
same proceedings as any other foreigners to become British
subjects. That is the provision of the law as it stands.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is another
amendment in the same line which the hon. gentleman
should introduce if the law is to be changed; we sbould
return to the oath administered in 1882. If I understand
the present oath correctly it bas this effect: If you suspend
the law for a year a very considerable number of persons

who are not intended to have the right to vote will vote ;
whereas, the old oath provided that the man taking it
should swear that ho was a rosident within a certain time
of the electoral district, which appears a reasonable and fair
proposition. If the hon. gentleman would return to the
oath of 1882 ho would prevent a considerablo number of irre-
gularities which will undoubtedly take place otherwise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In preparing a future
measure the Minister of Justice will no doubt consider all
these proposals, and will endoavor to meet the views of
hon. gentleman as far as ho can agree with them. Only a
few months wiil elapse, and thon we will meet in January,
and the hon. Minister will have time to perfect the measure
before the House meets.

Mr. MILLS. Within those few months, we may have
had sixty elections. I think thore has been that number of
petitions filed, at least I have been so informed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If there are to be sixty
elections the hon. gentleman must remember that this Bill
would not come into force until lst November, and thât
most of the cases would be decided before thon, that the
writs must issue before November, and the elections must
be on the prosent list, and so all his arguments in favor of
the amendment amount to nothing.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman forgets
what ho did in the Bothwell case.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have received a communi-
cation from a riding whero it is possible there will be a con-
test. I am informed that the effect of postponing the re-
vision of the lists for a year will be to deprive 600 mon of
the right to vote, and confer that right on 500 electors who
should not possess that right. The Minister will remember
that the present lists were.made on the assessment of 1885,
and if elections take place in 1888 they would be on the
same lists. By that time the electorate might ho almost
entirely changed, and men would ho voting who are not
entitled to vote, and the reverse would be the case, and
altogether the result would not b a satisfactory state of
things. The committee are aware that I am in favor of
sweeping away the Act; but while the Minister does not
seem to be willing to repeal it, this may ho a first stop
towards its repeal.

Bill reported.

Mr. TIOMPSON moved the third reading of the Bill.

Mr. MILLS. I hope the hon. gentleman will allow it to
stand till to-morrow

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope the House will
be in a position to prorogue to morrow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH1T. I think that is very
unreasonable and quite impossible. We have got nearly
one hundred items in the Estimates which have not been
yet passed through Supply, and there is the whole of con-
currence to be taken up. I do not se how we can possibly
get through all that in time to prorogue.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If hon. gentlemen
opposite will work as well as they did yesterday and the
day before, I think we can do it. Of course, it is all the
same to members of the Government whether they do or
not; we have to be bore in any case, but I know the vast
majority of this House on both sides are exceedingly
anxious to get away to.morrow, and I think with the
assistance of hon. gentlemen opposite we can do so. Of
course, without it we cannot.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I don't think it is
possible.
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Sir JOHN A. M&CDONALD. I think, in the meantime,
the hon, gentleman should allow the Bill to go to the Upper
Rouse.

.Mr. JONES. No, no; to-morrow.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move the third reading

of the Bill.
An hon. MEMBER. I object to it.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You cannot object to it.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I object to the third roading.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Taking two steps at

the one sitting is not in accordance with the usual custom.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONAI.D. At the end of the Session

it is continually done.
Sir RICIIARD CARTWRIGHT. Only by universal con-

sent.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The three stops can be

taken on any Bill, if the majority of the House wishes. It
i not a matter to which one member may object.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think my hon. friend (Mr. Mills)
should let it go on, unless there is some special reason
against it. We all want to get through the business, though
it may be that our duties may call upon us to pursue a
course, in the way of criticism and examination, which
may prevent our proroguing to-morrow. I hope we may be
able to do it, but if we find our duties require us to criticise
particular items we must do it. Unless, however, there is
some special reason I think the hon. gentleman should
allow the Bill to go through.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time and passed,
on a division.

SECOND AND TIlRD READINGS.

The following Bills wore read the second time, considered
in Committee, read the third time and passed :-

Bill (No. 153) to amend the Immigration Act.-(Mr.
Carling.)

Bill (No. 154) to amend the Rovised Statutes, chapter
fifty one, respocting Real Property in the Territories.-(Mr.
Thompson.)

THE INDIAN ACT.

Sir JOIHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 160) to amend the Indian Act (from the Senate).

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

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What is the object of this ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. At present the Indian
agents practically decide the question who have and who
have not a right to share in the distribution of the annuity
money, subject to an appeal to the Superintendent General;
and this clause gives a etill further appeal to the Governor
in Council.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I thought that this probably
had reference to the question which was raised by the Mis.
sissaugas of the Credit, in reference to their participation in
the interest of the money which was placed to their credit.
Certain members of the band represent that it should go
only to those who were members of the band, I think, in
1828, and that the others should be excluded.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is another question,j
and it belongs to the questions which are dealt with gener.i

Sir BiLoaD C4aTwalonT.

ally by the SuperinLtendent Gencral. This provision has
reference only to individuals.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon, gentleman will see
that this Bill deals somewhat summarily with an important
body of free and independent electors.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That has always been
done.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Bat they have recently become
voters. When a man has the franchise he possesses con-
siderable influence; and if these voters are to be at the
mercy of the Superintendent General and of the Governor
in Council, to judge what their rights are, they are in a
somewhat different position from ordinary citizens who are
supposed to be governed by the law of the land.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. From the fact of their
being olectors, if they are wronged they can have their
wrongs brought up in Parliament through the medium of
their representative.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. First Minister will
remember that, last year, L[expressed the hope thut a solu-
tion of the dispute that had arisen among tho Mississaugas
would soon be arrived at. I understood that the difficulty
was that there was no power in the Act to determine who
were and who were not members of a band, and I presumed
that this Bill was a movement to settle that dispute. I
would like to know what shape that matter is in. Another
point I want information on. There is a discrepancy bc.
tween the report of the Indian Department and the report
of the Auditor General with reference to the amount of the
trust funds of that band. According to the formor, there
was a balance to the credit of the Mississaugas, on the 3Oh
June, 1886, of $186,906, while, according to the 'latter, the
balance on the same date was $114,251, a difforence of over
872,600. That roquires explanation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will make a note of it,
and will be able to give the hon, gentleman an answer as to
the discrepancy to-morrow.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would ask for information
with reforence to the dispute that bas arison between the
Chippewas and Munceys on the Caradoc reserve. The Mun.
coys claim a portion of the territories that were originally
reserved for the Chippowa Indians for their own use. Tihe
Manceys have been thore, I think, since the boginning of
this century. The Chippewas demand that the Munceys
surrener to thom a mile square, but the Munceys have
added to their possession a much largor portion of the re.
serve than a mile square. Would the hon. gentleman have
a right to consider that dipute, and give a decision upon it
under this section ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly not. Tho Mun.
cey claim was fully and carefully reported upon by the
Department of Justice. If the hon. gentleman is interested
in soeing the report, I will get it for him.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I will be very much obliged to
the hon. gentleman if he will.

On section 2,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This ls to give the

Superintendent General and his officers the same power of
examining witnesses on oath, respecting questions arising
as to Indian lands, as the Minister of the Interior has with
regard to Dominion lands. It is the same clause exactly as
in the Dominion Landa Act, only it applies to Daminion
lands.

On section 3,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is repealing sub.

section 5 of section 26, because it gives the same powers as
are given by sections 54 and 57.
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On section 4,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is to prevent the,

Indians on a roserve cutting valuablo timber for fuel, which
they are apt te do. That clause is rcquired for ludians
who are not so civilised as the electorate the hon, gentleman
speaks about.

On section 5,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In some places, for instance

in British Columbia, where the reserves are very small, a
railway takes possession under the expropriation clause, and
the Indians are deprived of the places they are accustomed
to live on. It is no compensation to give then money or
interest on any sun that may be found payable by the
company. This is for the purpose of inviting the Govern-
ment to see that the Indians be not removed unless another
reserve be given them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There is a railway projected
from the city I live in, that will go through a reserve if the
Indians are willing. The hon. gentleman has no objection
to that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDON ALD. Not the slightest.

On section 7,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Thiý is giving a groat deal,

more power to the officers than they have now. The old
section required that the officer must have testimony sup-
ported by affidavit before acting. Now ho bas power to act
peremptorily.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thoprosentlaw providos
tbat timber Fhall not bu cut without authority on Indian
lands or reserves. Thero is no difference between Indian
lands or reservos.

On section 8,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This amendment is made

in the interest of morality:
The Superintendent General may stop the payment of the annuity

and interest money of, as well as deprive of any participation in the
real property of the band, any Inlian who is proved to the satisfaction
of the Superintendent General guilty of deserting his family, and the
Superintendent General may apply the same towards the support of any
family, woman or child so deserted.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Doaesnot this bring out very
clearly the anomalous position in which we stand with
reference to these people, that the head of the Government
shall have the power, of bis own motion, not only to stop
the annuity and interest of a free and independent eloctor,
but deprive him of participation in bis real property.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend and I will
discuss that next Session, when we will have a hard fight
on the Indian clauses of the Franchise Bill.

Bill roported, and read the third time and passed.

TIREATS AND INTIMIDATION.

Hocuse resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Thompson for the second reading of Bill
(No. 162), to amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter 173,
respecting Threats, Intimidation and other Offences.

Mr. PERLEY (Ottawa). I will read, with the permission
of the House, a communication I have recoived from the
Capital Assembly of the Knights of Labor on this Bill:

" SIR,-At a large and enthusiastic meeting of 'Capital Asembly,'
Knights of Labor, of Ottawa, held ist Saturday evening, 18th June, the
following resolutionwas unanimously adopted :-' Resolved, that in the
opinion of Capital Assembly,5,222, Knuights of Labor,of Ottawa, noneces-
sity existe for the measure introduced by the Dominion Goverument on
Friday last in the Bouse of Commons, amending chapter 173, Revised
5tatites of Uanada, and enters its earcest protest against the passage et

the sameinto law, and that a covy of this resolution be forwarded to the
Government as soon as possible. In compliance with above instructions
I take the earliest opportunity oftforwarding yon, as one of our represent-
atives, a copy of the same, and would expres the hope that when the Bill
coes up i the.House you will read it, whether the matter meets your

" Yours respectfully,
"GEORGE GAILE,

'lMaster Workman.
"OTTÂwA, 21et June, 1887."

Mr. McKAY. i have received the following telegrama
from the Knights of Labor Association, of the city of Ham-
ilton :-

" We forward protest against the passage of the Bill at present before
the House.

" JAMHES KEINNY,
"1Secre(ary of Association."

Mr. RYKERF. I have also a protestfrom the workmen,
Knights of Labor, in tho county of Lincoln and Wolland :

"I wish to protest on behalf of th) 25 Assemblies of Knights of
Labor, in the counties of Lincoln and Welland, numbering nearly 4,000
wage earners, against the Goverumeut measure to be substituted for the
Bill introduced by Mr. Amyot.

"ANDREW J. CARROLL,
D District Master Workman,

" lNiagara District Asscmbly."

Mr. WILSON (E!gin). I have also a telegram stating
that the individuals tolegraphed Sir Jobn (I s-upposo that is
Sir John A. Macdonald, the Premier), and I have no doubt
he bas the telegram in bis posession :

"Telegraphed Sir John protesting before yours received.
" THOS. E. KILROY."

This is dated Windsor.
Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I recoived a telogram

from Mr. Kilroy, but I understand that the Knights of
Labor had Mr. Amyot's Bill before them, and that all thoir
protests are against what they call the oppressive clauses
in that Bill.

Motion agreed to; Bill road the second time, and House
roolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On ction 1,
Mr. TIO)4PSON. moved to add at theend of the oighth

lino after the word " lthreats " the words "of violence ; " to
strike out the words "or any otter means " in the ninth
lino ; and to add in the sixteenth lino aftor the word

threat " the words " of violence."
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The Minister of Justice has not,

up 1o the present, offered us any sufficiently valid reason
why this Bill bas beon brought before the louse at
this time. If there had been any great grievance exist-
ing in any part of the Dominion, and neccssity had been
shown for a Bill of this nature, I think we should have had
before this petitions asking for an alteration in the existing
law; but, up to the present time, we have had no such
potitions, no representations from any individuals, or r.um-
ber of individuals, that the law as it existed upon the
Statute-bookwas not sufficient to accomplish ail the purposes
designed by this Act. Therefore, without any petitions,
witbout any agitation expressive of a desire that the Act
should bo changed, i think it is premature for the Minister
of Justice, at the last moment of tho Session, without giving
an opportunity to the different sections of the country to
be bard from, to bring this Bill before us. We have bad
an illustration that the country was not aware of the nature
of this Bil, becauso, though it may bo in some particulars
different from the Bill which was introduced by the
private member, yet, in sub.staooe and in fact the
various organisations which petitioned against the other
Bill are equally opposed to this Bill, It is true that
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the Minister of Justice introduced some amendments, but
I ask what is the necessity for this Bill ? Has thora
been any failure of the present law? Hlave the authoritios
where there bas beon any violation of the law, attempted to
put the law into force, and have they found that it was not
suicient to punish those who violated it ? I am not aware
that there has been any attempts on the part of the authori.
tics to enforce the law against wrong-doors, when the law
bas been found to be effective in any particular. The pre-
sent law is quite sufficient to punish wrong-doers. These
varions organisations do not wish to have a law to
shield thcm from just punishment when they violate the law,
but they reasonably say that, as long as that law has not
proved to be abortivo in any respect, and that wrong-doers
cari be punished under that law if it is put in motion, this
legislation is virtually a direct insult to the various combin-
ations or organisations throughout Canada, In view of
the fact that the Minister bas not shown wherein the law
has failed, I ask if it is reasonable that these people
should have reflections thrown upon them, that the
siur should be cast upon them that it is necessary to
logislate in this matter. I feel t'hat it is wrong in
principle, aven if the measure is not more restrictive than
the one now on the Statute-book, that thora should b an
attempt on the part of this House to place on the
Statutebook a direct insult to these organisations. In view
of the state of the Session, I think the Bill should remain
over. Lot the authorities try to enforce the law as it is now.
The First Minister is very ready to say that thora are only
a few monthis before the flouse will meet again, and no
groat wrong can exist during that short periol. Ha makes
that appeal to the House, anl I mako this appeai. After a
fow months, you wil have the opportunity of seoing
whother the law will work eficiontly, the authorities can
put the law in force, and, if they find, aftter bringing the
full power of the law to bear against those who are doing
wrong, that it is not sufficient, then you can como a few
months hnce and introduce a law, and give ail parties an
opportunity to b heard and to represont thoir case fairly
and justly before the House. This is only a matter of equal
justice and equal rights to all. Why should you attempt to
catch a verdict against these people ut this time ? It is not
in the best interests of the country that legislation of this
kind should be brought forward atIbis period of the Session,
whon no n<cessity has been shown for any change of the
law. Thora as not been an attempt to put the law in force,
and it bas not beon found to b doficient and incapable of
being executed. I am, tberefore, opposed to the Bill.

Mr. AMYOT. The hon. gentleman who las just sat
down (Mr. Wil on), wants equal rights for ail. Doubtless
ho knows the sato of tho harbor of Quobec, and bas seen in
the newspapers reports of what is going on thera If equal

*liberty to ail moans liborty to a certain society to prevent
ail others from workirg, 1am certamnly not in fhvor ofthat
liberty. I utderstand that equal liberty to ail means the
liberty of every one to do what is right. Working at a
ship is a thing that is right, and whon you provent citizons
from working ut a ship you do what is wrong, and you take
away the liberty of others under a false pretext of liberty
for yourdclf. The hon, gentleman says that no petition bas
coma up for this measure. Wall, Sir, when last year we
passed a number of criminal Acta, did we ever sec one
petition in favor of them ? Not that I am aware of. The
hon. gentleman says ho las received telegrams f rom the
Knights of Labor. Does ho mean to say that this Bill is
aimid against the Knights of Labor? Dos ha mean to say
that thera is a party in this louse who are more friendly
to the Knights of Labor than to other classes ? Are wa not
ail friends of the workingmen ? Are we not all friends of
the prosperity of all classes of society ? I am as great a
friend of workingmen as any one, but I am a friend

Mr. WILsoN (Elgin).

also of the people at large, and when I see a
certain society taking illegal measures to prevon t
others from working, I say it is something we should put a
stop to. As long as the Kniglits of Labor kop witbin the
bounds of justice, and of ·the law, they will be protected,
and they wilt find friends everywhere. I am not against
the Knights of Labor, but I say that, in Quebec, the ship
laborers, or some 60 of them, were incorporated under
protence of being a mutual benefit society. Now that they
have got the subscriptions of a large class of people and
have become powerful, they have passed by-laws imposing
a high tariff on ship captains, and the captain has no right
to move his ship an inch without paying them enormous
wages. He is bound to employ a certain number of men,
and if he does not submnit his cargo is ruined. The ship
laborers are there, they do not kill people, but they gather
by hundreds on the wharf, and those who dare to go to
work against their will, know what is likely to befall them
that evening, or the next day, when they happen to be
alone or when darkness overtakes them. There has been
no petition, it is true, but I may say for the information of
the Hlouse, that when I had the honor of presenting the
first Bill, which was mach more stringent than this one,
I received a telegran from the Quebec Board of Trado,
among whom are some political friands of the hon. gentle-
man. I will read the telegram :

" At a meeting of the Council of the Quebec B)ari of Trade held this
morning, it was unanimously resolved to approve entirely of the draft
of the Bill now before the House of Comnons, introduced by Col. G.
Amyot, member far the county of Bellechasse, and entitled :'An Act to
protect work on Board of Vessels'; and I have been authorised on
behalf ot the Board of Trade to ask you to cause to be added to the Bill
in q9estion, sections Nos. 114, 115, of chapter 71of the Revised Statutes
of Uanda, 1886; a3 we strongly believe that in dealing with offendera
in a summary manner, it will put a stop to the great injuries -he trade
of this cityl has suffdre I for a number of years past. Your strong
influence ia favor of the aboTe suggestions wll much oblige,

"Yours truly,
"T. LEDIROIT,

"President.
" Certified,

"F. I. ANDREWs,
" Scretary."

It is a well known fact that some years ago the harbor of
Quebec was visited by hundreds and hundreds of ships, and
it is a well known faut that the condact of the ship laborers
has driven away the shipping from Queb3c. Not only do
ships avoid Quebec, but many ships do not come to Canada
at al now, on account of the difflculty causod by the ship
laborers of Quebec, and this has given a bid reputation to the
city and to the whole country abroad. We must put a stop
to this at once. To-day, the merchants of Quebec importing
gools from Europe are obliged to unload them at Montroal,
and to bring thoem back to Quebec by railway or in srmail
boats. Mtr. Filch, who has a largo establishment at St.
Romuald, near Quebe, has been informel by tho large
ship-owners that they will no longer load his matches in
Quebec harbor, and ha has to send them to Montroal
to b shipped from thore to Europe. The fact is,
Mr. Chairman, there is no more shipping at Quebe,
so to speak. The trada all goes elsewhere, because the
ship laborers wish to carn a minth's wages in two or three
days' time, working eight or nine hours a day. Commerce
is not able to support that charge. The ship laborers are
organised ; they have got funds and physical force ; and
yet wo are asked in the name of liberty to sustain
them when they try to prevent other mon from
working for reasonablo wages. The ship laborerg gatber
on the wharf an intinidate and prevent other mon fron
working, and that is what we cali liberty for ail i Ejual
rights for all 1 I say no; I say il is a use of illegal means
to restrict the liberties of others. If the hon. gentlemen
represented authoritatively the Liberal party, if ha was
speaking in tho name of the Liberal party, I would ay to
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him: the name of your party is a fraud, bocause liberalism
I take to mean liberty. But hore yon take away the liberty
of a whole people for the benefit of a few who have inor-
porated themselves into a society under the false pretence
of benevolent purposes. The actual law is insufficient, it
doos not deal with threats. It only speaks of those who are
working at ships, who are usually employed ; it excludes
all those who do not usually work. The ship laborers have
organised themselves into a society. A ship comes in, and
is to be loaded or unloaded. If the ship laborers ask too
much, the captain or ship owner applies to some other
workmen, who are willing to do the work. The actual law
will not protect that class who don't usually work. I am
sorry the Government las consented -to take away the
words, ''or other means," because even amongst those who
belong to the ship laborers' society, some would like to
work in spite of their by-laws if they could. If to-day
this society passes a by.law, saying : If you work
yon will lose your share in this society, or you
will be expelled from the society, or you will be obliged to
pay such and such a fine-in that case the words " other
moans " would reach these classes. Bat as the Government
las deciled to take away those words, I will not insist.
The present Bill is a stop in the right direction. At pre.
sent, although the ship laborers may not strike a blow, they
are there exercisir-g no less an intimidation by silence, if I
may so speak, so that nobody dares to go to work. Bat
when the offence is more clearly defined, other mon will
dare to go to work. If you say that there are no petitions
in favor of this Biil, I would remind you that wu havo in
this liouse the Mayor of Quebec, who is in a position to tell
yon that the Bill is needed in the interests of that harbor.
I suppose if those occurrences happen in other harbors,
members represonting those cities would be very happy to
find on the Statute-book a law dealing with those offences.
Somo years ago we had Quebec crimps, who went
on board ships ard stole seamen. A stringent law
was passed, at the suggestion of the hon. momber
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), under which such
offenders were liable to be sent to the penitentiary.
What was the consequaorco? Two offanders wero sont to
the penitentiary, and since thon there has been io crimpir:g.
Il we had a stringont law dealing with these organisations,
which are the rin of society and the shame of this century,
there would be liberty for labor for every class. It has been
said that this would be a stigma on our society. I bard
an hon. momber the other day make that statement. Surely
that was a more farce. We have laws against stealing, mur-
der and crimes of different kinda, and these do not cast a
stigma on society, and the proposed law would not cast a
stigma. The law is absolutely required for the city of
Queboc. It may be required at any given moment for any
other city. Its effects will i e simply this: It will be a
safeguard for the liberty of labor among evory other class;
it will stop the disposition manifested to prevent liberty
of labor; it will give the city of Quebee a chance of ob-
taining a share of commerce, and ià will remove the bad re-
putation, which I am sorry to say, the ship laborers of Que-
bec have obtained for the country.

Mr. BURDET1C. I am no friend of coercion either in the
shape of capital or labor. I think al just and legal means
ought to be adopted to prevent unlawfu comnbinations
and illogal acts on oither side. But I tubmit that this Bill
should be amended so as to permit the party accused to be
tried by a jury, if he desires. la any event, it shonld be
provided that the trial should be before a police magistrate
or police commissioner, if thore be sach in the vicinity, in-
stca-l of being before two justices of the peace. While I am not
Fpeaking against the integrity of justices of the peace, they
of ten may be directly or indirectly interested, and they are not
always capable of judging as te the distinction between cri-

minal intent and lawful or unlawful acte, however honest
their intention may be to acquit or convict, in case of inno.
cence or guilt. I, therefore, suggest an amendment in that
direction. I, moreover, suggest permitting the option of a
fine instead of imprisonment in every case. It is prettywell
known that where combinations exis', in many instances
innocent or almost innocent persons have been led into
the maelstrom of illegal combinations, even women and
children have been led in that direction. Although convicted
and found guilty of an offorce in the eyes of the law, they
ought not, in many instance , be sent to prison, ani have that
stigma cast upon them for life. I respectfully submit the
proposition that the trial be by jury, if the party so elects,
or, at all events, that it be before a police magistrate or coin.
missioner, and that there should be the option of imposing
a fine instead of imprisonment.

Mr. WELSI. I approve of the Bill. I think it will be
for the benefit of ship owners, and it will only take effect in
the case of those who violate the law. Combinations are
very dangerous in any port, and they tend very much to
injure its trade and commerce. A few years ago there was
a combination in Montreal of the towing service. I hap.
pened to have two ships g< ing up there that month, and
the towage bills amounted to 82,000 odd. A month or so
afterwards the price fell. But this shows that combina.
tions, if not regulated properly, tend to retard thé progress
of a port, and prevent ship owners from sending their vos.
sels there. It would be well to pass this Bill, for it only
applies in cases where a man commitg a criminal violation
of the law an i tramplos on the riglhts of otherd. I am not
opposed to any combination for the bonefit of laborers or
anything of that kind, but when they take the law into
their own hands, and force their own opinions on otherg to
tho injury of the ports and the public, it is timo to have a
law passed to deal with such cases. I will support the
present Bill.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not view this as a Bill hostile to
any labor organisation. If I thought it covered any special
legislation against the labor organis'tion or capital organisa.
tion I would be no party to the pa-sing of ihe Bill. But [
have bal some ex perienue in regard to the very subj)et in
respect of which this Bill is proposed to meot the ditliculty.
I recollect fifteon or sixteen years ago, when I held the
responsible position of Minister, and had to deml with this
question, that an intolerable nuisance existed in Quebec.
The crimping systom had become so bad that the ordinary
mothods of' law were completely paralyied. Thore were
laws to prevent persons from interfering with others who
wanted to labor, laws to prevent crimps coming on board
ship, but when they wore arrested and takon be'oro a
magistrate in nine cases out often they wore acquitted. It
was neces-ary to do something, for affairs had got into such
a state that crimps actually went on board a ship and forced
men to desert and dragged them on shore, and a man was
shot who refused to desert; and, therefore, extraordinary
stops had to be taken to put an end to this lawlessness. i
introduced the Bill, which stands on the Statute-book to-day,
and it was not in force more than twelve months when net
a single crimp was to be found in St. Peter street or Monun-
tain street in Quebec. It completely removed the difficulty.
When yon meet with lawlessness yon must take extraordin.
ary moans to cure the evil, and I agree with the hon. mombor
near me (Mr. Burdett) in regard to giving police mag:strates
in Quebec power, either with or without the conjunction of
the two magistrates, to deal with such offences and without
appeal. The law at present on the Statute-book is found to
be defective, inasmuch as if the people arc not customary
laborers at the work, the intimidation is no offence. The
object of passing this law was to prevent intimidation against
any one, and this defect being discovered, it should be re-
medied, no matter what may be the prejadices of the Ship
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Laborers Society or the Knights of Lbor or any other
organisation. I entirely agree with the suggestion to strike
theso words out of the Bill, and, if it is desirable, to give
the magistrate of Quebec jurisdiction to deal with these
cases without appeal.

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to say one word of explan.
ation which may be useful in regard to the suggestion made
by the hon. momber for Hastings (V.r. Bardett). fHe
thought that this power should be exercised by police mag-
istratcs and stipendinry magistrates. It will b seen by
section 10, chapter 178, of the Revised Statutes-the Sum-
mary Convictions Act-that all powers which are conferred
in any portion of the Statutes on two justices of the peace,
may be exercised by any judge of the sessions, recorder,
police magistrate, district magistrate or stipendiary magis.
trate, so that the hon. gentleman's suggestion is already
complied with. As regards petitions on this subjict, I
agree withb hon gentlemen that tbey are not called for or
necessary. We are continually amending provisions ofour
Statutes in any respect in which we find tbem to be tochni.
cally defective, and we are doing nothing more in this case.
Wo are not increasing the stringency of the law, or adding
new penalties, or changing the proceedings, but we are
simply s9ying that the will of the Logislature, as plainily ex-
pressed, shahl not be defeated by words-accidontally
inertoed I presume--which are entirely inapplicable to the
conditions with which the Legislature was dealing. As to
this being a slur on any labor organisation, it éeems to me,
if I may sny so without offence, thatthe slur against the labor
orgarisatiions is on the part of those hon. gentlemen who
contend that the labor organisations are combined for the
purpose of committing these offences.

Mr. MITCHE LL. The hon. gentleman des not refer to
me ?

Mr. THOMPSON. Not at all. If they are not combined
for those purposes, the Bill does not apply Io them. I may
sny to the bon. member for Elgin (Mr. Wilson), that the
delegates of thsee labor organisations which have met me-
and I bave seen delegates from Toronto, Montreal, Quebec
and St. Catbarines-have distinctly Ochelired, every one of
them, that they have no sympathy with tho persons whn
commit those offences; that their organisations are not
forrned for the purpose of enabling such offences to be com-
mitted, ard that pierdons who comait thoso offences. whether
members of those organisations or not, are working entirely
out of the scope of such organisations; and, therefore, the
delegates who met me, and who, I ara sure, represent the
labor societies as fully as any gentleman in this Hiouse can,i
distinctly repudiate that this is a slur against them, or thati
Ibis legislation would affect thema as labor societies. I
may say furtber, that I met a delegation ftom the Ship
Laborers Society of the city of Quebec, who are more imme.
diately affected, it is said, by this legislation. They were
represented by their legal counsel, a gentleman of eminence
in the city of Quebec, and ho discussed the features of this
Bill with me, and agreed entirely with me that, even as
originally irtroduced, the worJs "lthreats or any other
means" was qualified by the word "unlawfully," but urged
upon me, inasmuch as the law had to be administered by
magistrates, that it would be well to bave no doubt as to
the true meaning and inter pretation of the Act, and ho said,
in the presence of a large numberof members of the sociely,
that if the words "of violnce," and the words "any other
m'oans" were struck out, the Bill would be entirely accept-
able to them. Now, that is the very class of persons who,
it is said by hon. gentlemen opposite, would be aimed at by
this Bill, but if their own solicitor says that they have no
sympathy with the persons committing those offences, and
if the amendment removes all objections, it seems to me1
that the obaervations as regards the casting of a slar uponi
any organisation whatsoever, are uncalled for.

Mr. MITCHELL.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). I think the observations of
the hon. Minister of Justice, as regards the Knights of Labor,
are very true. I do not think there is any class of the
community who would sympathise so little-or have any
sympathy at all-with the unfortanate state of affairs that
appears to exist in the city of Quebee, as the Knights of
Labor. It is against thoir platforin altogether, and they
have no sympathy with such conduct. In the city of Toron.
to at present, although there are about 1,200 men out on
strike, we do not find that there is a single act of violence
mentioned, and the state of affairs there redounds very
much Io the credit of the Knights of Labor. I consider,
however, that it is wrong to introduce this Bill at almost
the last hour of the Session. We have been sitting bore
since the 13th of March, and a Bill of this importance,
affecting as it does a large number of the people of Canada,
should not bo introduced and pressed on the House at se
late a period of the Session. lt may bo, after the repre-
sentations whieh have been made by the hon. member for
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) as te the state of affairs which is
existg in Quebec, that such a Bill is necessary, bat what
the Knights of Libor Gbject to is that the Bill should b3
passed though the Hiouse in the last days of the Sisin,
wihout time to consider the merits of the case. We can
readily understand how that body should be very sensitive
about any legislation which is affecting their rights. One
hon. gentleman bas stated that these conbinations are a bad
thing. I do not think so. They are the only way the
mechanies and laborers of this country have of elevating
thommelez, and they have don9 more, by the orders and
aQsociations which have existed amongst them, to elevate
their moral and religous standing, than anything else
which has taken place. We have combinations amongst
manufacturers, we have the Manufacturers' Association, we
bave oil rings and stoves rings and iron rings, and ail kinda
of rings, and these are ail right enough in the estimation of
some hon, gentlemen. The Govornment of the day are
taking every means in their power to protect wealthy manu-
facturers; they are protecting the iron manufacturers; they
are protecting the coal mines of Nova Suotia by over
$100,000, and carrying their coal for nothing. But. bore is a
measuie aLffeing the rights and interests ot the working
class of the community, and it is introduced at the last day,
and almost the last hour, of the Session. Sach a Bill may
be necessary but it should bo delayed until next Session,
or should have been introduced earlier in the Session, se as
to have given the labor organisations throughout the
country an opportunity of discussing it, and expressing
their opinion upon it. Why, S.r, it is only some 48 hours
since this Bill was introduced.

Mr. TRIOMPSON. It was introduced five days ago.
Mr. CAMPBEfLL (Kent). And now the hon. gentleman

wants to press it through the ouse at race horse speed,
although we have telegrams from large and respectable
bodies of people in Toronto, Hamilton, St. Catharines,
Windsor and other places, aikiog that tho Bill shall be
delayod until they have time to investigate it and expres
themselves upon it. I think the Minister of Justice should
delay the Bill till next Session, and if it is then found to be
in the interest of the people I am sure there is no class who
will favor its passage so much as the Knights of Labor.
They are opposed to all such disloyal means, and sch a
state of affairs as are represented to exist in Quebec, and I
hope the Minister of Justice will, in deference to the repre.
sentations made by a large number of assemblies, onsent
not to press the Bdl at this late stage of the Session.

Mr. W[LSON (Elgin). I regret exceedingly that the
Government feel that it is their duty to force this Bil
through at the present time. I did not intend to convey,
nor did I convey, in the remarks I made, that the various
labor organisations in any way desired to violate the law
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or enter into a combination to do a wroug or injustice to
any class of the community, as they are a law-abiding
class. I said that this law was proposed purposely to pre-
vent the labor organisatiois from enjoying the right to pro-
tect their labor, and tbe Minister of Justice represented me
as stating that I regarded this Bill as a reflection upon
them. i do say so. It is directed against ail labor organi-
sations, and it implies that it is necessary that the strong
arm of tho law should be used to restrain those organisa-
tions from exercising what they regard as their rights and
privileges. As for any wrongs being done in Quebec to
parties who desire to labor on vessels, I think I have shown
that those abuses have not been increasing to any extent.
It is true it has been stated that there are telegrams from
the mayor and other parties in Quebec asking for this logis-
lation. It may be that they consider it in their interest
that such legislation should take place. I believe they state
that for some cause or other the shipping is leaving Quebec
and going to Montreal, and it may be that they attribute
this to the high wages which they have to pay for loading
and unloading vessels there. I da not think, if they
enquire into the facts, that they will find this to be the
case, but they will probably find other causes for the
impairment of the trade of Quebec. I do not think my
hon. friend from Bellechasze (Mr. Amyot) should be quite
so warm against me on this subject. lie said that if I
represernted the Reform party, ie did not believo in
the principles of thît party. I do not represent any
but my own viewq, and 1 do not ask my bon.
friend to acejpt thom. I thir k my views are, perhaps,
too libeial tor so recent a convert. Bat while tdeny that
there is any intent on the part of the various labor organi-
sations in any way to violate the law or interfere with the
rights of other people, they hold sacred and dear the rights
they possess, and they desire that the same laws should be
meted out to them as are meted out to other classes, and
that is all they ask. They ask rio more, and they are not
content with any less. My hon. fuiend says we of ten pass
Bis that have niot been petitioned for. 1e the discovery
of the difficulty in Quebec so recent that they did not know
of it until a few days ago ? Did they make no representa.
tions to the Government of that difficulty previous to the
introduction of thiis Bill a week or two ago ? I say that
this is too short a lime in which to pass legislation of this
kind, affecting, 'more or less, all of the labor organisations
from one end of the Dominion to the other. It is possible
that, if hon, gentlemen enquired into the expenses of
loading and unloading vessels in Qaebec, they might find
that the work waa done more cheaply there than at Mon-
treal. I am told that sncb is the case. With reference to
the statement of the Minister of Justice that the various
labor organisations had an interview with him, and ex-
pressed themselves through their legal advisers as perfectly
satisfled with this Bil, i1 ask why are the delegates etill
here protesting against it'?

Mr. TIIOMPSON. The bon. gentleman misunderstood
me. I said it was the Ship Laborers Society of Quebec who
had counsel.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I had an in terview to-day with
one of the members of the Ship Laborers Society of Quebec,
and he strongly opposes snch legislation as this. I also had
interviews with delegates from the various labor organisa-
tions who protest against the passage of the Bill. But they
say if the Bill must pass, let it be amended so that it may
bear upon us as lightly as possible. Then, how can they b
satisfied with the passage of this Bill? Has there been any
petition from them asking for it ? On the con trary, we have
had petitions presented from every part of this Chamber
against its passage. If the Government believo that the in-
te eteto society require such coorcive legislation, and are
willing to assume the responsibility of it, ail I can say is

that I have done my duty in protesting against it in the
interest of a class who I think are, perhapa, not suffleiently
represented in the House-an upright, honest class, who do
not wish any legislation that would in any way have the

ffecet of legalising any wrong doing, but, on the contrary, are
desirous of obeying all the laws on the SLatute-book, and for
that reason are anxious that our laws rnay be made to bear
evenly upon all classes, so that ali classes may be placed in
a position of equality under the law.

B11 reported.
Mr. THOMPSON moved the third reading of the Bill.
Mr. WILSON. It would bo better this Bill should stand

over until to-morrow, and give the delegates an opportunity
of seeing whether they cannot make representations or offer
amendments to the Bill.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time and passed,
on a division.

COUNCIL OF TE NORTII.WEST TERRITORIE3.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading
of B il (No. 163) respecting the Couneil of the North-West
Territories.

Motion agreei to; Bill rend the s3cond time, and c>n-
sidered in Committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the third roading of
the Bill.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I regret very mach that the
hon. gentleman bas found it necessary to adopt legislation
of this sort. We have had nothing like this in the Empire
since the time of Queen Anne, when the triennial Parliament
extended its own life for a period of four years longer.
Tho hon. gontleman proposes to continue the existence of a
body elected for two years for a porioi of three years. The
Government are greatly to blame for net having taken this
subject into consideration, and provided a Bill to meet the
difficulty at the beginning of the Session; and I think the
hon. gentlemen frorn the Territories, who have proposed s
many Blls and proclaimed the importanee of their measures,
should have brought this subject to the attention of the
louse at the beginning of the Session. Had the Govern-

ment proposed to give the people of the North-West proper
representation in the Council, it woull not have been
necessary to take the unusual course of extending this
Council's terrm of existence.

Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentlemen
elected for the North-West Territories will recoive with
humble submission the chastisement the hon.gentleman bas
given them, and will be better boys next time. The hon.
gentleman says that never since the time of Queen Anne,
when the Parliament extended its existence from three to
seven years, has a prooeeding similar to this taken place,
but the hon, gentleman will remember that the action of the
ti iennial Parliament saved the country. The ternm of the
North-West Council i, extended not for a year, but to the
end of the next Session, and this will save the North West a
very great deal of inconvenience, and I have no doubt it will
be generally acceptable to the North-West.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The bon, gentleman might,
without much inconvenience, in a more constitutional way,
have done his duty.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time and passed,
on a division.

SUPPLY-IMPRISONMENT FOR LIBEL.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House again
resolve into Committee of Supply.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Before that motion is put, I
beg to say that it has been brought to My notice that an
important trial took place in the city of Quebec, of Mr.
Maguire, for maliciously libelling one of the members of
the House of Commons. He was convicted of the offenca,
and fined by the judge and sentenced to six months' impris-
onment. It is also stated that the Minister of Justice has
recommended fis Excellency the Governor General to
exercise the prerogative of the Crown on Mr. Maguire's
behalf, and to discharge him from imprisonment That is
a matter of sncb importance that the hon. the Minister of
Justice ought to inform the House whether he bas received
from the judge who sat in that trial a report of tho proceed-
ings, and whether the request, the recommendation he
made, to is Excellency was one of which the judge ap.
proved. This is the proper and legitimate time for making
an enquiry of this sort into what seems to me to be an
interference with the civil admitistration of justice.

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not question the propriety of the
hon. member's course in making the enquiry at this stage,
but I must express the regret thathedid fnot give meintima-
tion he intended making sncb enquiry, because I would have
had the papers, and given bim more full information than I
can from memory. It is a fact that, in the case of Maguire,
application was made three or four weeks ago for bis release
by a petition which alleged various grounds. Among others
it was stated that bis state of health was such that ho
was unable to endure the confinement, and that bis lifo
was in danger, and the petition was accompanied by a
medi-al certificate to that effect, signed either by bis
usual medical attendant or by a practitioner called upon
by himself to mako an examination. I declined, in accord-
ance with the usual practice, to act on such certiflcate
or representation, and made the ordinary presentation
to the judge who tried the case, and the surgeon of the
gaol for a report of the trial, and an official report of
the surgeon as to Mr. Maguire's healhh. These reports
were received a very short time before bis release.
The report of the judge stated the various circumstances
connected with the trial, and indicated that, as far as the
merits of the case were concerned, ho remained of the
opinion that bis sentence was not an improper one, as
regards severity, but he stated, in view of the circumstances
mentioned in the petition and the certificate in regard to
health, that the bealth of the prisoner was a circumstance
he had not considered in passing the sentence, and one
which he thought it would be right for the executive to
cOnsider, or which he loft for the executive to consider. I
forget the exact words, but I am stating the substance.
The certificate from the surgeon of the gaol indicated
that the prisoner was suffering from a disease which can
probably have only a fatal termination, and that a further
confinement would have the result of shortening bis days.
The ordinary principles which governed us in regard to
advising the executive interference in such cases, seomed
te me to justify the action which we took upon the certi-
ficates, and it was upon that alone that I advised the exor-
cise of the executive clemency.

Mr. LAURIER. Under the circumstances, as disclosed
at this time, there is no occasion as far as I can see, for me
to either approve or blame the action of the hon. Minister,
but I think he has been imposed upon, for I am informed
that Mr. Maguire is in tbis city now, and is in good bealth.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I saw him here this after-
noon.

Mr. LAURIER. I am not disposed to criticise the action
of the Minister, but I think the hon. gentleman would meet
the wishes of the House by laying the papers before us at
an early day.

Sir Ca ats Tuppza.

THE 9TR BATTALION.

Mr. AMYOT. I am sorry to have to take a few
minutes of the time of the House, but I am afraid it will be
the last opportunity I shall have this year. I would not do
it if oniy myself were concerned, but a certain report to
which I am going to allude, contains an account which is
unfair and unjut, and which reflects upon the officers of a
battalion which did its duty the best way it could in the
Nortb-West. I refer to a report of the Department of Militia
and Defence, Appendix No. 4. In that there is an
account dated 27th September, 1886. You will remember,
Mr. Speaker, that we came back from the North-West in
Jaly, 1885, so that more than a year had elapsed. This
accoant shows that the battalion would be indebted to the
Governmont in the large amount of $1,571.42. In a few
words, and in a few minutes, I hope to demonstrate that this
account is simply fancy, and that, perhaps, there is not one
word of truth in it, and that it was the most unjuast and
ex parte piece of business that could be brought before a
Parliament. First of ail, the paymaster, Major Guy, says ho
warned the paymaster of the 9th Battalion that the rations
could not be drawn in kind, It is proved on oath that
the paymaster of the 9th does not know a word of English,
and, as the paymaster in question, Major Guy, does not
know a word of French, and there was no translator, it is
bard to underetand how the warning was given. Threo
witnesses proved in court that Lieut. Col. Lamontagne told
Major Dugul that the officers were allnwed to draw thoir
rations in kind, The report says :

" The corps was overpaid on account of rations, forage, &c., at
Quebec for the month of July by Lampson, in September, 1885."

And the account charges the officers of the 9th with that
amount paid in the month of August or September, and
calls upon them to refund it. Hore is the official letter of
the Department :

"QUE:Bc, 31st August, 1885.
"Srn,-I beg to inform you that, according to instructions received

from the Deputy Minister of Militia, the 9th Battalion are entitled to
draw field allowance and rations to the 21st July; from that to the end
of July, net pay only ; no men to be included for pay who were not
with the corps in the North-West. The claim of $3 per company for
books has been disallowed.

"1 r, main,

"Your obedient servant,
"FREDK. LAMPSON,

deMajor."

That is addrossed to Lieut. Col. Amyot. Nearly a year
after that, after baving paid that amount according to
orders from Ottawa, Major Guy, ex parte, without consulting
us at all, pre pares and files a report in the office condemning
us to refund those amounts, and this is published under the
responsibility and under the signature of the head officer of
the Department as a just thing to do against the 9th Bat.
talion.

Mr. PERLEY (Assiniboia). They ought to disband them
altogether.

Mr. AMYOT. Da I hear the word "dispense"? You
did not dispense with our services when we went to the
North-West. Perhaps the hon. gentleman was glad to see
us there. In this account Col. Evanturel is charged with
a saddle and bridle, not acconnted for, and one Bot of driving
harness. It is known by the Department, and it is known,
or ahould be known, by the hon. the Minister of Militia, that
these articles have been returned, that the harness was left
at Calgary, and that this is a false charge against Col.
Evanturel. He knows, or ho should know, that the saddle is in
the armory at Quebec,and he knows, or he should know, that
this account is taise. If you take Col. Amyot's account, you
find one Mexican saddle and bridle charged against him and
not accounted for. The Minister knows, or ho should know,
that, in September or October, 1885, that Mexican saddle wa
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duly returned at the arsenal, that the receipt was given, and
yet, nearly two years after that, under his own signature, ho
pretends before the country that Col. Amyot bas got that
saddle. It is a false report. The report is honored with
the signature of a great man, I admit, but, whatever may be
the dignity of the signature, it does not give the right to
state a thing which is false, to charge the colonel of the 9th
Battalion with actions which ie has not committed, to
say that he is in possession of a saddle when the hon.
gentleman knows, or should know, that it is not the
case. He produces that account more than a year after,
he charges me with that when these things have been
returned nearly two years ago, and he does this at
the end of this Session, hoping, I suppose, that I would not
see it, and that he would leave the country for another year
under the impression that the colonel of the 9th was acting
improperly. This is not fair. This is not just. This is not
the recompense that a battalion which bas done its duty,
as the hon. gentleman has admitted in this H1ouse, while
engaged in the operations of war, should expect for its ser-
vices. This account speaks of a Capt. Perreault. I never
had such a man in my battalion at any time. - On page 49
I find :

" This officer being the quartermaster is specially responsible, through
his commanding officer, for the rations and forage issued by McGibbon
to him at Calgary for the use of the battalion returning east, and these
are not accounted for in any way."

Mr. Speaker, this is false. There were nover any such rations
given to us. Further on, we are charged with a car load of
provisions. That is false. We never received any such thing.
When we left Calgary, Major McGibbon gave us an officer
calied a supply officer, who furnisbed us with meals while
going down to Winnipeg. If a car load of provisions was
given to us, we did not know it. We do not know what be-
came of it. But to put in a report a charge that wo recci ved a
car load of provisions and did not account for it, is unfair
and unjust. It is an official-I will not say the word lie,
because it is not parliamentary ; but give it the name you
pleaso: it is a false charge. Col. Roy is charged with a
saddle and bridle. I am sure the Ministers generally of the
Cabinet do not know the persecution to which we are
subjected by one of their number, but the Minister of Militia
should know that Col. Roy long ago returned that
bridle. I would only give one or two items to show the
Hlouse how the accounts are made in that Department. They
speak hero of a Lieut. D. W. Morris. There is no such
man in my battalion. Capt. Penny is charged with the
same accounts as the other captains, though he was in the
North-West only half the time of the expedition. lt shows
with what accuracy Major Guy bas prepared the report.
Ho begins by saying that no accounts were signed, or
something to that effect. Why, Mr. Speaker, the accounts
were signed by nearly every one of the officers, by the
quartermaster, by the paymaster, and by the commandant
of the battalion. He undertakes in that report to interpret
the law, and to dictate to the officers their duties, and the
chief officer of the Militia Department allows one of his
subordinates to give a military lesson to one of the com-
manders of the battalion, and he thinks that is discipline. I
protest against that account as exparte. An arbitration bas
been made by three officers, and the account has been
reduced to about $400, instead of $1,500. That was done
months ago. Though the Department published the first
report stating the account to be over $1,500, they have not
had the generosity to say that the officers of the Department
have reduced it inthatway. Is thatdealing fairly and equit-
ably towards the battalion, which was ready to go, and did
go, to the North-West, although the circumstances were so
painful? It will be borne in mind, says the report, that up to
the date that Major Guy was relieved Irom duty, no
account whatever was given of the two cars of rations
issued to the battalion on leaving Calgary by Major Me

Gibbon. There never was one car of provisions given to us.
Tîiis is an cfficial mistake, an official misrepresentation of
the facts. Then, in this report we are charged with having
received five horses at Calgary. Mr. Speaker, this is entirely
false. By the order of the general commanding, four horses
arrived at Calgary; one was unserviceable and was
refused, I took one, and my two majors took each one, and
they were returned in Quebec, or the value of them was
paid. Some other horses came to Calgary. We had
nothing to do with them. I might ask his officers there
what he did with them. They had some for the use of the
brigade, but we never had anything to do with them,
and to charge us with having received those horses is not
only unfair, but it is false. That part of the report is
false, and it is also most ungratefal, and its publication, under
the circumstances, shows that there is something wrong
somewhere. I think it seldom happens in a country that
has been defended by soldiers, that the chief head of the
Militia Departmenttreats those who have devoted themselves
to the defence ofthe country inL such a way as the 9Lh is
treated now. The writer of the report says he does not
know the value of the horse4, but he supposes they may
be worth $300, and ho charges us with 8300. Let the
hon. gentleman sue us before a court of justice, and, per-
haps, ho will find out that instead of having received
those horses in the North-West, we worked considerably for
the country without ever being paid for it. Now, there is
a war claims commission. If there was not a war claims
commission, the report of the officers named at Quebec to
revise the account, would have amounted to nearly nothing.
The war claims commission charges us with certain amonuts
for making mattresses, 848. That is false. After adetach-
ment of the 9th went to Fort McLeod, they met the
Mounted Police, they met a most efficient otficer there,
Majr Cotton. Ho had some mattrosses made up, and
ho thought it would be botter to ask for a fow others
to be made, and to put straw in them. We knew
the straw there was very dear, and it would save the
money to kecp the old straw longer. lie got them made
on account of the Mounted Police, and they were used as a
loan by the Mounted Police, and now he calls upon the 9th
to pay for them. We are charged with our subsistence in
the Rocky Mountains. I bave already said that if we
had not beon fed in the Rocky Mountains we would have
been fed in Winnipeg. We are charged $100 for straw bats
and helmets. Well, when the company came back to Win.
nipeg they had small hats, with nothing to protect
their eyes. A medical officer reported that the soldiers
required straw bats on their heads. It would have taken
me, I suppose, about fifteen days or three weeks to com-
municate with Major General Strange, under whose direct
c)mmand I was, as the senior officer of the district. But
being commander there, and having the doctor's certificate,
I decided, as I thought I bad a right to do, to give to the
officers and soldiers straw bats or helmets, or whatever I
could find in Calgary to protect their eyes. It was my duty
to do so, I took the responsibility of it, and if it was to be doue
again I would do it, because I consider that volunteers are
not dogs, and that they may wear hats to protect themselves.
Well, that is charged to the 9th Battalion. This, Mr.Speaker,
gives you an idea how this account has been made up. It
is now published and forma part of the official documents.
It is not stated in this document that the commission has
reduced the account, and we would appear for another year
as debtors to the Government for a large amount, if I had
not been allowed by the House to stand up here and protest
against these proceedings, and to give to this honorable House
an idea of how we are treated. Major Guy blames us for
having brought down our three horses, and he said we
might be forced to refund to the Government the cost of
their transportation. Major Guy, who has been employed
so long, I do not know at what oost, to find out claims
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against the 9tb Battalion, to satisfy the hatred of some who
do not share my political feelings, might look at page 261
of the Regulations and Ordors of the Militia of Canada of
1883, and he would there find that "no field officer bas,
on any account, to accompany the battalion on active
service, unless he is accompanied with a horso." Yet,
Major Guy said we did not want our horses, and we
should have left them at Winnipeg, and that we are liable
for the pay of their transportation. The commission says
that the officers did not draw their rations in kind, so an
allowance is made of forty cents per day. The law
pays that the Lieut. Col. in command of a battalion
shall have an allowance of 61 per day. What right las the
Department to take away from a field officer 60 cents a
day ? Lot the Department pay their just debts provided by
law. The Government already admitted owing money to
some of the officers, but they do not apparently think of
paying them. If they follow out their orders and rules and
pay their debts, the matter will scon be settled. I hardly
believe the Minister of Militia has initiated all these matters,
but I am sorry to sec his signature at the bottom of the
statement, and he should have delayed the publication of
that account. He should have published at the sanie time
the correction of it made by the commission, and ie might
have tried, as was suggested by the commanding officer of
the 9th Battalion, to settle the affair amicably and not
trouble the country with these accusations which are false,
unjust and unfair to those who have donc their duty to the
best of their ability.

Sir ADOL PHE CAROT. The hon. gentleman who bas
just resumed his seat displnyst an extraordinary feeling, it
seems to me, in the discussion of what appears to be merely
a matter of account. The bon. gentleman to night, as on
other occasions, las mounted bis charger and gone to the
wars against the Minister of Militia And why? The hon.
gentleman in dealing with this question should remember
that those accounts have been made by the accountants of
the Department of Militia, that cvery voucher which bas
been placed in the hands of the officers in inaking up those
accounts, can be produced by the Department, and an
opportunity will be given to the hon. gentleman to disprove
whatever ho (onsiders it is possible for him to disprove in
the charges made against him by the Department of Militia.
I can say that the feeling whieh the hon. gentleman
attempts to convince the House and the country as existing
between the 9th Battalion and the Ministor of Milit;a, is
altogother imaginary on his part, and I do not wish the
bon, gentleman to assimilate the case of the officers
who were charged by the ac2ountant ot the Depart-
ment with certain amounts that have not been
accounted for, with the case of the 9th Battalion.
On no occasion can the hon. gentleman find that the 9th
Battalion bas been accused or attacked by myself, or by any
of the officers of the Department. It waç, as can be easily
understood, the duty of the Department in dealing with
payments arising out of the North-West troubles, to account
to the country for the money which tbe Department had
receive. to deal with the troubles which unfortunately took
place, açd it seems to me to be most unjust for the hon.
gentleman in discussing this question, merely to say that it
ls false, it is untrue, without attempting to advance a tittle
of evidence to show that the accounts as claimed by the
Department of Militia, arc not truc and just what they
ought to be The hon. gentleman has not advanced a tittle
of evidence to show that those accounts, prepared by the
accountants of the Department, are not based on the vouch.
ers and facts as known to the Department.

Mr. AIYOT. Io not the report of the commission,
which reduces the account from 81,670 odd, to about $400
against the officers, evidence?

Mr. ATOT,

Sir ADOLPHE GARON. I am not prepared to take up
item by item the accounts laid before Parliament; but in
the preparation of the accounts the officers of the Depart-
ment would bave no feeling against the hon. gentleman and
egainst his battalion, and they merely carried out their
duty according to the accounts and vouchers they had
before them. The hon, gentleman on more than one
occasion has said, and he stated it the other night as will
be seen in Hansard, that among the officers who had been
selected there had been one who had not been selected by
him, and that officer had been imposed on the battalion by
the Minister of Militia. I quote from the ffansard exactly
what tho hon. gentleman said:

" Here is another sum of $126.35, but it is not due by an officer of the
9th, but by an officer who belonga to the regular army, whom the
Minister of Militia has himself sent to England, and for whom I am not
responsible. There is another item of$115.25, not due by an officer of
the 9th, but by an officer imposed on the 9th by the Minister of Militia.
He is not related to me: the hon. gentleman knows to whom hbe is
related

"Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Name.
"Mr. AMYOT. Surgeon DeBlois-cousin germain."

I stated at the time that that officor had been appointed up-
on the recommendations made to me by most of the officers
of the battalion, and I stated also that, if my memory served
me, among those recommendations was a recommandation
from Lieut. Col. Amyot himself. And to show how much reli-
ance can be placed on the statements made, in the excite-
ment of debate, by the hon. gentleman, I will read to the
House the very telegram which he himself addressed to me,
asking me to appoint that very Surgeon DeBlois, whom he
says I imposed on the 9th Battalion. lore is the telegram:

" QunBso, lst April, 1895.
" To Hon. A. P CÂxnoN.

" Doctors Roy and Watters sick. Will you authorise Arthur DeBlois,
doctor, to be attached to battalion.

" G. AMYOT."

Upon the receipt of that telogram I replied, on the same
date, as follows :-

" OTTAWA, lst April, 1887.
"Lt. Col. G. AmyoT.

"lQuebec.
I authorise Dictor De Blois to be attached to 9th Battallion.

"A. P. CARON."

The hon. gentleman on the same day continued his corres-
pondence by telegraph as follows:-

"QuissEc, ist April, 1885.
"Hon. A. P. CAntoN.

"IUttawa.

" Bought boots. Trying tohave balance. Asking medicine chest ; con-
demned. Want De Blois authorised to buy. Want instruments. Do
best to be able to start to-norrow; men ready

" G. ANIYOT."

I read those telegrams to the House so as to show that the
hon, gentleman bas forgotten a good many of the telegrans
which he sent, and has forgotten a good many of the facto,
and, possibly, some of the facts which he las forgotten
relate to the very accounts he is complaining of, and upon
which he las expressed sncb a very strong opinion. These
accounts have been made up by the officers of the Depart.
ment, and if there is any amount due to the Department,
that amount must be collected, and the hon. gentleman will
have an opportunity, in another place, of disputing any or
all of these accounts. I do not intend, at this late hour of
the evening, to go into tbo details of the report to which
the hon. gentleman has referred, but I repoat again, that
during the whole of the troubles, I have not heard a word of
complaint, except from the hon. gentleman, about any of
the accounts which have been made up by the same officers in
the Department of Militia. I am perfectly certain that when
the hon. gentleman looks into the matter more closely and
more calmly, ho may possibly change his opinion, and ho
may not find that such bad feeling as been shown towards
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the officers of bis battalion by the officers of the Department
of Militia.

Motion agreed to, and House again resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Customs Department-salaries...........,.....................$300

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Is this Mr T. J. Watters who
receives an increase of 8200 the gentleman who received
the money for seizures ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
M. DAVIES (P.ELI) Why is his salary increased ?
Mr. BOWELL. Ho is accuntant of the whole Dopart,

ment, and his work has increased so enormously that I
thought bu was ontitled to this increase of salary. I wished
to avoid that which bon, gentlemen opposite have been
complaining of so mach, that is, the bringing down of items
for sums to pay for extra work. The records of the Depart-
ment show that Mr. Watters is there until ten or eleven
o'elock at night.

Department of Indian Affairs-salaries ....... ,.........$650
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What has been the position of'

Mr. W. A. Orr heretofore, and what are the special reasons
for increasing lis salary from $150 to $1,100 ? It seems a
pretty sudden leap.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. H-3 is promoted to a
second-class clerkship, and this is tha minimum salary.

Departments of Justice and Fisheries ....... ,.............$2,100

Mr. MILLS (B>thwell). I notice that in the salaries for
the Depatment of Justice, and the Department of Fisheries,
there are seemingly two inew officers. I supposed we were
going to economise, but this does not look like it.

Mr. FOSTE R. With reference to the Fishery Depart-
ment this will bu an economy. The vote is to provide for
an additional second-class clerk, an officer who is found to
be necessary in the Department. The gentleman to be
appointed already receives pay out of contingencies.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then the hon. gentleman has
really been paying this officer in another way ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And, therefore, I suppose there

will be one less charged to contingencies.
Mr. THOMPSON. As regards the officer in the Depart-

ment of Justice, the accounting of that Department las
been rocently increased very largely by the additio n of
accounts wbich were formerly kept in another Department,
and the work has been found to bu rafher large for one
accountant. Last year we abolisbed a thi-dclass clerkship,
which I now propose to restore, with the exceptional pro-
vision that the clerk shall bu appointed at the maximum
salary, in consequence of his having technical qualifications
as a ekilled accountant.

Penitentiaries-salaries...................... 1,000
Mr. McMULLEN. What is the present salary of the

storekeeper at Kingston Penitentiary ?
Mr. THOMPSON. $900. There is an increase on

account of his exceptional qualifications in the service. He
is the only present officer who receives the maximum that
be will bu entitled to under the new Act, The other even-
ing, wben the main Estimates were being passed, I gave an
explanation with regard to an increase there that should
apply to this officer. He is a very valuable officer for the
purchase of stores in connection with the penitentiary.

Mr. M[LLLS (Bothwell). I wish to mention a matter,
whioh I mentioned bçfore, I see that the hon. gentleman

proposes to increase the salary of the warden of the Mani-
toba Penitentiary by $100. This officer was at Battleford
with General Middleton and a Ur. layter Reed. I called
the attention of the Minister of Militia to the fact that there
was a half-breed named Charles Bremner living in the
vicinity of Battleford, and having in bis possession $7,000
worth of furs; that he was arrestod and sent to Regina, and
afterwards discharged because there was nothing against
him ; that during his absence h's furs were taken possession
of by the military ; and that General Middleton, this man
Bedson, and Hayter Reed, divided the fors amomgst them.
There can bu no doubt about the matter-these three parties,
instead of protecting the property of an innocent man,
took it and divided it amongst them. I believe this matter
bas been brought to the attention of the Gvernment. I
would like t ask the Minister of the Interior whether the
matter has not been brought to bis attention ?

Mr. WIlTE (Cardwell). No, it has not. There may
be something of it in the report of the commission, but
that bas not yet boen received.

Mr. MILLS (Botbwell). Has the hon. gentleman nover
heard anything about it ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Nothing except what the hon.
gentleman himself said in the House a short time ago.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I say that mon occupying the
high officiai positions of these mon ouglit not to engage in
looting business of that sort. Whun men occupying such
positions go into an enemy's country, perhap,, according to
the laws of war-the law of the country being suspended,
and no on owning any proporty by law-a prceeding of
this sort might be allowed ; but when a man goes into bis
own country, and is paid, and is liberally paid, by the
public for the servicos ho is discharging, and, instead of
exerting bis authority to protect people and to preserve their
property, uses his pýsition, because he thinks that the
public are not likely to become cognisant of bis conduct,
to rob a citizen of his property, especially when the man is
a half-breed, living beyond the influence of public opinion
and the reach of public intelligence, the Government ought
not to come down to Parliament and propose to incroase
bis salary, as is done in this case. I say those mon ought
to be called to account for their conduct, and they ought to
be beld responsible to the law of the land for what they
bave done in this matter. I do not think we are discharging
our duty to the poople of this country when we permit
officers, who conduct themselves in this way, to esocape that
censure which their conduct richly deserves.

Mr. SCART H. Tho hon. gentleman has made statemeni s
bere for the second time without bringing forward the least
evidence for what he haî said. I know Mr. Bedson, the
wardon of the Manitoba Ponitentiary, much better than I
know tbe hon. gentleman, and I am prepared to say that
Mr. Bodson is as honorable a gentleman as the hon, member
far Bothwell or any other member of this House, and [
think it il-becomes the hon. member for Bothwell, in the
absence of a man of Mr. Beison's character, a servant under
the Government for many years, and a gentleman who went
forward in the rebellion and did as good work as auy other
man in that rebellion, to get up in this louse and accuse
him of conduct that he is not able to prove.

Mr. MILLS (Bo)thwell). I believe the Government have
in their possession the proof of the accuracy of the statement
which I make. I have my information from persons who
profess to have porsonal cognisance of what was done. I
was given a copy of a recoipt that was taken by the force
at the time this property was taken possession of. I was
told how the property was distributed, and how trunks were
filled with the furs and sent out of the settlement. The hon.
gentleman talks about Mr. Bedson's character. I have had
opportunities of knowing somothing with regard to the oo.
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duct of that offleer, whioh I mentioned to the hon. mombers
on .he Treasury benches, and if the hon. member for Mon.
troal West (Sir Donald Smith) were bore, he could bear
testimony which would be very different from that which
the hon. gentleman has set up.

Mr. TIHOMPSON. As regards this officer, when his
salary came under consideration in the main Estimates, the
hon. member for Bothwell asked if the Minister of Militia
and myself had been aware of a charge of that kind having
been made by one Bremner. I replied that I had not heard
of it before, and I have not hoard of it since. It Bremner
has been aggrieved in the way the hon, gentleman de
scribes, it is very extraordinary that ho has not made a
complaint cither to the Minister of Militia or to myself, in
whose Department, Mr. Bedson is serving. With all
deference to the bon. gentleman's parliamentary exporience,
it strikes me as novel and somewhat unwise that an officer
of the public service, and so far as I know of honorable
service, should be stigmatised as a thief when the person
ho is alleged to have robbed has not laid a single charge
against him, and when the officer bas not had an opportunity
of answering any complaint. If the hon. gentleman had made
a statement, the other night with the positiveness that
he bas done now, I would have called upon Mr. Bedeon to
answer it i but the hon. gentleman put it in the form of a
question, and down to this moment Mr. Bedson bas not had
an opportunity of answering this charge. I beg to say
that this is not an increase in his salary. When the main
Estimates were under consideration I stated that the officers
of the Manitoba penitentiary were, for a number of years
past, in receipt of larger pe:quisites than the officers of ary
other institution. Not only were they in the r, coipt of fuel,
which was not customary in the other ponitontiaries, but
Mr. Bedson bas been receiving rations as well, and an
enquiry elicited the fact that those perquisites are worth
very nearly S1,700 a year. I asked the House to give an
additional allowance of $100, and this is a further addi-
tional allowance.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am inclined to think
that the hon, gentleman is right in the supply of the per-
quisites. Looking over the Auditor General's Report, I
find certain items to which I called the attention of the
Publie Accounts Committeo, with respect to this same
Manitoba penitentiary, and which 1 consider as very de-
cidedly objectionable. I am not disposed to take umbrage
at sorne trifling expenses incurred by some of those offieers,
but when 1 come upon items liko these :

"l Goverr.or Gpnerals visit-Colored cotton and print, $20.38; cham-
pgne, 2 cases, $65; medoc, 2 cases, $17 ; port, 1 gallon, $6.50; sherry,
1 gallon, $6.50 ; whiskey, 2 galions, f5."

I think that the management of this 'ponitentiary bas boen
lax, to say the least of it. I think it is very unfair to His
Excellency that his visit sbould have been used for the pur
pose of allowing expenses like this to be incurred. We
know that in this country there is a very sti ong feeling in-
deed on tho temperance question, and it is not rigbt that,
under the guise of a visit paid by the Governor General to
a penitentiary, an expenditure of this kind should bo in-
curred and chargcd in this fashion. There is no doubt
whatever that this visit of Ris Excellency was made the
occasion of a certain amount of guzzling on the part of a
number of persons who chose to avail themselves of that
opportunity to go out there, and it is not, in the state of
public opinion, right or proper that such items should creep
into our Estimates. I called the attention of the Public
Accounts Committee to tbis, and enquired by whose autho-
rity it was done. If not dono by the authority of the bon.
gentleman, it is clear there wore irregularities in connec-
tion with the penitentiary, which shows the management
has not been in all respects what it should be.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

Mr. THOMPSON. This is not at all an evidence of mis-
management of the penitentiary, and bas no referenceo 1 the
systom of perquisites at all. At the time His Excellency
was about to make a visit to the penitentiary, the wardon
telegraphed to the Minister of Justice for the time being -
I had been sworn in but not elected-to state that His Ex-
cellency was about to visit the prison, and asked whether
ho should be permitted to entertain him. Ho received from
the acting Minister of Justice the reply that ho might to
the extent of $ L00. I regret more than the hon. member
himsolf, for the sake of the dignity of His Excellency, that
this item should appear as it does in the Public Accouants.
I cannot help thinking it was put in the Public Accounts,
not for any wise or proper purpose, and it is likely to
convey the impression that there was irregularity in the
management of the prison.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. I do not think it was a
judicious permission. I do not at all approve of this pra.tico
of considerable sums being voted-I am not straight-laced
in those matters-in providing liquors on occasions of this
kind.

Legislation, Senate.......... ................... ...... $2,100

Mr. MoMULLEN. What is the name of the law clerk
and what is his salary ?

Sir CIARLES TUPPER. $2,200 and this makes it
82,500.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I cannot see what
reason there is for these increases. Theso officers bave been
receiving these salaries for a considerable number of years,
and I do not see any reason why any increase should be
m'ide. Hore one increased 8300 and the other $400.
Those are not regular statutory increases, and some reason
should be givei wby they are proposed. The work of
officers in the Senate is considerably less than the work done
by our officers bore.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. These inoreames are not
made by the Government but by the Sonate themselves.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think that
justifies them.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We are not in a position to
give all the figures the Senate ask for increasing the Pala.
ries of theso officers. I understand the law clerk bas still
less than bad his predecessor. The sergeant remains on as
clerk of the French Journals besides being sergeant. Hits
salary was 81,200, and I have given him 8100 more for his
work as clerk of the French Journals. This office had be-
como vacint by the death of Mr. Taché, and the Sonate
thought it weil to divide the work between two, giving $400
to the sorgeant-at-arms and the other $800 to the assistant
clerk of French Journals, who is Mrs. Taché, widow of the
late officer.

Sir CHARLE3 TUPPER. On concurrence I propose to
reduce the Estimates by 81,200.

CORNWALL FLOODS.

Mr. BERG[N. The hon, member for S>uth Oxford asked
for an explanation yesterday with regard to the sum of
810,000 voted for the relief of the sufferers by the Cornwall
flood. According to Bansard ho spoke in this way:

"If I am correctly advisei the p-esent sitting member sud the then
sitting member was one of the parties whom the Government thonght
fit to entrnst with the administration of this money. f may say at once
that unless there was absolutely no other humin being in Jornwall
whom the Government could trust, it was a very indiscreet and im-
proper thing to entrust to a gentleman about to run an election with the
distribution of $10,000 of(money taken out of the public Treauury for any
purpose whatever."
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Afterwards he said:

" Because I was informed that the person chiefly concerned was the
then and present member for the county, Dr. Bergin, that there were
three parties of whom he wag one, and we ought to hava, I think, a
statement of how the money was spent. Has the hon. gentleman the
in formation ?"

I am not going to find fault with the hon. gentleman for
asking information as to how the money was spent; but I
could not have imagined before, that partisanship would,
under such circumstances, have carried any hon. member
of this House so far as to charge a man, in the face of such
an apalling calamity as that which befell the town of Corn-
wall, with boing so deaf to all humanity and charity as to
abuse a position which ho had not, but which that hon.
gentleman thought he had, to deprive the sufferers, the
etarving, the naked, the houseless, and the homoless of
Ihat which was sent in the hour of their distress by the
Government for thoir relief. Lot me say to the hon. gentle-
man that I had no more to do with the distributiin of the
money than he had. Let me tell him that from the
moment I was advised by the Government they would
respond to our call for relief, I took care to have nothig,
directly or indirectly, to do with the distribution of the
money. I asked the mayor to cali a meeting of the citi-
zens. He did so, and there was a large number of citizens
present. They appointed a committee, consisting of one gen-
tleman as chairman, from each ward, and of which all the
clergymen of the town formed a part. That money was dis-
tributed almost entirely under the direction of the clergy-
men of every denomination in the town, without resþect to
personis, nnd I think there is no man who will charge men
like the Rev. Canon Pettit, the Rev. Father Murray, the
Rev. Dr. McNish of St. John's Church, and the other clergy-
mon, who, if they have any politics, have different poli-
tical views, with having abused their trust and applied this
for political purposes. As to the local chairmen, there
were two chosen from each political party, and everything
was d one to prevent any misappropriation of that monoy, and,
after it was all expended and there was no further necessity
for relief, thon these gentlemen arranged for an audit, and
whom did they select as their auditors? One was an officer
of the Government. They thought it was only due to the
Gvernmont, who had granted this money, that their ollicer
should be taken as one of the auditors, but the other was
one of the most violent partisans of lon.gentlemen opposite
though ho is an honest man, the registrar of the county.
Could it be possible under such circumstances, that there
could have been any improper interference with the distri-
bution? Under ordinary circumstances I can forgive a
charge of that kind being made, but under circumstances
such as those which occurred at Cornwall, I cannot forgive
any one for suggesting that one could be so lost to all sense
of duty, all sonse of right, all sense of charity, and all sense
of justice as to divert this grant from the intended purpose
under the conditions in which these people were.

Sir I LHARD CA RTWRIGIIT. The hon, gentleman
has takon a very extraordinary view of a very proper ques-
tion which was put by me. We had a perfect right to
know what was done with the money which was given by
Parliament out of the ordinary course, under very excep-
tional circumstances, and at a time which shortly proceded
an election in which that hon. gentleman took part, and
there was the best possible reason for making an enquiry as
to how the money was disposed of, because, if the lon.
gentleman had anything to do with the disposition of that
money, it would have been a most improper act. The
practice of giving money in cases of calamity requires to
be closely watched, and I am very glad to hear that the
hon. gentleman had nothing to do with the distribution,
because that would have been very improper, and would
have shown how closely these matters should be watched.
The information was given to me that the hon. gentleman

was largely concerned in the distribution of this money,
and it was in the discharge of my duty that I asked the
question I did. It is of very little moment to me whether
the hon. gentleman is pleased or not.

Mr. BEURGIN. It may not be a matter of very much
moment to the hon. gentleman, but it ought to be. It may
not be a matter of very much moment to him whether ho
asperses the character of another bon. gentleman or not, but
it ought to be. It may not be a matter of very much mo-
ment to him whethor ho stands well with the country or
not, but it ought to be. And I maintain that a gentleman
who holds the high position which ho holds in the ranks of
the Opposition, ought to be careful of the honor of gentle-
men who hold positions in this House. The hon. gentleman
must recollect that I stated in my opening remarks that I
found no fanit with him or anyone else for enquiring how
this money was spant, but I did find fault with the manner
in which that information was asked for, and to show that
I did him no injustice, 1 read his own words, and I will
repeat them again. He went so far as to say :

" Unless there was absolutely no other human beingin Oornwall."

There could be no other construction put upon it than
that this grant was sent to me, and was so sent with the
full knowledge that I must be a very dishonest man and
would misapply it.

Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGHIT. I bave to repeat that,
had it turned out that the hon, gentleman had anything to
do with the distribution of'this money, it would have beon
a most improper thing. Tho Government wero not, pro-
pare to give the information when I asked for it bocause
they had not the details, and I was perfectly justified in
what I said and I repeat everything I said on the subject.

House of Commons........................$6,472 20

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWR IGIIT. What is the occasion
for these eight additional messengers ? I should have
thought that we had enough of thom already.

Mr. SPEAKER. I stated last night that, when I a-sumed
the duties of Speaker, I found there wero several extra
employés who had to be paid out of the contingent lund,
and I thought it would be mauch botter to have them placed
on the permanent staff. I think that the employés gener-
ally are much botter under control whon thoy are rogularly
on the staff than when they are omployed as extras. As I
said last night, this does not impose any greater burden
than before. The messengers are fully employed for the
convenience of members, and would be missed if they were
not employed.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. Do I understand that
this is not an increase, but that those are mon who were in
the service before ?

Mr. SPEAKER. They were.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was not in the House

at the time ho mide his explanation, otherwise I would not
have repeated the question. I agree with my hon. friend
that it is botter that these officiais should be paid in this
way than under the head of contingencies, but my experi-
ence ef messengers about the House, though I have net the
same opportunity of judging as Mr. Speaker has, is that we
had enough of them before, and if eight were to beo employed
in addition to those who were employed boiore, it would
have required some information. However, as I understand
they are not additional in the proper sonse of the word, but
are merely transferred from the contingencies te the rega-
lar account.

Sir CILARLES TUPPER. I desire to bring in a pro-
vision to pay the indemnity and mileage of the late Robert
Campbell, $1,021.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, I have not the slightest

objection to that, but does it not require an additional mes-
sage ?

Sir CHA RLES TUPPER. This was placed in the Sup.
plementary Estimates before the Governor General's mes-
sage had been printed, and it does not appear in this. It
was incluied in the message as brought down.

To pay Captain J. Wilson for services ai returning
officer at Algoma.................... .......................... $ 150

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHr. Are we to understand
that the gentleman who acted as returning officer, was the
Collector of Customs at Sault St. Marie?

Sir JOHN A, MAC DONALD. He has been returning
officer for many years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We know the position
of Algoma is exceptional, but still, appointing a Collector
of Customs as returning officer, is a precedent which would
be more honored in the breach than in the ob3ervance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He had performed the
duties previously in several elections with great acceptance.
It is a very large district, and he knew how to manage it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was informed at the
elections for Algoma that very considerable irregularities
had occurred in the polling district, which matter, I believe,
is now before the courts. The people did not know until
the date ofthe election, where the poil was to be held.
How does this officer come to be paid $150 extra ?

Sir JOI1N A. MACDaNALD. lIe is paid $150 for his
work as returning officer.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. AIl returning offlers
receive a certain sum without their coming to Parliament
for it. This must be an oxtr.t clearly; I have never seen
this vote before, to my recollection. Is clause 51 a new
clause ?

Mr. BOWELL. The clause Provides that we shall not
pay any officer any extra money unless it is voted by Par-
liament.

Mr. DAWSON. The irregularities which the bon. gen-
tieman bas beard of, are more in imagination than in
reality, The district of Algona is of enornous extent, as
largo as ali the Maritime Provinces combined, with New.
foundland and Gaspé added. The duties there of a return-
ing officer are very onerous indecd. Last winter, when
the election was going on in the depth of winter, and in
the midst of snow storms, the returning officer very nearly
sacrificed his life in his endeavor to do his duty. To say
that irregularities occurred, and that the people did not
know where the polling stations were to be, is not borne
out by the facts. The polling stations are where they
always have been since the district was organised. They
knew perfectly well where thoy were to be, and all these
idle reports are morely put out by disappointed candidates.

Arta, Agriculture and Statistics ....... , ......... ......... $17,500

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Aid to agricultural so-
eieties in the North-West Territories, $810,000. How is that
going to be distributed ?

Mr. CARLING. In the same way as is done by the Local
Governments of Ontario and Quebec. Where there is a so-
ciety of fifty members, subsoribing .$50, the Governmenti
wili give the $3 to their one.1

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may take this opportunity
to detain the louse for a moment in relation to an enqutiy
that was made by the hon. member for South Oxford in
regard to the exhibition, as to the statement that dissatis-
faction was expressed by Messrs. Ballantyne and Macpher-

Sir CHARLis TUPPER.

son in regard to the cheese exhibit. I will read the letter
which was written to me by those gentlemen whon they
left London:

"LONDON, 2Oth May, 1886.

"DEAR Sa,-The cheese shipped by Mr. Ballantyne on behalf of the
Ontario Government, have now arrived sud, being too late for exhibition
purposes at opening of exhibition, will you kindly give the undersigned
an order for the delivery of the sane so we eau store them in a cool
place and will be available for use in the colonial market and restaur-
ants during the holding of the exhibition. We think this will be the best
means at our command to give the English public au opportunity of
testing the good qualities of Canadians Cheddar cheese. We may ald
that the cheese referred to bas arrived ii the best possible condition.
We also propose to keep 100 of these cheese till fall to assist in making
a good display of dairy products sometir-e during the months of Septem-
ber or October. This will test the keeping quality of our cheese, which
ia a fact of importance to have the public know. With many thanks for
your kindness, and courteous attention, we are, Dear Sir,

"Yourse respectfully,
"THOMAS BALL&ANTYY'E,
"D. D. MAUPHERiON."

I give that to the hon, gentleman as the evidence. I will
also read from the report of the Ontario Agricultural
College:

" Good service was rendered by the cheese of the make of 1885, be-
fore mentioned, and sent over in care of Mesars. Ballantyne ail Mac-
pherson. Often prominent dairy experts would say thit while our
Canadian cheese was very fine, when comparatively new, it lacked good
keeping properties. To such I would sample these cheeses over one year
old. Among the well known dairy experts to whom I showed these
cheese were Mr. H P. Moore, of Frome, and Prof. Fream, of Downton
Agricultural College. The expressed opinion of both was that these old
cheese werý as fine as any cheese in the whole exhibit, and so fine that
to therU ihe cheese aw-rdod the first prize at Frome Dairy show, would
have made but an indifferent second. At Frame is held the largest
cheese show inK rgland. Mr Mcore did us the jistice and service of
writing an article tu the London Times containing the sane statement."

I will read one single extract from the report of the gentle.
man who was sent over subsequently by the Ontario
Government:

" The location occnpied by the Canadian exhibit ot butter and cheese
was, perhaps the most prominent in the whole Canadian court Canada
bad a large trophy composed of the varions agricultural producls of the
Dominion : Sheaves of wheat, barrels of flour, sides of bacon, littla tins
of honey, jars of apples and fruit, agricultural implemente, &c. These
were arranged in a most symmetrical and artistic combination. Right
bside this, i1 a prominent place, and where it would best attract the
attention of visitors, was located Ontari ,'s chese and butter. For this
advantage \gr. 0. C. Chipma-, the acting commissioner, is entitled to our
thanks * * a Good service was done the country by the
shipments of cheese sent fron here in the spring. I did not forget that
I had been sent to represent the interests of Ontario in this matter, and I
was fortunate enough to get possession of some of these cheese, which
had not been placed on exhibition at the opening by reason of their not
arriving in time."

It was a matter of some importance ; and having devoted
a great deal of time and hard lab>r to make this exhibition
a saccess, and having done it without-from the commence-
ment of the exhibition at Antwerp to the Colonial and In-
dian Exhibition - incurring one dollar of expenditure to the
country in connection with any position as Executive Com-
missioner, I felt it right to detain the Committeo in order to
put this matter right.

Militia ......................... . ......... . ................ $116 66

Mr. MCMULLEN. By the Auditor General's report I
observe that Dr. Bergin, who, I suppose, is the gentleman
who recently addressed the House, drew $1,800 for services
as Surgeon General. Is he still so engaged ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have answered that qnestion
already. I stated that Dr. Bergin was appointed as Surgeon
General ; that ho had no duties to perform at prosent, and
consequently ho was not under pay.

Mr. MeMULLPEŽN. I see thora was also a deputy Sur-
geon General who received $1,573. Have we that officer
no1w?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. No.
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Mr. CHARLTO,. How long is it since the Surgeon

General was performing duty and under pay ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. 11e las not been under pay for

a long time. His pay ceased almost immediately after
the termination of the trouble; I cannot remember the
exact date. H1 was under pay for six or sevon weeks aftor.
wards to wind up bis accounts and sottle matters connected
with bis branch.

Mr. McMULLEN. He received pay up to the 1st Sep-
tomber, 1885, which is more than a few weeks after the
trouble closed.

Railways--Intercolonial....... $180,900
Mr. JONES. I suppose this amount is to increase the

accommodation at Halifax ?
Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. JONES. Dâes the Minister of Railways propose
taking any immodiate stop to acquire the property there
for the improvement and enlargoment of the terminal
facilities at deep water ?

Mr. POPE. I intend to have an investigation made as
soon as possible. Whether it will roquire property to any
large extent to be acquired, or whother we can manage to
lay a track on the wharves must deponi on the resalt of the
investigution, and I intend to havo that made as soon as
possible.

Wr. JONES. I hope there will be no loss of time in mak-
ing an investigation.

Mr. KENNY. I beg to remind the Minister of Railways
that early in the Session I placed in his hand plans and
papers and a petition for a subsidy for the Halifax and
North-Eastern Railway, or as it is called, the Musquo:oboit
road. This proposition bas excited much interest in Nova
Scotia. It starts from the eastern sido of the harbor of
Halifax and passo through or near the gold mining districts
of Waverley and Oldham, and then the agricultural district
of Musquodoboit, and ultimately reaches the Pictou coal
fields. A subsidy has been granted to the road by the Local
Governhnent, and I hope the Ministor of Riilways will take
the subject into serious consideration. I notice that no
provision ias been made so far this Session. I may remind
the hon, gentleman also that he received the plans for a
proposed lino from Bedford to a point on the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway, a loop line about ton miles in length, to
go through from Bedford to a point six or seven miles west
of Windsor Junction. Both thoso documents have been
placed in the Department of Railways, and as yet no official
response las been made to them.

Mr. POPE. I really did not think it was necessary to
make any official responge, for tVe hon. gentleman has been
so anxious about the matter that ho bas called upon me
before breakfast and after dinner, and has pushed me at all
hours. I may say that so far as the railway is concerned,
the profile of the road was placed in my bands and is in my
office. I am afraid it runs a little parallel to the road now
in existence; but, at ail events, I found it quite impossible
to give aid to ail the railways that were brought before me.
I toit that this qne, under the circumstance, might lie over
or the time being, and the hon. member had pusbed me so
hard that I was net likely to forget it, and if I forget it ho
will, no doubt, bring it before the louse.

Mr. JO N'ES. I suppose this would more properly have
come before the House when the items of railway subsidies
wcre under considcration, and I had intended thon to have
adopted the same course adopted by my colloague with
respect to those two branches. The first branch, the branch
from Bedford, a loop line to connect with the Windsor and
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Annapolis or Intercolonial Railway, would interect a
very fine portion of the Sackville valley, and would
prove a very great convenience te the people of that
district They held several meetings and enlisted the
sympathy of the Local Government, and it would
not require a very great expenditure if the Dominion
Governmont were disposed to afford the company the
usual assistance, while I do not think it would be a compet.
itor with the Intercolonial, because it runs in a different
direction rather fram the liae followed by the Intercolonial
Railway. I hope the Minister will still keep it in mein-
ory, and, if not this year, we will another year have an
appropriation. With respect te the road fron Halifax har-
bor to Pictou: That is one of very considerable importance.
The hon. gentleman says the papers are in his Departinent,
and I thought we had a fair prospect of having a subsidy
granted te that lino, because the Minister of Finance, during
his visit to Halifax, led the promoters te understand, and, I
am informed by them, gave thom his promise that an ap-
propriation would be made for that road during this Session.
1 have hoard fromi soveral parties interestod in that line,
that such an assurance was conveyed by the Minister of
Finance, and I know his own political friends gave it out
during the election campaign that they had his assurance
that the subsidy would be granted. Aside froin that, the
road on its merits is a very dosirable one, for which I think
tho Minister woild be justified in asking the House for an
appropriation. It goes through a splendid settlement, one
of the finest agricultural sections in the eastern part of the
Province. I am sorry the Finance Minister has not been
able te carry out what I understand was the promise he
made on the occasion, and I know his failure to do se will
cause great disappointmont, particularly to his own political
friends,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can only say the hon.
gentleman was misînformed. What I did say with refer.
ence to the railway policy of the Governmont was said
publicly and in the hon. gentleman's presence. A deputa.
tion waited on me in connection with the road; they pointed
out that it was te run from the village of Dartmouth up
into the fertile district of Musquodoboit, and I explained
that the Government of which I was a member had taken
great interest in the promotion of those railways, that sub-
sidies had been granted te them, but that it was not in the
power of myself or of any other membr of the Government
to pledge the Cabinet te any matter upon which a decision
had not been formally arrived at, but that I wruld see that
the morits of the road would be fully and fairly represented
te my colleagues for favorable consideration, as they had
been represented to me, but I made no pledge whatever.

Mr. JONES. I can only say that the decision of the hon.
gentleman will involve great regret to his political friends
and the public generally.

Mr. CHIARLTON. I see that a portion of this vote is
for applying electricity for lighting the cars and steam for
beating thom direct from the locomotive. I would ask
what mode was adopted for applying the steam and generat-
ing and applying the electricity?

Mr. POPE. I cau only say that we will adopt the best
mode wa can find, but that the plan has not yet been de-
cided upon.

M r. MITCHE LL. I wish to state to the Minister of
Railways that three years ago, when the prosent Minister
of Finance was Minister of Railway, I referred te some
claims on the Intercolonial Railway, when b stated in
reply te a question by the hon. momber for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright), that this was the last claim of
the kind on the Intercolonial Railway. I rose and reminded
him that I had submitted some claims on Section 16, and
ho at once assented to the fact of those claims having been
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made, and said the matter would be enquired into and dealt
with. The Finance Minister moved from this to a higher
and more important sphere, and the matter was left in
charge of the present Minister of Railways, for whom I have
great respect, but of whom I must say that, as regards
paying claims in connection with publie works, ho l
one of the toughest customers I ever met. Although
I pressed this claim, and quoted the statement of the
present Finance Minister, I found great difficulty in get.
ting him te take it up. After a year and a half, however, it
was referred to the Dominion arbitrators, who made a favor-
able report, which bas now been in the hon. gentleman's
hands some fifteen or sixteen months. Unfortunately for
my clients, I have net been in favor with the Administra-
tion during that time, and I have not been able to get the
hon. gentleman to pay these claims; in fact, I am not sure
whether he bas considered them. Thero are only some
four or five smalt claims; they have been reported upon
favorably, and I would ask if he will consider them and pay
them.

Mr. POPE. I sympathise with the bon, gentleman in the
delays which have been caused by my predecessor in not look-
ing into the matter. The hon, gentleman knows my prode.
cesser was slow in looking into any claims from the Mari-
time Provinces. Howevor, I have already taken action by
sonding on the arbitrators. I have the report, and I can
tell the bon. gentleman that I will take action very soon,
though whether I pay them or not is another matter.

Mr. MIPICHELL. I would really like a more dstinct
promise from the bon. gentleman. I remember that about
the same time another claim was reported upon, in connec-
tion with the tug Sultan, and I got the cold shoulder from
both of them. This other claim was in the bands of
the Minister of Public Works, and, though I could not get
it paid till the elections came on, I then found that my
adversary, who was running in the interest of the Govern-
ment, managed to get it paid. The hon. gentleman has
surely read the report; ho knows that the claims are just,
and I trust ho will give me an assurance which I can convey
te my constituents that the claims will be paid.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman can assure his con-
stituents that I would have looked into the matter long ago,
but that I was afraid of its being an election dodge. I will
look into it now.

Mr. MITCHELL. Although it is not exactly in line with
the other matter, perhaps the Minister of P.ublic Works
will give me bis attention for a moment. I brought underthe
notice of the bon, gentleman, when I was rather an admirer
of his in former years-I am rather an admirer of his yet,
because I think Le is honest, only for his surroundings-
I brought under his notice the matter of building a wharf
at Neguac. A report was made that it would cost some
83,000 and it was for the purpose of facilitating the lading
of the daily steamers at that place the settlers having to
carry their produce on small boats, owing to the difficulty
of landing. About three year ago, my hon. friend gave me
more than balf a promise that the money would be put in the
Estimates, but the next year I was rather out of favor with
the Administration, and, while I know that the hon. gentle-
man's personal feelings towards me were as good as ever,
his official feelings were somewhat changed. I have never
been able to get him to consider this small claim of $3,000
since. There is something like $50,000,000 representing
statutory obligations and votes of Parliament, and I do think,
considering that not $1 has been granted on any application 1
have made-and I made only two or three moderato ones-
the hon. gentleman might redeem that half pledge which he
made to me three years ago and build this wharf at Neguac.

Sir HIECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman is
right. He spoke to me several times about this wharf, and

Mr. MIToHLL.

in accordance with his desire and my promise I brought
the matter before my colleagues. Every application made
to my Department for works was laid before my colleagues,
and fio m the Council room my estimates came jpst as we
find them bore, and Neguac was not there.

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the hon. the Minister
of Riilways if he bas made arrangements for the eloctrie
light for Halifax station at North street and at Richmond,
respecting which I had an interview with him a short time
ago.

Mr. POPE. I have sent for a report as to that.

Repaire to road dyke along Lake St. Francis ..... ,.....$4,000

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What is it for?

Sir CHARLE3 TUPPER. Between the village of Co-
teau Landing and the mouth of the River Beaudet, on the
North Shore of Lake St. Francis, several portions of the
road are exposed to the full sweep of the waves, and it is in
danger, and this dyke, which is three feet high and four
feet wide, and costs $ 1.14 per lineal foot, is to be erected
to protect it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the municipality or the
Province contribute anything ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.

Public Buildings, Ottawa--to provide for Fettle-
ment ot claim of W Farquhar & Co., con-
tractors for the Library Building ..... ......... $3,046 06

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. This must be a very
old claim ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This was refused by the
contractors at the time, but they have finally accepted it.

Public Buildings, New Brunswick..............$17,800

Mr. MITCHELL. Might I ask at whose request $500 is
asked for the Chatham quarantine buildings. I have never
had any ropresontation made to me that they required
repaira or alterations, and as the representative of the
county, I think I would have been informed of them if they
were needed. Hon. gentlemen are ready enough to put
votes in the Estimates that are not asked for, but they are
not so ready to put in what I know is required. I suppose
it was my antagonist who was put up to oppose me in my
election who asked for this vote.

Mr. CARLING. I think it was recommended by an offi-
cor of the Department there. I do not remember.

, Mr. MITCHELL. Will the hon. gentleman bring the
information some time ?

Mr. CARLING. I will do so.

Publie Buildings, Quebec................................ $46,ooo

Mr. LAURIER. What is the vote of $7,000 to the St.
Vincent de Paul Peniteniary required for?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is for a number of items,
principally for steam pipes and steam fitting throughout the
building.

Mr. LAURIER l there any prospect of the worka at
the cliff under the Citadel at Quebec being completed during
the year ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This vote of $4,000 will
finish the work. There were a number of large boulders
and other rocks which threatened to come down.

Public Buildings, Ontario .......................... 222,312 92

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I hardly think $10,000
would cover the cost of building an examining warehomtse
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in Kingston, if it is to correspond with the Custom house
and post office.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We get the site free.
Mr. MITCHELL. It seems extraordinary that the

Government should contribute to build fire stations in
Ottawa.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The explanation is that we
pay no taxes in Ottawa on our buildings. We have the city
fire department as well as the police to watch our buildings,
althougLh we have our own Dominion police. The city police
do their duty towards the Government, and several times
the fire department of the city has been called upon to
eome to our relief. The city corporation found that our
buildings are so lofty they required botter fire accommoda.
tion, larger number of reels and fire apparatus, and acquired
a central station not far from our public buildings. This
is tho Government's share of the contribution.

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume the hon. gentleman recom.
mended that to Council.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Certainly.
Mr. MITCHELL. It was not struck out, was it ?

Mr. BOWELL. I should like to now if the hon. gentle-
man has any knowledge of any promises that I made,
directly or indirectly, when I was visiting his county in
reference to public buildings? I am not responsible for any-
thing that other people may say, nor am I responsible for the
nonsense talked by the hon. gentleman. I know nothing
of the purchase of any lot, and I made no promises.

Mr. PLATT. It is simply a remarkable coincidence.
Mr. BOWELL. I do not know anything about any

coincidence. You may he judging other people by yourself.
Mr. JONES. What is this vote of 875,000 for the

Government printing bureau for? Is it for the machinery ?
Sir HECTOR LA NGEVIN. This is for the building.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whore is this to be

erected ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. On the banks of the canal,

in rear of the City Hall.
Mr. JONES. I am going to make a suggestion, which

probably will not be acted upon, in connection with this
public printing. I think the people of this country must
be very much interested in the le islation and at resent

Sir HEÇTOR LANGEVIN. It was not, since it is te -j n mr de Zfth uins hihg o& ni
here. this liuse than they have of the business goin on at

Mr. CHARLTON. I see a post office is given to Cayuga. Washington or in London. We find sonetimeswhn the
There are many towns in my county larger than Cayuga and right hou. gentleman makes a speech on an important sub-
more entitled to a public building. ject, that the speech i8 copied in the Toronto Globe and

Sir RICHARD UARTWRIGHT. In South Oxford therepo8sibly in the Montreal Herald, but, if any ather hon. gen-
are three or four towns fivo times the size of Cayuga, which tleman, ne matter how prominent ho may be, makes a
are without publie works. I hope the Minister of Public speech on the ordinary questions of the day, it je net eopied
Wtrks will provide them with publIc buildings, Inland in the papers of the other side. Conaequently, the iuforma-
Revenue offices, &c. tien regarding the legislatien of the country, the reaswhich the Government may have for the policy they are

Mr. PLATT. It is not likely the people of Cayuga will pursuing or the views of the Opposiion on the ether hand,
object to the vote, but there ought to be some system apply- are net laid fairly before the people. I think it would ho
ing to the distribution of party patronage. Much larger in the interest of the ceuntry, if the Geverument are esta-
towns at present are overlooked, although many of them blishing a bureau of printing, te make an arrangement
bave the right to claim the fulfilment of promises made whereby additional copies of the Hansard eould be printed
before the elections. I would ask the Minister of Public at that establishment and distributed free.
Works if representations have not been made to him on Mr. HESSON. Yes, yen would like te see yours cepied.
behalf of the town of Picton. There is a strong feeling of
di.appointment in that town, on both sides of politics, at Mr. JONES. The hon, gentleman need net ho afraid. 1
there being no vote in the Estimates for public buildings suppose ho is afraid of having what ho says in the lIeuse
there. During the elections last winter, a rather woalthy road elsowhore, but I will guarantoe the hon, gentleman
individual of the town purchased a lot expecting that the people would net take ni much tire in reading
it would be the site of a public building, and what li says. I think, if copies of tbe Iansard were dis-
this purchase was made a few days after the visit of tributed te the newspapers and by them, free te their
the hon. the Minister of Customs. I am not aware that readers, it would be in the intereet of good gevernment in
the hon. gentleman bas had a word to say on the this country. I nake this suggestion new, and I hope that
subject since. I had hoped my hon. friend would have at some time the Gevernment ray ses their way clear te
pressed the Minister of Publie Works not to disappoint the act upen it.
people of Picton. The system which governs the selec. Mr. MOMULLEN. In reference te this vote of $4,00
tion of sites for these public buildings is on a wrong basis, for tbe Strathroy post office, Custom house, &o., 1 under-
as members of Parliament are expected to urge upon the stand that Strathroy is net a county town. 1 understood
Minister the claims of their particu'ar localities, and more that the Governrent had laid down the principis that they
weight is given to political considerations than to any weuld net erect these buildings sxcept in ceunty towns. I
other. It is somewhat degrading, when one is pressing have called their attention te three town& in my riding that
claims which are just, to find that the Minister sends some have almoat as mucl population as Strathroy, and I think
political partisan to look into the claims. Many timos I have thore is the tewn et Listowell, in the riding represented by the
refrained fron pressing claims, for the reason that, when hon. member for North Perth (Mx. Hesson), whidh je
I have spoken, I found that letters had been addressed to par. entitled te a post office if Strathroy je entitled teoe.
ticular supporters of the Government in my locality, telling
them that if anything came in the way of Platt botter not Mr. HESSON. We will have that next year.
do it. The Government should lay down some plan by Mr. McMULLEN. It seens te me that the hon. gentle-
which towns that contribute a certain revenue to the Trea- man je neglecting his duty in net pressing that on the
sury would receive certain grants. The town of Strathrey Government. If the Govrnment are gem gte lay dewn
comes in for a grant of $4,000 although it is not a county the principle that they will only erect post ofces in towns
town. I say it is simply a disgrace to the management of where they will gain political support, ws lad botter know
this part of the public business that it should be con- iL. If they will ereot post offic only in cases where thero
dected in thie mannor, a tject tat entered, and thoir acion is likely to etrongtben
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the chances of the member who supports the Government,
the country bad botter know it. It appears that that is the
course adopted. The hon. gentleman who represented the
uid ng in which Strathroy is, in the last Parliament, is not
bore now. There is a protest, I believe, and to strengthen
the prospects of the prosent member, the Government
recommend a vote of $4,000 to erect a post office there. If'
that is not the moving cause, why has the Government not
erected a post office in the town of Listowell, in the county
of North Perth, and in Mount Forest, which is a town of
2,500 or 3,000 of a population, a larger place than Strath-
roy ? The whole thing is conducted on a miserable, rotten
system.

Mr. ROOME. I have the honor to represent the county
in which Strathroy is situated. I made application for this,
not in order to influence votes, but on the ground of right.
I made no promises. I carried the election over the bead of
the gentleman who had represented the constituency by a
n.ajority of 105 honestly and fairly. I do not apprehend
any particular result from the protest. If I should be un-
seated from any cause, in consequence of some of my up
porters having been too strong and having done something
they ought nlot to do, I can go back to my constituency
and can be elected not only against the man I ran against
before, but against any man in the county or out of it. I
did not ask for this grant on that ground. I asked for it
because I considored we were entitled to it. Strathroy is a
town with a population of 4,300, and I found that there
were eight towns in Ontario and Quebec, leaving out the
Lower Provinces, which bad received post offices in the
last two years having ro more population. I thought that,
when the Governmot werc expending money for other
counties, the county I represent, and the town in that
county which is now referred to, were entitled also. to con-
sideration. I, therefore, made the application, and the
Government have granted it on no other ground than
justice and fairness.

Mr. BESSON. I should feel grateful to my hon. friend
from North Wellington (Mr. McMullen), for taking such an
interest in my county, but it is so characteristic of him to
take aun interest all round that I suppose it is a matter of
course. I may say, for the information of my hon. friend,
that I can look after the interest of my couity without any
assistance from outside. Though his suggestion was offered
in a friendly manner, I do not believe it was intended in
that sense. If I had pressed the Government to erect a
post office in the town of Listowell, which is a thriving and
prosperous town, a progressive town, and if the Govern-
ment had put a sum in the Estimates for the post office
there, the hon. gentleman would have been the first to have
stated that I had approached the Government in order to
strengthen myself in my constituency. I have prudence
enough to know how to manage my own affairs, and I shall
take good care that the town of Listowell is not neglected in
this distribution, not of favors, but of right.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Mr. Speaker,-
Some hon, MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. Mo MULLEN. I am going te stand here as long as

I feol inclined.
Some hon. ME&!BERS. Question.
Mr. MoMULLEN. You had botter keep your mouth

shut. I want to say, with regard to remarks which drop-
ped froam the hon. member, that I have no objection to his
applying for a post office for his town of 8trathroy. I
commend him for doing so and for pressing upon the Gov-
ernment to grant it. The complaint is this : that the
Government have in the past laid down a plan fur the
erection of post offices in Canada, and that now they appear
to bave departed from it. It appears to me that the Gov.

Mr. McMRULLEN.

ernment always make the grants on certain grounds, which
grounds are that they will tend to strengthen the party
which supports thom in that particular section. We are
talking now with regard to Strathroy ; we had Cayuga a
few moments ago, and I presume the post office was estab-
lished in the latter place for the same reason as at Strath-
roy. 1 am sure if the hon. member for North Perth (Mr.
Hesson) wanted a post office at Listowell, with his well
known influence with the Government ho woild only bave
to ask for it to get it. I know ho has a great many warm
friends there, and I am sure they would be glad if ho would
exert his great influence with the Government to get a
post office at Listowell.

Mr. HESSON. When the Government desires to build a
post office in Listowell, it will not be upon the suggestion
of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. LISTER. So far as Listowell is concerned, I think
that for a few years, at all events, it ought to take a back seat
and look forward to getting a post office. I have a word or
two to say about these public buildings. I am not impugn-
ing the motive of the Government at all in erecting post
offices in different sections of the country, but I think some
rule should be laid down. Of course it is the duty of the
Government to erect these public buildirgs in cities, and I
think next to the cities the leading towns of the country
should have these advantages before the smaller places are
favored. Of course, the cities have them now, and many
of the county towns throughout the country also have them,
but there are many large county towns in the Province of
Ontario that are not served at all with public buildings,
much to the disadvantage cf the people. I do not blame the
hon. membor for HIaldimand (Mr. Montagne) for getting a
post office in Cayuga. I understand there are a couple of
villages or towns in that county larger than this one, and if it
is entitled to a post office, they have a greater claim. There
is also Gananoque, where the hon. member for Leeds (Mr.
Taylor) has succeeded in getting a public building. Almonte,
a comparatively small place, bas a public building. On look-
ing over a return I asked for a couple of years ago, I find
that a large number of towne, with a very small population,
have had considerable sums expended on them in the way of
public buildings. Now, I do not think that is right.
Whether the Government do it for the purpose of securing
support or not, this is a matter entirely in the public inter.
est. The principal places in the country should first have
these public buildings. My hon. fLiend has spoken about
Sarnia. That is a plaee of over 6,000 inhabitants, and it has
not a public building. It is the distributing point for mails
in all directions, east, north and south. It is a place that
yields a very considerab!e revenue to the Government
indeed, and it is a place that ought to receive some con.
sideration in respect to public buildings. I hope that it is
not to be deprived of public buildings simply because it
returns a member in opposition to the Government, because
in that case I foar it will remain without public buildings
as long as the right hon. gentleman leads the Government.
I live iu the hope, however, that within a few years, if not
a few months, our places will be changed, and that thon
justice will be done to Sarnia.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We have bore two pages of the
Estimates for public buildings, amounting to severat hundred
thousand dollars, and I do not see one constituency here mon-
tioned where these buildings are to be erected, that is repre.
sented by a member on this side of the louse. I think this
principle runs through the whole of these Estimates, that
the hon. gentleman treats the public revenues of the country
as the private patronage of the party, instead of under.
taking to serve the public interest and to expend this money
where the public interest demands. It is plainly speut
with a view of promoting the interests of the party
and strengthening this or that hon, mombir in his oonsti.
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tuency. Now, when the hon. member for East York was
at the head of the Government, he acted upon the principle,
in the erection of public buildings, that the places tbat
yielded the largest revenues for the purpose to which the
building was being erected, should first be supplied. That
principle, I believe, was uniformly adhered to. But when
the hon, gentlemen opposite came in we find little places
like Sussex, down in the constituency of the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, and Cayuga, and othor small places,
enjoying the expenditure of a large sum of public money,
while larger places, where the public interest demand an
expenditure of this kind, are entirely overlooked.

North-W est Territories...... .............. ................. $110,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. North-West Mountod
Police buildings, $100,000. Where are these buildings to be
erected ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The buildings that existed
previous to the increase of the force from 500 to 1,000, wero
only temporay buildings made of logs and clay. When I
visited them three years ago they were all tumbling down.
The idea at that time was te ercet cheap buildings, because
we did net know where the barracks would bo finally built.
These buildings will be built at Reogina, Calgary, Fort
McLeod, Lothbridge. Medicine Hat, Maplo Croek, frontier
outposts, Touchwood Hills, Battloford, Fort Saskatchewan,
Prince Albort.

Mr. MITCH ELL. Lieutenant Governor's residence, re.
pairs, 83,000. On whose recommendation was this amount
put in? I had the honor of visiting him two years ago,
and I thought the building was quite good enougb.

Sir IlEJTOR L ANUEVIN. Tho hon. gentleman had
no time to look over the building as I did. The building is
a very poor building. The question was whether we should
net ask a very mauch larger sum this year to build a proper
building for a Lieutenant Governor. The prescnt is a very
cold building, and was really erected as a temporary resi,
donce; and certainly before a year or two have elapsod we
shall have to como down and ask a sum for a new building.

Mr. DAVIN. The building is wholly unit for a Gov-
ernor's residence, and it is only because Governor Dowdney
is accutomtd ti frontier l[fo that ho is enabled to live in
such a louse; and the time cannot be far dietant when a
proper residence will have to bo bailt.

Mr. MITCHELL. I take the sample as like the stock;
net only the building will have to be replaced shortly but
also the Governor.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman mentionod several
places at which it was contemplated to erect police bar-
racks; wilt this vote pay for the whole ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No, it is only a commence-
ment. I think $75,000 or $100,000 more will be required.

Mr. CHARLTON. This appoars to be a very large sum
for the housing of about 1,000 troops. As elaborate build-
ings are not required, I thought the present vote a rather
large sum; and I trust that proper economy will be exer-
cised in these expenditures. I hopo the Government will
not indulgo in the erection of elegant buildings, but bear in
mind that they need be of only a tcmporary character, as
we will not require the police there for many years.

Buildings and grounds ............ ....... .... $33,500

Mr. JON ES. Why should we pay money for the main-
tenance cf Major's Hill park ? We are doing a good deal
for Ottawa. We have purchased the Orange hall, we have
agreed to build a fire brigade station, and now we are called
on to vote money for the park.

Mr. CHARLTON. Major's Hill is certainly a very beau-
tiful spot, and I only regret that the financial state of the

country is not such as to enable us to expend much money
there, for it is an ornamont to the city. Our public grounds
are becoming more and more beautiful, and the plan the
Govornment have evidently adopted is no doubt correct,
but they need to exercise economy in these matters.

Sir H ECTOR LANGEVIN. We have been endeavoring
to put the grounds at Major's 1H11 in good ordor. There
are two hollows there, and when we get the water in it
will improve tho appearance. I have not had much money
to expend, but we ask for small amounts each year, and are
thus getting the work done by degroos.

Harbors and Rivers, Nova Scotia........- $126,912 98

Mr. MITCHELL. The first item is one invo!ving an
important principle, and I should like the Minister to state
if it has been appliel to the othor Provinces. The vote
reads:

Refund to the Government of Nova Scotia of expend-
iture incurred by them since 1st July, 1867, in coi-
nection with piers, break vaters,public wharves,&c.
considered to be of Federal inportance.......... .. .$71,512 98

Has the same princilplu boon applied to the Pi ovince of New
Brunswick, bocause, if it has, I think we shall reqoire fur.
ther Supplomentary Etimates to pay us for tho money ex-
ponded on breakwaters and other works.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This vote is for the purposo
of recouping the Nova Scotia Government for p yments on
works of F<derAl importance. The Nova Scotia Governmont
claimed that sincoConfederatioi they have oxpeinded large
sums on public whirves, Fedoral wharves in reality, and,
thorofore, they asked to bo reimbursed those amonits.
They made a much larger claim than this is, and the Chief
Engincer of the Dopartment investigated the claim, and the
result was a report showing the number of piers and break.
waters and works that can really bo lookod upon as Foderal
works. The othors wore considered as merely local works,
and the cost could not be assumed by the Government. The
expenditure made on those works considered to be Foderal
works was shown by proper vouchers to have been made.

Mr. MITCHELL. What I askod was whother the same
principle had been appliod to the Province of New Bruns-
wick ? lf1no', I think it should bc applied ; and we woul I
like to know whother the hon. gentleman is going to apply
the same principle to the other Provinces.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No such demand has been
made by the New Brunswick Government, and I am pretty
suro that Ibey are not in the same position as the Nova
Scotia Goveriment, because this is an expenditure made
by ilie Governmont in Nova Scotia since the Ist of July,
1867. If the New Brunswick Government have some break.
waters under the same circumstances, and if they make as
good a case as Nova Scotia, I have no doubt they would be
treated equally.

Mr. MIfCBELL. I know all about the principle, and
this is not the first time that application bas been made for
moneys in connection with the wharves throughout Nova
Scotia. I call attention to the fact that there are in New
Brunswick similar wharves which ought to be declared
Federal works, aid on which the public money of New
Brunswick has been expended; and the hon gentleman may
rely upon it that now that we know this principle is going
to be applied New Brunswick will make an application.
I think the Local Ministry are very remiss in not having
done it, because as it is the first time that we bave had this
principle applied,--

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, it was applied in Prince
Edward Island before.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Prince Edward Island always gets

the start

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH1'. How does the hon.
gentleman's Department define these words "of Federal
importance?" They may be confined to large works, or
extended to works of the most infinitesimal character.

Sir RHECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course each work had
to be examined specially for that purpose. For exampl,
if it is a shipping plaze, if it is a breakwater that forms a
shelter for vessels, it is considered a Federal work, and so
with important piers, and so on.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGUT. Does the Department
lay down any qualification as to the size of the vessels ?
This a matter of considerable importance, because, unless a
pretty stringent rule is laid down, it is clear that they will
be extended ad infiritum.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No, it cannot, because all
these piers have been examined and this selection made.
The others are left to the local authorities, so that this
closes the matter altogetherý

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) I do not think that any arbitary
rule can be laid down. It must be left to some extent to
the judgment of the gentleman who does the inspection.
The hon. member for Northumberland (Kr. Mitchell), is
no doubt speaking in the interest of the Province of New
Brunswick, but if he is he wili not urge the Dominion Gov-
ernment to take over those piers. The best of our piers
were taken over some years ago. 'iho Government does
not pretend to koop them in ropair, and tho result is tbat
the people are without the accommoJat on that they used
to have, and the bon, gentleman at the same time bas
largely increased the fees which were formerly exacted.
lIt has not been a boon to the pcop;le, though it was a boan
to the Local Governnent of that time, who were.deeply in
debt, and whom the hon. gentleman wished to assist.

Mr. JONES. The expenditure in the case of Nova Scotia
is somewhat different from the wharves referred to by the
hon. member for Queen's, P El. (Mr. Davies), as it is for
breakwaters, for the protection of our commerce, all round
our coast, rather than for the accommodation of the ordi-
nary business of the country.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it is outrageous that among
all the millions whicl are being spent for this service the
single application which I made for my county, and which
was promised three years ago, should be rejected. I hope
ibe Minizter will reconsider this vote and put in $3,000 for
Neguac.

Harbors and Rivera, Ontario ................. .......... $.... 87,300

Mr. LISTER. I would remind the bon. Minister of Public
Works of an interview which I had with him the other
day, respecting a sand bar on the River St. Clair, opposite
Point Edward. Since I spoke to him on the subject, a
vessel louded with coal struck on the sand bar, and her
owners were put to great expense in getting ber off, and, in
addition, the vessel which helped to take her off the bar was
seized by the Customs authorities. This sand bar bas been
getting larger day after a day and week after week, until it
is now an absolute danger to navigation.

Sir HECTOR L&NGEVIN. I have not lost sight of that
and am taking measures with regard to it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this expenditure of $5,800
for settlement of claims for damages to property on McGre-
gor'sand LittlefBear's Creeks is one that the Committee willdo
well to consider. I may say, for the information of the Com-
mittee, that, at the urgent solicitation of the former member

Sir Oanuis Tumpsa,

for the county of Kent, the Government undertook to make
improvements in McGregor's Creek, a small tributary of the
River Thames at the town of Chatham. They undertook to
deepen that creek by dredging it. The result was that the
banks of the creek caved in and loosened the foundations of
some buildings in the main street, without in the slightest
degree improving the navigation of the creek, which was
really of no value and could not be improved. The Govern-
ment now come down and ask for $2,300 to pay for dam-
ages which they caused in that way.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I would like to call the Minister's
attention to the fact that the harbor at Port Stanley is not
in a good condition. The railway company are not taking
that interest in it that they are bound y their agreement
to do, and itis rapidly filling up. I am not asking the Govern.
ment to incur any expense. All I wish is that they should
insist on the railway company expending the full amount
that they collect by way of harbor tolls, and carry out the
agreement they made with the Government when they took
possession of the barbor.

Mr. CASEY. I can corroborate the statement of my
bon. friend with regard to Port Stanley. It is just on the
boundary-between our ridings. I examined the harbor
carefully last summer, and I found that the barbor was
filling up so rapidly that ressels had not room to turn
around in the basin, which fills up with mud every spring
from the creek that runs through it. The piers are also be.
coming very rotten, and the whole harbor is in
a most ruinous condition. The railway companv, as
my hon. friend states, bave a ]ease of the harbor
from the Government, and are bound to spend ail
the revenues of the harbor in keeping it in repair. I am
afraid they have not done so. But the revenues of the
barbor bave run down of late, owing to two causes-first,
the National Policy, which bas atopped the importation of
fruit ut Port Stanley, and, secondly, to the plicy of the
railway company who have stopped the importation of
coal, which used to go that way to London, sud force it to
take the long haul to London from Detroit. It is the duty
of the Government to see that the agreement is carried out,
and if the revenues of the barbor are not sufficient to keep
it in repair, it is the duty of the Government to see that
enough is expended to place it in proper condition.

Slides and Booms.................................$11,400

Mr. CHARLTON. I beg to cal ithe attention of the
Minister of Public Works to the appropriation of $2,000 for
Quinze Rapids on the Upper Ottawa. This suma is entirely
insufficient to accomplish any useful purpose. I do not
know whother the bon. gentleman is acquainted with the
loeslity or the necessity of improvemonts there. These
rapids form the only obstruction to navigation between
Grand Lake and Lake Témiscamingue, and the opening of
that stretch would open a great timber expanse of the
Upper Ottawa. The work is a very important one, and it
would tako five or six times as much as this vote to accom-
plisb tho object.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Some 83,000 or $1,000
were expended there two years ago, and I was under the
impression that this additional sum of $2,000 would be
sufficient. But I have bad representations made to me since
these Estimates have been laid before the House, and I see
that instead of this being sufficient for the work, it may
require 810,000 or $12,000. Ilowever, if w. see that more
is required, we can arrange it for next Session.

Mr. BRYSON. This is a matter of great importance to
the lumbermen in that section of the country. As the hon.
member for North Norfolk bas pointed out, these rapide
form the only obstruction i the Ottawa River between
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Lake Témiscamingue and the sources of the Ottawa, and
by opening up that he would facilitate the passage of timber
atl the way from Grand Lake to Lake Témiscamingue,
opening up 2,000 or 3,000 miles of territory which is now
held under timber license. The lumbermen of ,hat section
will be making demands on the Mjinister at an oarly date to
see that it is improved.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is this vote of
$400 to pay Mr. Palen for work dono on the Gatineau booms
in 1874 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This matter was investi-
gated by the Sonate, and a report was made by a committee
of the Senato, expressing the opinion that Mr. Palen should
be paid. He bas received only $600, and the Auditor
Goneral thought we should have a vote to pay the balance.

Sir RICHARD CÂR TWRIG IT. I think it is a very
doubtful and questionable thing that the money of the
country could be paid on the recommendation of the Sonate.
I do not think the Sonate have any business to investigate
claims against the public. That ought to be done, if done
at all, by the Government. Although the subject is a
small one, hardly worth noticing, I object that a Senate
committee should sit on claims against the Government,
and that, on its report, even so small an amount should be
paid. They are travelling ont of their jnrisdiction in acting
as a oommittee of investigation, or rather as a court of claim,
for the Dominion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Govornment, after
looking into thii matter, paid $600 several years ago,
believing that the amount was due, and after looking at it
since, finding $400 were not paid and were due, they put
this item in the Estimates.

For repaira to hull and engine of steamer Northern
Light and a new boiler......................................$20,000

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) The Government should build
a new steamer and not patch up this vessel. It will be a
great disappointment to the wholo Province that this old
steamer should be again put on the route.

Mr. FOSTER. My officers report that whon she is re-
paired she will be as good as now.

Mr. DAVIES. That is not possible. The Local Govern-
mont, who a:e in accord with the Government of the Do.
minion, have presented a claim for some millions of dollars,
because the Dominion Government have not carried ont
their contract as regards the Northtern Light. It is all
nonsense for the Government to talk of carrying out the
contract as they did in the past, because the Northernt
Light is not fitted for the work. This shows a lament-
able want of energy on the part of the Government.

Supplement to Revised Statutes...................... $1,500

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That makes the cost of the
Revised Statutes over $i00,000.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. This is not in connection with the
Revised Statutos which have already appeared, but in con-
nection with the other volume which is nearly ready.

Roads, bridges, &c., at the Rot Springs reservation
near Banff Station, N.W.T..................$15,000

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) 1s that additional ?
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is for next year. The super-

intendent asked for much more, but we are taking a vote
practically for the construction of a road to Devil's Head
Lake, a distance of seven miles.

Clothing and maintenance of patients from the
North-West Territories in the Manitoba Asylum
for the insane ................... ............. . . . ......... $2,786

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) How is this estimate arrived at ?
Is it so much per head ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). From 1877 to 1885-86 the
smallest amount appropriated in any year for the govern-
ment of Keewatin was $5,000. For several years a con-
siderable proportion of this sum was found to be requisite
for service ; and at the suggestion of the Auditor General
it was cut down to 8 ,500. If the accounts, to pay whieh
this item is necessa'ry, had been rendered promptly the
appropriation would not have been reduced in the manner
montioned-at loast for 1886-87. There has been, however,
a great increase in the number of insane patients from the
District of Keewatin in the ManitobaAsylum, there having
been nine during the year 1885-86, and eleven during the
current year 1886-87. It may be mentioned that up to
the 20th of Februnary, 188à, these patients were confined and
treated in the lunatie ward of the Manitoba Penitentiary ;
but since that time they have been maintained in the Man.
itoba Asylum for the Insane.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We ought to have some further
information on this subject, for really I[do not know where
the hon. gentleman gets his inhabitants. There are no
people in the district of Keewatin, as far as I know, ex.
cept the Indian population. The white population of that
district were at the settlement of Rat Portage, which is now
in the Province of Ontario, and at the Ielandic settlement at
Gimli which is now included in Manitoba since the exten-
sion of the boundaries. Now, there is not a single white
settlement in Keewatin.

Mr. WHIE (Cardwell). I suppose the hon gentleman
knows that there are half.broels thero.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not.

Dr. Rand's Picmac Dictionary.................$1,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What bas that cost us
altogether ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Thoro was $1,000 voted bo.
fore, and this is to complete the publication oftlie work.

Sir RICEHARD CARTWRIGHT. It may have au anti.
quarian interest.

Hlitoire GéaâÔalogique dee Familles Fraucaises .... .. $1,000

Mr. DAVIES. Wht is that ? What is the public inter,
est in that ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That bas been pnblished for
the last four years. It is a work on the origine of the
French Canadians, published by the Abbé Tanguay. It is a
work of great merit, and Parliament has voted 81,000 for
the publication of oach volume. I have no doubt, if the
hon, gentleman looks at the work itself, he will see its
value.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a very interesting
collection.

Mr. PLATT. It may be an interesting colle3tion, but are
those who read and receive that work not able to pay for it
themselves ? There appears teobe some 84,000 or $5,000
paid for printing thoe works, and it seems to me that it is
simply a sop to the printers or publishers, as the public have
no interest in these works.

Bartlett's work on the coal and Iron productions of
the Dominion, 1,500 copies......, ..... ....... $1,000

Mr. JONES. What is this ?
Sir CLARLES TUPPER. This is a work which has

been distributed. 750 copies have been distributed, and the
rest will be distributed.

Mr. JONES. If it was intended to convince the people
that thore would be an advantage in increasing the iron
duties, 50, or 60, or 70 per cent., I think it should be paid
for by those in whose interests it was made.
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon, gentleman will

read this work it will satisfy him that it contains a great
deal of information. A thousand dollars barely covers the
cost of printing, the compiler receives nothing whatever.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHIT. What I have seen of
this work does not impress me very highly. It struck me
as being simply a puff or advertising of divers coal and iron
mines, and not writton in a way calculatod to impress per-
sons of sober judgment with a great opinion of the author's
services. If this is to be paid for, it ought to be paid by the
owners of coal and iron mines.

Mr. BROWN. A number of my constituents have ap.
plied to me for copies of that book, and after having
received it Lhey pronounced it one -of the most valuable
works in connection with the iron industries, that has ever
been producod in Canada. I have to bear testimony on be-
half of men who do use their sober judgment in Hamilton,
a city having large industries in iron.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I dare say thot men who aro
going to make 100 per cent. out of the duties which have
been imposed, will regard the book as very valuable.

To pay Mr. Dunscomb, services rendered in con-
nection with the search and seizure of the
Atalaya in 1870, ................................... ...... $490 06

Sir RICHARD C ART WRIGHT. This goes back for 17
years. I know Mr. Dunscomb to be a good offluer, and I
dare say there may be some justification for it, but to go
back 17 years to pay a claim does appear to me out of
reason.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If it is due, the sooner it is
paid the better,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If this claim was just,
it should have beon invcstigated and paid before.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He has been trying to get it
from the Imperial Government.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. I may explain that the services of
Mr. Duncomb were rendered under the direction of one of
my predecessnrs. I think there is a mistake in the date,
1870 bhould b 1879, because he was direýted to perflorm
these duties by tho present Chief Justice of Nova Scotia.
The circumstances were that direction came from the
Imperial Government to have this ship and her cargo
seized. Mr. Dunecomb was entrusted with that duty, and
in discharging that duty, and during the detention of the
vessel and cargo, he incurred a very considorable amount of
expense.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There was a Spanieh
vessel believed to be fitted out as a fillibuster to attack
Cuba.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I remember the case
now. But certainly the estimate ought to be more care-
fully drawn.

Mr. THOMPSON. After a considerable time Mr. Dans-
comb was paid by the Imperial Government for searching
the vessel, but he was paid nothing in interest on those dis-
bursements that he ad made, and nothing for his own
services.

Territorial Accounts....... .............. .$524,754 45

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Grant to officers of the
Department of Militia and Defence for extra services in the
robellion, $2,925-What are the circumstances under which
the hon. gentleman recommends this ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I need not recall to the mem-
ory of hon. members that these officers during the troubles
worked very hard indeed, and rendered services which
require some recognition. I made a recommendation to

Mr. JoNEs.

Council asking that thrce months' extra salary be paid those
different offleers whose names appeared in the Estimates.

Mr. JO NE 3. Is it for the present year or last year?

Sir CHIA.RLES TUPPER. For next year.

Mr. JONE3. The services in connection wiuh the North.
West rebellion are now over.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I waited after they were over
to propose this recommendation.

Mr. JON ES. Was there any vote previous to this ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARONé No.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman should tell
the Committee how the sum of 8513,000 is to be expended.
We have had a great many final settiemonts as regards the
North-West rebellion, and yet we are now asked to vote up-
wards of half a million dollars at three o'clock in the
morning.

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman knows
that a commission was appointed to enquire into the losses
of settlers and merchants arising out of the rebellion. The
commission visited various parts of the North-West. They
have prepared their report-I have not received the full
report, although I have received a preliminary report. The
applications before them amounted to $1,250,000. They
have gone very carefally over them upon principles which
they have laid down, and they have determined that this
amount of 85 13,000 should be paid as losses suffered by mer-
chants and settlers.

Mr. JONES. Is this final ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). This is final. Tho only reason
why we do not bring down the list is, that I think we
should have an opportunity of looking at tho report beforo
the figures are given; bat the mmont tho report is received
the statement will be submitted to Council, and the
amounts will bo paid in the oedinary way.

Mr. MILLS. That report oaght to have been submitted
to this House. This is a large appropriation and the flouse
is called upon to assume tha responsibilhty of making it.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I have donc my best to obtain
the report, but it is not desirable to submit tho preliminary
list until I have had an opportunity of' going over the evi-
derce and ascertaining on what principle the commission
have acted.

Publication of Proceedings of the Royal Society.$5,000
Mr. DAVIES. I do not think there are $5,000 in the

whole Estimates more thrown away than is this money.
Mr. MITCHELL, They say there was a little history

about this matter. At first the item was omitted, but a
good doal of pressure was brought to bear on the Govern-
ment to have it inserted.

Committee rose and reported resolutions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that when the
House adjourns it stan:1 adjournel until 10.30 to day (Thurs-
day).

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.

Motion agreed to, and flouse adjourned at 3:10 a.m.
(Thursday).
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THuRsDAY, 23rd June, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 10.30 a.m.

PRAYERa.

REPORTS OF THE DEBATES OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. COLBY moved the adoption of the first and
second reports of the Joint Committee of the Library. He
said : The chief recommendation of the committee-I was
engaged in other committees at the time and was not able to
attend it-was that the reports of the House prior to the
publication of lansard, which now exists in a permanent
form, be gathered together and reprinted, and that the whole
series of Uansard be indoxed from the commencement after
that publication has been done.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Is thore any recommen-
dation in the report about the reorganisation of the staff ?

Mr. COLBY. No.

Mr. SCRIVER. I understand the cost of indexing will
be $10,000, besides the cost of printing the volumes.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no item in the
Supply Bill to cover this proposed expenditure. It is not
customary for the House to adopt a report which involves
the expenditure of money without the recommendation of
the Crown. If we adopt the report the rosuit will be an
expend tture of probably $10,000.

Mr. SCRIVER. For indexing alone.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Under these circumstances,
it would be botter to leave the adoption of the report over.
No harm would be done by waiting a few months, and thon
the Governmont, after considering the matter during recoss,
might come down next Session with a vote for this purpose.

Mr. SPEAKER. At the last meeting of the committee
it was ascortained that the cSt of indexing would be about
.4,70U-we had a tender for that sum--and the printing of

the portion of llansard from 1867 to 1874, which is now in
scrap book form, would cost from $6,000 to t7,000. So that
the total cost would be about 810,000.

Mr. SCRIVER. That was the cost of indexing.

Mr. SPEAKER. Not only for the indexing, but for the
printing of the Hanaard itself.

Mr. SCRIVER. I did not understand that.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The report of the Joint
Committeo on the Library is now before the House. We
now know exactly what the suggestions are. It will be the
botter course to lot it stand, and it will be sufficient notice,
to the Goverument, if they think a vote should be asked
from Parliament for that purpose, to bring a vote down next
Session. This is the course generally followed when it
involves a sum of money.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. PERLEY (Assiniboia). In an early stage of this
Session I asked for a certain return of lands sold by the
Canadian Pacific Railway C3mpany, to certain parties in the
North-West Territories. I have been unable to obtain that
return, and it is now too late to serve the parpose Iintended.
I wish to impress upon the Minister the very great import-
ance of this matter, and to ask him to have it brought down
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this Session. It is no child's play; I am not asking the
question or moving in the matter for the purpose ofsecuring
popularity, but for the purpose of relieving a very great
wrong and injustice to the people of that country.

Mr. MITCHELL. I asked for some information the
other day from the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. He
promised to lot me know the causes of the discharge of
Willian Dalton, and through whose influence ho was dis.
charged.

Mr. FOSTER. I have not anything to add particularly
to what I said yesterday. Dalton was simply a temporary
employé. For several years ho had been sent down to the
lightship on the Miramichi river, and ho received so much
per day for bis work. This year there were other appli.
cants as well as Dalton. In some way or other, without my
knowledge, Dalton received orders to go to the lightship.
Afterwards I had the order recalled, and the order was re.
called before Dalton got to the lightship.

Mr. MITCHELL. By whose influence was Dalton dis.
charged ?

Mr. FOSTER, That was a departmontal matter. I take
the responsibility on myself.

Mr. MITCHELL. Was there any fault found with
Dalton ?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think there was.

Mr. MITCH ELL. I want to know who is at the bottom
of it.

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose I will have to look upon myself
as responisible for it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I quite understand that. But I want
to know upon whose recommendation Dalton was recalled
from service after having had for ten days orderd to go ?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think it is necessary to mention
the recommendation.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it is. Hon. mombers are
entitled to this information, and I think I have a right to it.

Mr. FOSTEJR. If the hon, gentleman will put a notice
on the paper next Session I will bring down the papers con.
neced with the matter.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will, if I am bore. The House should
have that information. I have treated the hon. gentleman
fairly and I am entitled to the information. The Minister
may take the responsibility of refusing the papers now if ho
likes.

SUBSIDIES IN AID OF RAILWAYS.

Mr. POPE moved that the House resolve itself into Com.
mittee to consider certain proposed resolutions (p. 1,142)
respecting the granting of subsidies to railway companies,
and towards the construction of railways therein mon-
tioned.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I presumo that the
hon. gentleman is prepared with the information we bave
several times asked for, and which bas been very im-
perfectly furnished, regarding the names of the parties ap-
plying, and the other information upon which ho is pro.
coeding in making these grants.

Mr. POPE. The applications have been laid on the
Table, and I will give the information on each item as far as
I can when it comes bofore the committee.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Com.
mittee,
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(In the Committee.)
MI. POPE. I have every conFdence that thep rinciple of

granting these subsidies, which has been approved of time
and again by this House, will be approved of on this occa-
sion, and for that reason it is unnecessary for me to make
many general remarks upon these grante. The Goverament
found themselves in this position: that they were asked for
very large amounts and were able only to give very lttle in
comparison to the amount asked. The larger portion of the
grants are for the extension of roads already begun, or
incomplete, or to make connecting links, or to enable roads
to get longer distances. When this system was adopted in
1882, it was stated that our object was to build interprovin-
cial 1oads, or long lines of railway that naturally,
as we thought, came under the jurisdiction of this
Parliament. We have gradually extended that system, and
I have come to the opinion that the Local Governments
ought not to involve themsolves in giving subsidies very
largely to railways; and we have folt that that duty de-
volved upon us, as far as we could fulfil it,of aiding not only
the longer or interproviracial lineQ, but the local roads. For
instance, in the Province of Quebec this system has been
found to be of very great advantage, in opening up new
fields for settlement, as the people there will not go to the
great North-West, but would rather go to the manuftacturing
centres of New England. Under these circumstances, I
think it is unnecessary to go further into the general ques-
tion.

Mr. Mc MULLEN. I have to express my regret that the
Government have decided to continue, in a new Parliameni,
the policy of subsidising short linos of railway, in the pre-
sent financial condition of the country, when every sensible
man must ee that thce grants will lead to increased taxi-
tion and incroased debt ; and, after having had two doficits
in succession, I ay it is imprudent on the îart of the
Government to start out on this career of demoralisation
which is going to be inaugurated by these resolutions, The
objeet of the Government undoubtedly is to delude the
electors, particularly in constituencies where protests
have been entered, into the belief that it is in thoir interest
to support the G>vernment. The Government has even
gotdown so far as to subsidise lines li miles long. Though
1 admit that it would be reasonable and desirable that the
country should beopencd up, and that railways should be
aided whero at present there is no railway accommodation
at all, I think that in many of these places where there is
com etition already, this is a barefaced act on the part of
the Government to try and control the constituencies from
year to year. I notice there are 38 roads altogether, and of
these there ore thirteen under 12 miles, and seven of 6 miles
and under. We have come to such a point that if a man wants
a short road to his mill or factory, ho will only have to
apply to the Finance Minister for aid, and no doubt, if he
could show that it would aid in the support of the Govern.
nient, I have no doubt it would be granted. This policy of
granting aid to these short linos, in our present financial
condition, shows to what desperation the hon. gentlemen
are driven. When the Ontario Government inaugur-
ated the policy of granting aid to railways, they
laid down the condition that the roads should not run
where there was accommodation already, and that there
should be a certain local financial basis for those railways.
They would not give any aid, nor would they countenance
any scheme that did not first show a financial basis in the
shape of municipal aid. That was a prudent course to
adopt, but we find a different course adopted here. A man
comes from a constituency in which h las a narrow major-
ity, and ho gets up a railway scheme-some branch of an
existingsystem,somelittleswitch orsome little job of that sort
-and h. comes to the Government and asks them for aid for
that scheme in order to strengthen his prospecta in the con.

Mr, Pon,0

stituency. Constituency after constituency is treated in
this way. We have had in Parliament this year an oxhibi.
tion that ought to be sufficient to open the eyes of any be.
holder. Any member who had a charter on hand received
the consideration of the Railway Committee and the House;
in many cases charters have been granted that did not
stipulate from what point tho proposed railway was in-
tended to start, where it was going to, or what particular
district the road was intended to traverse. I am
glad to know that a change is to be made in that
practice, and that the House will not be asked
in future to put up with the indefiniteneas with which we
have grante:i charters during the present year. I have
no doubt that many of these sohemes are intended to secure
competition, if possible ; but in many such cases subsidies
are sought in order to secure competition which the trade
of tho district is not sufficient toe sustain. In many cases
tho trade is not sufficiont to pay the running expenses of
the existing road. No doubt the two great competing linos
of this country are very anxious to-reach points where per-
haps one has the control of the tiade, I know a place my-
self where there are two competing linos, and yet you cannot
ship a car load of stiff from that competing point east or west
at as low a rate as you can from points where thore is no
competition. I know several cases of this kind in western
Ontario. So it cannot be for the sake of competition that
the Government are adopting this system, but because they
consider it necessary, in their own interest, for the sake of
their political life, to strengthen their small maj)rity in
every way they can, and it does not matter to them how mach
they add to the debt of the country so long as we can barrow,
and so long as the people will boar the burden of the addi.
tional taxes which they lay upon themx. The people of th's
country have been deceived and misled. They wero deceited
in the last election, and they were deceived prior to the last
eloction. This system of grarting aid to all sorts of railway
schemes was introduced y cars ago for the purpose of deceiving
the people. Daring the last election representations were
made by bon. gentlemen opposite which were not sustained
by facts. The hon. Minister of Interior came to my own
constituency and mide a statement that tho facts would not
bear out. 1e stated that the net debt was $196,000,000,
when it was really $23,000,000 He stated in my own
town that the per capita interest was 8 1,65, and made a
comparison with theper capita intercst that existed at the
timo of the Mackenzie Government. I know, and he knows
in his own soul, that the statement he made on that occasion
was not truc. He tried to mislead the peoplo of this country.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

The CHAIRMAN. That langaage is not admissible.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
that a member made a statement that ho knows is not true.
That is not in order.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Ho made it outeide of the House. I
make the statement in the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That makes no difference.

Mr. McMULLUEN. I am quite willing to withdraw the
statement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Whether a statement is
made outside or inside of the louse, I hold that the hon.
gentleman is bound by parliamentary rules, and I appeal
to the Chairman.

Mr. MoKULLEN. I was going to come within par.
liamentary rules if the hon, gentleman had lot me.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I say the hon, gentleman
is out of order, and I waut your decision, Mr.-Chairman.
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Mr. McMULLEN. I withdraw the statement, and I am

exceedingly sorry that the English language does not af-
ford another to take its place. I was sayinu that the hon.
gentleman bad stated that the interest charged was 81.fi5
per head at tht date, when ho should have said that it was
over 81.91 per head. I say that the recent elections
were carricd by statements which were not in accordanco
with facts, and the Government, in order te perpetuate their
existence, are resorting to those railway schemes. If tho
Governmont, instead of increasing the indebtedness of the
country, bad asked this louse to vote 10,000,000 acres of
land in the North-West to provide for subsidies to com.
panies that would undertake to build railways in the oder
Provinces where they are needed, I would not have had any
serions objection to it. But they are not doing this. They
are asking the people of this country to grant money for
which they will have to submit to taxation. The bon.
Minister of Finance has inaugurated a new tariff from
which ho no doubt expects to receive a vei y large revenue,
and I have no doubt ho will. I have no doubt he or his suc-
cessor will come next year and will say: that he is very glad
to announce to the Houso a large surplus, and from that he
will contribute to the construction of more railways. Bat I
say it is unfair to the farming community of this coun-
try, who are going Io suffer severely under this tariff. I
cou-Id rot permit, without making my solemn protest against
it, this Eytem of debnuchery which has bon inaugurated by
hon. gentlemen opposite to be carried on for the purpose of
keeping the Govern'nent in power. It is evident Toryism
will Jive in this country so long as the resources of the
country are sufficient to buy out constituencies. So long as
Toryism bas existence, so long will the people have to sub-
mit to exactions to keep hon. gentlemen opposite where
they are; but the people are beginning to wake up te this
system, which is nothing short of a barefaced attempt to
buy up constituencies and demoralise the people. We have
been on the downward path since 1878. I know statements
are made that the people are botter off ; but go into the
country fioen township to township, and ask the farmers
how they stand, and you will find they are beginning to
realise they are not as well off as they were, and that there
is something wrong romewhere. I admit hon. gentlemen
opposite have been able in the past to draw the voil over
tho eyes of the people; they did so very successfully ut the
last elections, though I am confident that the bon. the
First Minister, in bis inner consciousness, expected
on the 22nd February to be defeated. lie knew that his
course had been such as te merit condemnation at the
hands of the people, and if it had not been for the deceit,
treachery and fraud practiced by hon. gentlemen opposite
on the people, they would not sit where they are now.
Were it not for such schemes as the gerrymander scheme,
the Franchise Bill and others, hon. gentlemen opposite
wo·ild net be where they are. I enter my solemn pro-
test-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I wish to call your
attention, Mr. Chairman, to the extremely disorderly con-
duct of some bon. members opposite. My bon. friend is
perfectly right. These things ought to have been pre-
sented to us for discussion at an uearlier period, and he is
undoubtedly justified in calling attention to the important
facts connected with the financial position of the country,
when we are about to grant large sums of money. If the
First Minister and the Minister of Finance desire to facili-
tate business, they will join with me in insisting that
order prevails; they ought to know from old experience,
that my bon. friend is sure te say what he wants to say.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with tho
bon. member for South Oxford that business will be ex.
pedited if the hon, gentleman is allowed to express his

views without interruption. We all want to get away ;
perhaps the bon. gentlemîn does not. There are limits to
endurance. If the bon. gentleman uses insulting language,
that docs no good to anybody, that kind of language will
be resented. It does no good, and certainly does not elevate
the lion. gentleman in the opinion either of this House or of
the people outsido. I hope hon, gentlemen on this side
will allow the hon, gentleman t> make such remarks as he
likes, after bis own fashion, in bis own eloquent way; and
if he commits any parliamentary breach, to which he is
rather inclined, I have no doubt you, Mr. Chairman, will
keep him in order.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I was about concluding my remarks,
were it not for the interruptions. The hon. gentleman bas
referred to unparliamentary remarks. I am sorry. to say
politics have reached a point in the country that rendors it
almost impossible for a man to keep within the words
admitted as parliamentary, and yet give expression to bis
views on the outrageous facts that come before us in the
discusgion of public business. In deahing with those facts
and with the history of the hon. gentlemen opposite, it is
difficult to refrain from using expressions that suit the
circumstances, and which we are sorr y to find parliamentary
usage will not warrant. The course of the hon. gentlemen
opposite in -dealing with these subsidies is not a proper
course under the circumstances. We have jist emerged
from a war within the North-West, yet in a fow seconds we
passed an amount oft 500,000 to balance the expensesconnect-
ed with that unfortunate affair. From beginning to end, that
affair showed that had hon. gentlemen opposite discharged
their duty, the debt of the country would not be to-day
within $6,000,000 or 88,000,000 of what it really is, and in
'order to bide from the people the true inwardness of the
whole business, tbey paymoney out of one pocket and put it
in the other. A point has been reached in the history of this
country that is to be deplored by every lover ofb is country.
I must express my sincere regret, in the interests of this
country, in the interosts of the people who sent me here, in
the interests of the generation who will come after us, that
we are going t) leave to a free country suob a legacy of
indebtedness, such an enormous burden, that it will weigh
upon them and upon their resources for years and years
af ter hon. gentlemen who are now here have ceased to dis.
charge the duties they are now discharging; and, in place
of those who follow us looking back with pride upon the
past history of the country, they will mourn and bewail
the unfortunato degradation and rin that characterised
the acts of those who are now discharging the duties of
representatives of the people.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Hear, heur.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am glad to see that
the words of my hon. friend have had some effect
even on the bardened consciences of bon. gentlemen oppo-
site. I want to call the attention of the committee to the
position in which we are p'aced on this side of the House.
These resolutions were laid on the Table late on Tuesday
night. On Tuesday night we were kept in committec up to
about balf-past three in the morning. Now, does any hon.
gentleman suppose that members on this aide of the House
can, by any possibility, have had time to examine and
study the bearing of the papers in regard te these railroads,
when they were laid on the Table on Tuesday night, when
we sut up to half-past three in the morning, and had to com-
mence again at one o'clook yesterday and ait tilt three o'clock
in the morning. There is some rale and some reason that
ought to be observed in these thinga. I cannot pretend, I
do not pretend, no human being will pretend on this aide to
discuss these proposals intelligently and fairly as they
ought to be discussed. We will have to content ourselves
with such scraps and such a modicum of information as
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may be doled out to us by hon. gentlemen opposite,
and we have no opportunity, nor bas the country
any opportunity to test the information given to
us by hon. gentlemen in regard to these matters.
That is not the way in which public business ought to be
conducted, and I for one must protest against it and disclaim
all responsibility about the passage of any of these matters.
It is quite true that, if I had had the power, I would have
stopped these proceedings from the start. I disapprovoeof
the system, and I think it is very clear, even looking at
this very proposal that the hon.gentlemen have introduced,
a system of railway grants which will, in my judgment,
lead tr a complote revision of the financial basis ef Cjonfed
eration, in regard to the position of the several Provinces.
Take this in connection with the grant which was made the
other day to Prince Edward Island, and the reaons which
were assigned for it. I pointed out at the time that the
propositions laid down in the Order in Council would
inevitably open the door to all sorts of demands from the
other Provinces, and those demands will come, there is no
doubt, in good time and in a very short time. flre, appar-
ently, the system which bas been already inauguratedi bas
been extended in such a fashion that I do not believe it would
ho possible now to construct a siding in any part of this
Dominion, for which a precedent for a parliamentary grant
could not be found. I look at these resolutions, and I See a
grant for one road of five miles; I see a grant, a little lower
down, to another road-the Joggins road, wherever that
may be-for a mile and a quarter, and 1 see a whole series
of little grants-some of thom may be, as the hon. the
Minister states, extensions-but it does appear to me that
the propositions submitted to us are running the whole sys-
tom into the ground. I cannot, for the life of me, conceiv'
how the bon. gentleman can justify the grants to these
roads as roads of Federal importance, or which, under any
fair construction of the railway policy, or even by them.
selves, eau come to us and demand assistance. But what
id more important is this : We know that the varions
Provinces throughout this Dominion have granted severally
very considerable sums, though varying very much in
amount, to railway enterprises within their borders. I have
before this warned the Government, and I again warn them
now, that most assuredly the Provinces will not be content
until some fair readjustment takes place, so that all those
which have advanced suns in aid of railways may be
recouped in proportion. I say that the whole spirit of this
scheme is entirely opposed to the Federal system
under which we live, and I say more, that the Province of
Ontario, which receives a very small proportion of these
subsidies, having regard to its population and the grants
which are made to other Provinces, will undoubtedly
preter a demand, and will have a right to prefer a demand,
that it should be compensated, and that the varions murici-
palities in that Province should be compensated for the sums
which they have advanced. Now, bearing in mind the debt
we have already ircurred, it is clear to me that in one shape
or another these various grants will involve other grants to
ten-fold at leat, or it may be twenty-fold the amount pro-
posed to be given here, bef ore we se. the end of this system.
As to this first item, I desire to cali the attention of the
Minister of Railways to the fact that, in these papers which
have been laid on the Table, as I have said, only last Tues,
day, there does not appear to be any detailed information
as to who the St. Catharines and Niagara Central Railway
Company really are, what they have done, what reason the
Government have to suppose that, if this subsidy is
granted, the lino will ba completed. I do not know
much about the road, but I wish the Minister of Railways
to give us a short statement, which these papers do not
appear to contain, of the varions facts connected with the
road, and the grounds which have moved him to make this
grant; because I suppose the hon, gentleman bas not quite

Sir RIoAIR CARTWRIGHT.

laid down the rle that he is going to recommend 83,200 a
mile to be granted to anybody who asks for it, no matter
whether there is tho smallest possibility that the road will
be constructed or not. If the hon. gentleman is going to
lay down that rate, it would be well that we should know
it. It would have the merit, at least, of being distinct and
clear, and of affording equal facilities to everybody; but I
do not understand that to be yet the policy of the hon.
gentleman, and so I want him to explain, if ho knows, who
this company are, what thoy have done, what they propose
to do, and his grounds for supposing that this grant wdil
be made use of for the construction of those 12 miles.

Sir CH ARL1ES TUPPER. I do not propose to detain
the House at any length at so late a period of the Session,
but I think [must relieve the mind of the hon. gentleman
opposite of the approhension ho seems to feel that this
Government is inaugurating, or has inauguratod a very
dangerous policy in regard to this matter. I suppose the
hon. gentleman will be vory much surprised if I tell him
that ho is responsible, and the Government of which ho
was a member are responsible, for the palicy as it now
stands before the House.

Sir RICHIA.RD CARTWRIGHT. No, Sir.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will
allow mo to explain what I mean. I am not charging that
as a matter of reproach to the hon. gentleman, but I credit
him with it, as I think the country should credit the hon.
gentleman and the Governmont of which ho was a member
with the inauguration of this policy. Even in regard to
the very objections which ho bas taken to the resolutions
which are now before the House, I will show that he him-
self specially, and the Government of which he was
a member are responsible. I do not say this as a
matter of reproach, because I say it was a credit to
them that they adopted that policy, that they did it in the
interests of the country, and that it was eminently in the
interosts of the country. They found that a number of par-
des in varions sections of the country, and notably in the
Maritime Provinces, were engaged in the construction of
small branch lines of railway which they believed would
open up traffic, and, if constructed, wouId develop the country,
and would be of advantage to the country. They found
that these parties were not able to carry out these rail-
ways, that they had not the means of efficiently carrying
out that policy of constructing short branch linos of railway,
and the hon. gentleman came to thcir assistance, and very
properly, by adopting the policy of loaning them old rails.

Some hon. ME&BERS. Oh.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Well, will the hon. gentleman
allow me ? I do not think ho will find any cause for merri-
ment in it. I say, Sir, there is the policy, there is the
policy you have before you to-day. It was the policy of
the Federal Government coming to the assistance, not of
interprovincial linos of railway, not of great trunk linos,
but coming to the assistance of small and struggling com-
panies. I say that the hon. gentleman cannot escape the
position I put him in, that ho considered it his duty, and
rightly so, to develop the trade and business of the country
by aiding these feeble companies to construct small branch
linos of railway. If the hon. gentleman will turn back to
the record, ho will find that road after road of that
description, small branch lines of railway, were assisted by
him in the most efficient way that ho could do it.

Mr. MACKENZIS. Not a dollar of money.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But I tell him that when ho
gave a thousanr1 tons of rails to a company, ho gave them
money's worth.
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Mr. MACKRNZ[E. The rails were not given, they were

only loaned.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I quite admit that, and my

hon. friend will see that I am taking no exception to what
ho did. I am proving that what he did was a wise policy in
assisting in the most effective way ho could these small
branch linos that ho found were unable, with the means ut
their disposal, to complete their roads efficiently, to iron
them and furnish them with rails and fish-plates and the
means of putting the roads into operation. I am quite willing
to admit it was a loan, but the hon. gentleman knows that
it was a Ioan, practically, in perpetuity. That was the condi-
tion of things that wo found. Wo have followod the hon.
gentleman's policy, as we have always followed the hon.
gentleman in everything which we bolieved was a good
cxample for the Government to follow.

Mr. M: CKENZIE. When yon did not follow me you
went wrong.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is very likely that we
may have been wrong in some instances, but that must
have boeu from a want of intelligence on cur part, and the
hon. gentleman knows we are not responsible for that; and
if we could not sec oye to eye with the hon. gentleman in
all respects, ho must give us credit for having followed
him whenever we came to the conclusion that ho had set
us a good example. Now, Sir, that is the foundation of this
policy, this wise and judicions policy that is now before the
House. The hon. gentleman says there is a line of a mile
and a-balf in these resolutions. S) there is. But that,
aIso, is following the Lon. gontleman's policy. In one case
where a road was completed and in operation, a roa fivo
miles long, leading to a coal mine, the hon. gentleman fur-
nished that company with new steel rails ut the publie
expense, and laid the track for thom, in order to tako that
road to a coal mine.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. In order to benefit the Intercolonial
Railway.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was to connecta coal mine
in the cou nty I bave the honor to represent, the Spring Hill
coal mine, with the Intercolonial Iiilway, for the purpoie
of facilitating trafflo and obtaining coal on the best terms
he could for the use of the Intercolonial Railway. It was a
wise and good policy, and-if it was good in that case, is it
not equally a good policy for my hon. friend behind me to
subsidiso the Joggins Coal Mining Company in the same
way, to the extent of furnishing 83,200 a mile to provide a
superstructure for the company at the Joggins, and to bring
the company into competition with the Spring Hill Com-
pany, and net leave the Intercolonial Railway dependent
altogether on the Spring Hill coal mine ? The hon. gentle-
man will sec that in subsidising the Joggivs Railway
Company in the same way that ho subsidised the Spring
Hill Company, the same publie interest is ut stake, and the
same good is accomplished for the country. But when the
subsidy that was taken last year came to be applied, it was
represented by the company, largoly composed of Ieading
gentlemen, many of them supporters of the hon, gentleman
from St. John's, that an additional subsidy was required for
the mile and a quarter that was nocessary to complete that
lino of railway. Now, there is the whole policy. I sy it
is a sound policy; I say that no expenditure this Government
can make, provided it is jndiciously done, there is nothing
that will lighten the taxes upon the people of this country
more than a judicious appropriation to assist groat and
important railway enterpriseo, in order to open up the
traffic and to develop the trade of the country. When we
expanded this principle, that instead of furnishing or loaning
iails, we should grant a subsidy equal te the superstructure
of the road, te ironing it with rails, by a grant of $3,200 a

mile, we did it upon this principle: that wherever an ausiat-
ance of #3,200 a mile would attraot from private sources the
additional capital te complete the road, we had the best
eviden3e of the advantage of its construction, and that it
would se increase the trade and business of the country as
would incroase the revenue te a larger extent than would
pay the interest on $3,200 a mile. Now, that was the
ground on which this policy was extended. I say that I
believe a wiser appropriation of publie money was never
made. Now, the hon. gentleman seems te think that
this is a matter that should rather fall upon the
Local Legialatures, in providing for these local roads.
I have shown that that was net his policy. I give
him credit for wisdom in adopting the course ho did;
but I go further, and I say that among the difficulties in
which Confederation is involved at this moment, the prin-
cipal difficulty is the want of means of some of the Local
Legislatures te carry on the business of the Provinces, with
the subsidies and the local revenues. They have net had the
means te subsidise railways ; they have had te use the
money that was, under Confederation, intended te provide
for other services, such as roads, bridges, education and
things of that kind. It has involved then in difficulties, and
from this reason bas arisen the necuessity of subsidising local
roads. We have a direct interest in subsidising local roads;
we have a direct intorest in every mile of railway we build,
because it increases the trade and business of the country,
and these increase the revenue whioh comos te us. But if
the construction of a road by the aid of the Local Legis-
lature doubles the revenue of the Province, net one shil-
ling of it inures to the Local Government whose trea.
sury bas been depleted in order te bring about that result.
There is the whole question, I think, in a nut shell. i do
net see that it cau be opposed, I do net mean to say that
orrors may not have been committed in applying the policy,
and that it might net have been applied more judiciously,
but I say that if every shilling of this appropriation was
called for-and that hasnot been our experience-I doubt if
the whole 81,'i00,000 will bo epended-it would conduce
more te the progress and prosperity of Canada than by
appropriating it in the way that has been described. While
I entiroly disagree with very many of the statements made by
the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen), 1
entiiely concur with one statement, viz : that you could
injure the country instead of benefiting it by promoting
railway companies where there is net enough business for
the roads that exist already. It is by assisting in the
construction of branch lines, or of short picces of roads
te connect existing railways, that appropriations are valu.
able. If you expend this money in promoting competition,
by the construction of roads not ueeded to do the business
of the country, yon wili be doing injustice both te the coun.
try and the enterprises already in operation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I must congratulate
the bon. gentleman on having an amount of confidence
which no other human being possesses. No one but the
hon. gentleman would have proceded te justify a policy,
which was announced with a great flourish of trumpets as a
new departure, and most empbatically a new departure it
was, involving the addition of very inany millions te the
public debt, on the ground that the hon. member for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie) had loaned a parcel of worn-out iron
rails, which ho could net sell, te two or three little branch
roads in Nova Scotia, thirteen or fourteon years ago. I
must say that if that is the precedont on which the hon.
gentleman rests his action, I do net know a more absurd
precedent, if the hon. gentleman will excuse me for saying
se, ever presented in justification of a groat policy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was stated at the time
this very policy was proposed.
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- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It was not proposed
by the hon. gentleman who loaned a parcel of old worn out
iron rails to small lines in connection with the Intercolo-
nial Railway. It is absurd to propose this as a justification,
and I decline to accept the credit bestowed on the bon.
gentleman or myself in connection with this system cf sub-
sidy. There is no possible connection betwoon the matters;
and a public man of the ability which the Minister of Fin.
ance possesses can hardly have formed so low an opinion
of the intelligence of both sides of the House as to gravoly
propose that as a justification. If the hon. gentleman ho
correct in saying that his object is to improve traffic, par-
ticularly as regards the Intercolonial Railway, I hope ho
will be more succossful in tho future than in the past, for,
judging from the returns laid on the Table the other day,
the position of tho Intorcolonial, aftor ail ihose grants for
additional roads, is growing very rapidly worse.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The traffic is not declining.

Sir RICIIARD CARTWRIGHT. The exponses of work-
ing are increasing.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is another question
altogether.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is an enormous
deficiency on the first ton months of the current year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is very exceptional.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you take theo enor-
mous sums charged to capital, and if you add the deficits,
and, further, the enoiious amount of ca>ital bui.k by Lon.
gentlemen on those various operations on which we have a
large interest to pay yearly, I say the position is far from
satisfactory. I bave not touched the main objection I taka
to this whole business, and that is: you will most assuredly
ho compelled to meet the claim of the varionus Provinces,
some of which have invested enormous sums in railway
undertakings.

Sir CHJARLES TUPPIN1. They are met by the resolu-
tions.

Sir RICUIA RD CA RTWRIG HT. I say they are not met
by the. resolutions. IHere you give $300,00 or $400,000 to
Ontario, with a population of two millions. That is not a
fair proportibn under the resolutions before us. In addition,
millions have been granted. or are to be granted under other
resolutions laid before the House at an earlier period.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman will
examine the others he will find that the amounts are pretty
equal.

Sir RICHARD CARJTWRIGHT. I do not see so. I do
not tbink that if these grants are to be made Ontario bas
received anything like the amount to which it is entitled.
The point is one which will most assuredly be brought up
to us from time to time. It is clear that once you depart
from the wise and correct rule of only granting the assiEt-
ance of the Federal Parliament to objects really and truly
of a Fedoral nature, and which can be shown to be o,
overy Province and every section of a Provinco bas a jast
and clear right te compensation. The hon, gentleman has
had to admit that in the case eof Prince Edward Island.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That was exceptional.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And what the Gov-1

ernment bave done in the case of Prince Edward Islandf
they will have to admit in regard to each individual sec-t
tion of each Province which does not.receive what it con-
eiders fair compensation. There will be no end to thisà
thing. However, what I chiefiy rose to repudiate was the

Sir CUARLEs Tupm.

kind impeachment which the hon. Minister preferred
against myself and my hon. friend from E ist York ( Mr.
Mackenzie), as having been concorned in inaugurating thii
subsidy system. We give the hm. gentleman the whole
credit of it; we disclaim it altogether ; on bis shoulders
let all the profit and benofit rest. Let the glory bo bis.

Sir CRIARLES TUPPER. I wish I could take it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We aro not going to
hold our3elves in the slightest degree responsible, nor did
we ever bring down any proposition to Parliarnent whieh,
in any true sense, could be quoted as a precedent for the
resolutions now under discussion.

Mr. CHA RLTON. The hon. gentleman has endeavored
to saddle theresponsibility for the prosent system of railway
subsidy on the Mackenzie Governmont, and this reminds
mû of a story. A gentleman, dining at an botel in Now
Orleans, ordered champagne. A countryman, who was
prosent, helped himself, whereupon the gontlemain said:
" That is a cool proceeding." The countryman said: 'lIt
is cool; I reckon there is ico in it." I think thoro is con-
siderable ic lin the hon. gentleman's argument, that the
policy of granting railway aid had been inaugurated by the
Mackenzie Government, because they had loanod a quantity
of old, worthless, worn-out iron rails to branch roads to the
Intercolonial Railway.

Sir CHARLES TLJPPER. Worth $20 a ton in cash.
Mr. CHARLTO N. They were old iron rails loaned to

branch lines to the Intorcol3nial Rai way, upor condilion
that they h >uld be returnied whcn requ.red, or paid for.
This, the hon. Minister bays, was the inauguration of the
presont system of granting millions, not to branches of
Government railways, not to railways of Federal import-
ance, and which might have a legitimate claim to Federal
aid, but to smat corporations over the country, the grants
being made, in nino cases out of ton, to serve political
purposos, and political purposes alonu. Tne hon. gen-
tleman talks as if this was a sound policy. This ii a
most dangerous poli-y. The day it was inaugaraLod, in
1882, was a most unfortunate day for this Daminion. We
bare sinco that time, grantoI many millions for railway
subsidies. Wo have opened the door to a system of'grants
of which we are unable to se the end. We have, in making
thoso grants, opened the door to further claims for enor-
mous amounts. The grants made so far have been very
disproportionately in favor of Quebec, and also of the Pro-
vinces of Nova Sceotia ani New Brunswick. Ontario,
which must pay abaut 60 per cent. of ait the taxation in-
curred by this policy, has received comparatively nothing ;
she has not received probably 10 per cent. of the
whole. That Province will bo clamoring at the door of the
Dominion Parliament for an adjustment of ils claim, and the
Minister bas inaugurated a policy which will lead to log-
rolling, to taking hold of the throat of the Government in
days of emergency by Provinces or by sections, and which
will place the Government at the mercy of cliques, rings and
combinations. Do we not remember the events which
happened in roon No. 8 soma years ago, when the Gov-
ernment were taken by the throat, and afterwards votei
eight millions of subsidy. They did it, not because it was
sound policy, or bcause they wished to do it, but because
they were obliged to do it, to tide themselves over a par-
ticular difficulty and save themselves from defeat; and we
are liable to occurrences of that kind every Session we sit
here. They have opened the door to endless financial trouble
and difficulty; thora is no justification for such a policy in
the prosent financial condition of the country. lt is not
a sound policy, but, on the contrary, it is a most unsound
and dangerous policy. It will be used by an unscrupulous
Government in times of election, as it has been used, tg
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make promises to ridings, to sections, to Provinces, for the
purpose of securing political support. Doos any bon. gen-
tleman in this louse doubt that promises of subsidies have
been used in the past in such a way as to influence the re-
sult ? Will the hon. gentlemen deny that they have been
used in a way which I will not designate, but in such a
way as to influence the elections in va ious ridings and
Provinces.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will frankly admit, if the
hon. gentleman desires it, that this policy bas commeoded
itsolf o entirely to the approval of the great boly of the
people of Canada that I think it was a source ot strongth to
tho Governmcnt.

Mr. CHARLTON. Public sentiment, as the bon. Min-
ister knows, bas been appealed to by the most mercenary
of all moiivcs, causing many of the electors, as woll as
scetions and Provinces, to believe that they could only
secure certain advantages by voting in a certain way, and
thus supplying a motive by which each should attempt to
sccure a share of the plunder and take a tug at the Dominion
Treasury. It may be said that many ridings are pleascd
witb this policy; I have no doubt many ridings in Nova
Scotia are pleased with it, but that does not, prove that
it is right. Opening the public Troasury in this way
may be agreeable to them, and may tend to strengthen the
Government which promises thus to abuse its trust, but it is
not a good thing for the country, and it is an evil which is
bound to go on increasing. Public sentiment is already
Fadly debauched, and this system will increase tho ovil.
The hon. gentleman says the amourit of these grants this
year is $1,700,000, though I believo the total sum is nearer
iwo and a quarter millions ; and the First Minister alluded
to them the other day as being very modest in their char-
acter. But I say that with our present debt, having voted
away the public money at the rate of five millions for every
week we have been in Session, this spending of millions to
placate particular ridings, or sections, or Provinces, or to
induce them to support the Governmentat the general elec.
tions, or to pave the way for the bye elections-is a poliy
which is not for the goo: of the country, but is one calcu-
lated only to meet the pressing politioal necessities of the
Goverrment ; it is in this way that the ys'en will be uced,
and, therefore, I say it is a vicious system, and it
was an unfortunate day wbon it was inaugurated in
this country. -It is an evil which wdl go on
increasing, for there will always be a temptation on
the part of the Government to use the credit and revenues
of the country, for the purpose of strengthening themselves,
by making grants which, in nine casos out of ton, are not in
the publ.c interest, but are dictated solely by the political
exigencies of the Government itself. The assertion of the
bon. gentleman that this system would lighten the taxes of
the people is an absurd one. Many of these roads are built
in sections where they will do very little to develop the
country, and the subsidies to be granted in this way are not
granted on the consideration of how far they will tend to-
wards the development of the country, but how far
tbey would add to the political influence of the Gov-
ernment of the day. Thie hon. gantleman says that
the difficulties connected with Confederation were largely
caused by this old system of the Provinces granting subsi-
dios, to railways which the Dominion Government have
now taken out of the hands of the Provinces. Sir, this is a
preposterous assertion for the hon, gentleman to make. I say
that the difficulties which have arisen out of Confedoration
have been largely due to the system which was adopted of
giving annual subsidies to the Provinces, and thus inducing
them t> become porpetual claimants for greater favors.
The .Provinces do not realise that under this system they
pay in more than they receive, and the system itsolf is one
which offers a premium to extravagance on the part of the

Provinces, and at the same time involves the Dominion
Government in difficultics by the temptation to a rock-
less expenditure of public money. I say that if the Pro-
vinces had been left, like the States of the American Union,
to provide for their expenses, we would have given
encouragement to a systom of econony, instead of a
temptation to the extravagance which now prevails.
This I say is the difficulty which surrounds the Confedera-
tion, and it is one which will continue to menace us in the
future, in the way of constant demands for additional subsi-
dies. I realise that this is not an hour for long speeches,
and I only rose to put my views on record with regard te
this most vicious system. I predict that tho rosult
of this system will bo most disastrous tu this country.
No Government, however honest it muy bo, cari
resist tho )rcssure, aftor the precedents have been
established, and the systom inaugurated, and the Gov.
ernment of this day will inevitably use its powor in this
way to strengtben itself among the eloctors. This Govern-
ment bas done so, and wlll continue to do it, and before the
present Parliament expiros thero is no telling how many
millions will be added to the burdens of the country, for the
mere purpose of enabling hon. gentlemen to tide over polit-
ical difficulties in which they may be involvod, and assisting
them in any political exigencies with wbich they may be
threaten ed.

Sir CHKRLES TUPPER. While I do not moan to say
that it would b po-siblo to equalise these subsidios, you
must deal with the condition of the country, the efforts tho
people are making to develop their resources, and so on
but the hon. gentleman is under a inisapprehornsion with
refercnce to what bas been donc. There have been sub-
sidised under these resolutions and those of a similar kind,
hp to the prasent time, in Ontario, 891 miles ; in Quebec,
910 miles ; in New Brunswick, 350 miles, and in Nova
Scotia, 118 miles.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGRUT. Are those roads which
have actually been gone on with, or only subsidised ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Thise are roads to which
subsidies have bon gran'ed.

Sir I AIIXRD CARTWRIGJIr. You don't know how
many miles have actually been gone on with ?

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. Yes ; 650 in Ontario and 297
in Quebec.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGU. That includes the Can-
adian Pacifie lailway, I suppose,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Will the hon, gentleman name the

linos ?

Sir CHLARLES TUPPER. I haven't the information
before me now, but the Journalis will show.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do net think that the speech
made by the hon. gentleman, in undertaking to show that
the Government of the hon. momber for East York initiated
this policy, was worthy of him. The policy was initiated
by the bon. gentleman himself, when ho declared that cer-
tain classes of roads were for the general advantage of
Canada. The bon. gentleman caused that declaration
to be made in order that ho might initiate the
policy which we are now carrying ino effect. The
hon, gentleman has introduced a policy that is revolu-
tionary, and ho knows tbat it is in violation of the
spirit, if not the letter, of the British North America Act&
After the hon. gentleman's declaration, I would like to
know what railways the Provinces could charter that
would be under their exclusive control, By the Britih
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North America Act, the Provincial Legislatures, no less
than the Legislature of Canada, are entitled to incor-
porate railway companies. They are entitled to incor-
porate any railway company that lies wholly within
the limits of the Province. By availing himself of a
provision of the British North Amorica Act that was
merely intended to enable this Parliament to combine
railways that previonsly existed in the Provinces, in
order to form one continuous lino, the hon. gentleman is
abusing that power in order to adopt a policy that practi-
cally excludes the Provinces from effectively controlling
any railway corporation they may croate. The hon.
gentleman knows that the Legislature of Ontario and the
municipalities of that Province have together spent
$20,000,000, since 1867, in aid of railways that are incor.
porated by that Legislature. That Legislature would never
have aided those railways if it had supposed that
it would cease to control and direct them. Now, the
hon. gentleman cannot expect that the Government and
people of Ontario will rest content that this House should
go forward in the policy that has been adopted, without
that large sum boing recouped to them. The hon. gentle.
man has said that this policy is one to lighten taxation.
Well, ho introduced it in 1883, and I would like to know in
what Session the taxation of the people has been lightened
sinco that time. On the contrary, the hon. gentleman bas
increased the taxation this very Session. The truth is, thAt
while he asks the Parliament of Canada to aid in levelling
up in the poorer districts, he is at the sane time levelling
down in those districts which are more prosperous. le is
adding to the burdens of the people, and ho is taking away
irum tho poople capital that bolongs to thom individually,
and is investing iL in corporations that return to the people
nothiug. That is the policy tho hon. gentleman has in-
augurated, and I say it is impossible that such a policy can
continue witbout leading to radical changes in our system
of Govornmont. Why, what has been done ? The British
North America Act declares that certain railways are local.
It is a matter of fact; there is no difficulty in determining
what roads are local, and are consequently under the ex-
clusive control of tho Local Legislatures. But the hon. gen-
tieman bas broken down the barrier that separates Provin-
cial and Dominion jurisdiction with regard to a most vital
matter-the expenditure of public moncy. The hon. gen-
tleman baving gone thus far, cannot stop. The Provincial
Legislatures, by their pecuniary interests, were able to hold
localities in check, but the hon, gentleman has no such
power, and Session after Session the expenditure and the
debt have been increasing for the construction of railways
of no benefit to the people at large. And se the rosources
of this country, which, if wisely hutbanded, might be appliod
to works of great national and gonoral advantago, are being
frittered away in localities whero no advantage can be de
rived from them. Looking at the map which the hon. gon.
tleman bas laid on the Table, I find that the hon.
gentleman bas marked the new lines of railway,
and there is hardly room on the map to mark some of the
lines without obliterating somo existing lino. The Goiern-
ment are proposing to build now roads whero roads already
exist-not, perhapp, precisely on the same ground, but in
the same immediate noighborhooi; and it is im-
possible, especially in districts where the soit is nOt of the
very best quality, and where agriculture is not in the most
prosperous condition, that any great advantage can be
derived from expendituros of this sort. Among the rail-
ways which are subsidised I sec one called the Harvey
Branch Railway, which is in the county of Albert, New
Brunswick. It ruans to a private ship yard, and was built to
promote the privato interests of the proprietor of that yard.
When built it was aided by a local subsidy, which was more
than sufficiont to construct it. The proprietor of the road
built it, not with scrap rails, but with rails which were oon.

MLr. lËLLe (8othwell),

sidered as worn-out altogether, and it han never been rn-
ning except simply as a siding to the ship yard. The road
bas been in operation for four or five years, and the hon. Min-
ister presuming, I suppose, on the ignorance of the House and
the indifference of his supporters, comes down bere on the last
day of the Session and asks the House to discuss these reso.
lutions, when he knows that ho has worked up the members
on both sides of the House into a condition that makes it
difficult to go on with business at all. This subsidy is to
rerait this side line, and, perhaps, do more, because I
apprehend that $3,200 a mile will be more than sufficient
te rail it, and the proprietor will be able to put money into
bis pocket. The bon. gentleman is not dealing fairly or
ingenuously by the House whon ho comes here and asks us
to make an appropriation towards the building of a road
that is already constructod, and that bas been in operation
during ail this time. Ho proposes here to use a road that,
1 say, is simply a road running to a ship yard, and which
bas been used f>r no other purpose. I do not know how
many more roads there may be in exactly the sane posi.
tion, but I must say the propo<al of the hon, gentleman is
in this respect very little short of an outrage. Tho hon.
gentleman might as well propose to rebuild or repair a
saw mill. I dare say, if we had time to examine tho other
proposed subsidios, we would find other grants of the Eame
sort. The House is kept in the dark. We are not given
the information which would enable us to form a judgment.
The Government evidently look to the votes of their sup-
porters, and consider that to them reflection, information
and judgment are entirely unnecessary. Like one of
Shakespeare's characters, the less they have of conscience
the botter for them.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I desire to express my disap-
proval of the manner and the time in which those resolu-
tions wero brought in. The Iausne bas now reached that
poriod whon one cannot givo them the consideration they
deserve. In fact, the mover occu ped hardly five minutes
in explaining those various subsidies, showing very plainly
that either ho thought it botter to give as little informa-
tion as possible or else considered ho was unable, at this
advanced period of the Session, to spare the time for the
necessary explanationi. Resolutions of this kind ought,
in ail fairness, to be laid on the Table in reasonab'e time,
and the Minister, in introducing them, ought to explain
why he asks us to vote these largo sum.. One of the
reasons given by the Minister, and the only one which had
any weight, was that the Local Legislatures ought not to
be permitted to embarrass their financial condition, and,
therefore, it was in the best interests of tho country
that the Dominion should assume the cost of theso roads.
1 may say, in this connection, that we have before made
the claim that the Provincial Logislatures and municipal-
itics should b recouped the aid they granted to railways,
for which they burdened themselves heavily; and if the
Dominion Giovernment think to grant subsidies to those
roads, the municipalities ought to be relieved, to a certain
extent, of the expenditure they have incurred in this con.
nection. Judging from the resolutions before the House,
the best interests of the country are not intended to be
observed in granting those subsidies. There are other large
portions of the country in which railroads would be of
groater bonefit than the sections provided for in the resola-
tions. We were told in glowing terms of the great portions
of our country yet undeveloped, which were going to be
opened up, and of the extensive iron ores that would be
developed in a few years by this policy ; but I have looked
in vain on the paper to find any provision for these new
sections. If, then, these grants are not given to develop the
resources of the country, what can be the motive of the
Government in introducing these resolutions ? There is
evidently somothing behind the soonos in granting theo
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resolutions, and it would appear their sole object is the ob
taining of political support. The Govern ment, instead of
having the interests of the country at heart, have evidently
only regard for the interests of their supporters. In the
greater portions of the sections whero those roads are sub-
sidised they will enter into competition with other linos,
and are really not required, except as bids for political sup.
port. To my surprise, I find on the paper, the Niagara
Central gels a subsidy for a large amoant for the con-
struction of that line, when its promoters statod they could
not construct it. If the companv is unable to construct
it, why was a subsidy granted ? It would appear to most
people that, in granting a subsidy to this line, which the
promoters say they are not going to build, the object is to
enable lhem to dispose of their charter. Is this in
the interest of the public? Their object is plain. They
should go to that portion of the country where it would
develop the country to advanlage, and to the benefit of
the Dominion at large, but, on the contrary, almost evory
bonus that has b3en granted here is for the pu-pose of
pure log-rolling, so as to secure political support. Here
is another illustration of the course that the Minister of
Railways is pursuing. We find that the Lake Erie, Essex
and Detroit River Railway was subsidised in 1886
for 37 miles, in ail 8118 400. That same road is to bo
subsidised now with a differont length. It appears that it
.a; diminished in growth. An hon. member says it is

older. It is reversing its grnwth with its age. We find,
however, that the same surn i to be granted to the same
company as was granted in 1886, though this year it is on'y
27 miles long instead of 37 miles. We understand that,
unless there are exceptional circumstances, only *i,200 a
mile is to be granted, yet we find according to this resolution,
the length of the road having been reduced by ten miles,
that they are to get 84,400 a mile over that portion. Those
who know that country will ageoe with me that a road can
bo very easily built there.

The CHAIIRMAN. Would it not be better to discuss a par-
ticular item when we reach it ? We have not reached a
sirgle item yet. We are discussing the general question.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am discussing the general
question. I do not wish to eneroach upon the time of the
House, but I want to show that there has been no just con.
sideration of the mode of granting subsidies to railways,
and, therefore, I contend that the remarks I was making
were pertinent to the general question.

The CHAIR )AN. I did not rule that the hon. gentle-
man was ont of order, but suggested that, perhaps, it would
be botter to diseuss the item by-and-bye when we reach it.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am very thankful for your
suggestion. I was about to show by this illustration that
the Government is not g >vuinei by any fair consideration
as to what will be for the best intere8ts of the Dominion. If
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Parliament. I do not believe it is possible, though it is
intended, that the members of this House could so far
forget thomselves as to vote for a grant to a certain
railway merely becaue it was going to benefit their
own locality. They can hardly be so selfish as that, and I
cannot believe that this intelligent Legislature could be so
influenced by such sordid motives; but, while the members
of this House might resist a temptation of that kind, what
effect can it possibly have on the electorate througbout the
various municipalities ? It is a vicions system, in keeping
with the various courses that have been adopted by this
Government since it took power in 1878. Its whole course
has been intended, as far as possible, to debauch the olector.
ate so as to retain the present Ministers in power. If one
means would not suffice, some other means had to be
adopted. The only object of those gentlemen is to retain
the sweets of office. They cling to them with a pertinacity
worthy of a Conservative and of no other politician. In
view of the course into which the country is drifting, the
time may not be far distant whon we will see that a Govern-
ment which legislates simply to keep itsolf in power no
longer deservei the confidence of the people at large.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire to recali to
the mind of the Minister of Railways the questions I put in
reference to this St. Uatharinos and Niagara Central Rai[-
wîy. I suggested before that it woald have been conveni-
ont to have had a sort of memorandum accompanying these
reports, giving a succinct statemont of the gronds on which
the Governmont recommended the grant, what security or
what reason they have for supposing that the road would
go on, and matters of that kind. In the first instance,
would ho kindly lot us know who are the parties who com.
pose this company, is the company in existence at all, and
has it built any part of the road? Is it a new soheme
altogether? What are the circumstances connected with it?

Mr. POPE. It is a company, the St. Catharines and
Niagara Central Railway Company, which is proposing to
build this road. The company has graded, I understand, a
considerable portion of this road-I do not know exactly
how much. There have been bonuses voted, as I under-
stand, to the extent of $260,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. For these 12 miles ?

Mr. POPE. For these 12 miles.

Mr. RYKERT. $184,000.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. These have been ao.
tually voted ?

Mr. POPE. They have the right of way given te thom.
They propose to build it out of their own means. They are
very wealthy men, some of thom I know are quite able to
build the road themselves. Mr. Neelon and Dr. Oille and
other gentlemen connected with the project make it certain
that the road will hob auilt.

we are to e t ti at t e poe y of i ieuovernmentuL s t at

in future there shall be no more expenditures on account of Mr. MACKENZIE. What is the distance betwoen the
railways by the Provinces, it is the boundon duty of the twe roads?
Government to come down with some comprehensive
scheme whereby they may be able to recoup to the various Mr. POPE. I could net say.
municipalities, or at least to the Local Logislatures, the Mr.RYKERT. About six miles.
bonuses they have granted on accoant of the construction
of railways. The Minister of Finance says that these roads Mr. MARA. The reselutions before the conmittee will
will be for the general advantage of Canada. If that be o, ho, I must say, a great disappointment te the people of
the Local Legislatures have expended a large amount of British Columbia, when thoy fiud that the Govornmeut
money for that purpose, and it is no more than right and have deciined te grant assistance te any of the linos
proper that the Dominion Gavernment, when they assume contemplatcd in that Province, while they are grantiag
control of those local roads, should come down with a gen- millions et dollars te assist linos in the eider Provinces.
eral measure and compensate the Local Government. Thi When the lovernment inaugurated their policy of sub.
systom 'which is now inaugurated by this Parliament is the sidising mailways in 1882, the Province of British Columbia
most pemnicions that buLs ever becs inbugurated in any w mnet in a position te takadvantage of thet polie>of
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owing to its isolated position and the enormous cost o
transportation. But with the completion of the Canadian
Pacific Railway there are now no diticulties in the way o
railway construction through the mountairs, where plant
mater ial and supplies can be landcd in the interior of British
Columbia with the same facility as in the older Provinces.
But as soon as we leave the main line of railway, then oui
difficulties commence. In the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway the requiroments and devolopment of
British Columbia were never taken into considoration
Both the Governmont and the railway company very pro-
perly solected the shortest route to the coast, the one
easiest built, and the one possessing the fewest physica]
obstacles. But that lino is not, and never will be, a line
that can develop the resources of British Columbia withoul
branch linos or feeders, linos that will tap the agricultural
districts of h esouth, and the rich mineral districts of
Cariboo in the north. Now, in discussing this queston of
subsidising railway lines in British Clunbia, I was very
much disappointed to find the members of the Governmont
taking the position that, owing to the very large expen.
diture in building the Canadian Pacifie Railway, for some
time to come we cannot expect an aid or as-istance Woll,
any members of the flouse, who bave been over the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, wili have observed that a very large pro.
portion of the expenditure in building the line wast for
the sections betwoon the base of the Rocky Mountaîns
and Eagle Pass, a portion that is almost inaccessible to the
residents of British Columbia, far removed froin agricultural
settlement and the centre of civilisation; and as far as expond-
ing the money within the boundary of our Province is con-
cerned, it might just as well have been spent on the
shores of Lake Superior. Every pound of material, every
tool that was used on the work, every animal employed on
the work, as well as every pound of grain to feed the animals,
and every pound of provisions used lu feeding the mon,
came from the east, and as soon as the work was over
the men, with their earnings, were taken back to the
eastern Provinces, and not one dollar of that money
was spent in what might be catled British Columbia proper,
although it was spent within the biurndaries of the Prov
ince. So far as the people wore concerned they derived no
direct or indirect benefit from the construction of a large
portion of the Canadian Pacific Railway, except quick
transportation to the coast, and in that respect each
of the other Provinces derive the sanme advantages east
that we do. Now, I think I can show from the
returns of Trade and Navigation, that British Columbia
is entitled to some aid and assistance from the Govern-
ment in subsidising our linos of railway. I find that the ex-
ports from 1880 to 1886, inclusive, were nearly $21,000,000,
and during the same periol we paid, in Customs duties
alone, $5,368,219, and Excise, $415,849. I find that the
increase in duties from 1880 to 1886 was 96 per cent. I
find in looking over the statistics of the Province
that there is the same evidence of prosperity. Real
property has increased from 1880 to 1885 at the
rate of 59 per cent. and personal property at the rate of 47
per cent. The returns for 1886 are not in the library, but
I think they would show the proportion to be much greater.
The increase in school children is 63 per cent. I find that
the amount paid in Customs by the people of the Dominion
at large, per bead, is $4.49, and the amount paid by the
people of British Columbia, per head, is 817.66, or 400 per
cent. more than in any other Province in the Dominion ;
therefore, I think, we have a just claim to our proportion of
the railway subsidies that are granted to lines in the olderi
Provinces. The question then arises, have we any railwaysi
in a position to claim asistance from the Government ? I
may say we have three, fi-st there is the Cariboo Railway,(
which has been promoted by the Provincial Government.j
The Government of British Columbia have for some time(

Mr. MA".

f past endeavored to assist quartz mining in Cariboo, and they
2 realise that the only way to do so is by giving cheap trans.
f portation. With that object in vie w, they sent Mr. Bell, an

engineer of high standing, to examine the route, and ho
reported that a lino can be found 288 linos in length. that
can bo bouilt for seven and a half million dollars. I will

r quote a few extracts from his report :
W I4Within a few years railroad Unes have been extended and settle-

f ments advanced. Ores that could only b- worked if they would yield
from $,5 to $50 per ton, are now found to be rich as they can be
mined at a very reduced expense. Dump piles formerly considered
worthless are now valued at many thousanis of d,llars. Tailings
allowed to go to waste in former years are now being prospected and
assayed. The.concentration of these tailings will furnish employment
for many men in the near future.'

'l In this connection it is worthy of notice that a large percentage of
t the fifty millions dollars worth of gold hitherta taken ont of British Co.

lumbia came out of Williams Oreek, and yet it is a habitual assertion
by all British Columbia miners, that there is as mucb gold in the bottom
of Williams Oreek to-day as the amount that has been taken out.

"I The same authority above quoted says :
"' The value of gold in the tailinges not only of the quartz, but the

hydraulic mines, is something enormous. It is considered by the most
practical miners in California that at least one-balf of the gold in placer
mining is alost-or rather not saved.'

" There are already open to inspection in the Cariboo region quartz
ledges varying in width from seven to seventy feet, and ranging in
depth from 20 to 180 feet, from each of which the average assay of last
year, recorded in one assay office in Barkerville, was very satisfactory.

" If then these ledges were in a further state of development (as they
very soon will be, owing to the aid afforded by your Government), who
could doubt the proportions that business, upon the only road serving
this district, would be likely to a'sume.

" Seeing that your Government, after considering well the responsi-
bility that attaches to ailing by loan, upoi ceraan coa-litions, the
develop-nent of quartz miniug, bas seen fi- to take that step, it would
naturally appar that no better p:oof of greater confilence as to what
the future of quartz mining in British Columbia is likely to become
could well be aisplayed, nor any stronger argument used in forwarding
the building f a road into that district which ihas commanded confi.
dence enough te gain se 'raluable a concession.

" But the quartz ledges now open in British Columbia are not a large
percentage o those known amongst practical miners to exist in the
Cariboo district, and if cheap transportation to these mines were only
available, then, by a parity of reasoning, no long time wonld elapse
before the same activity in mining in British Columbia would take
place that followed upon the construction of railways in California."

I may say thore are already Iodes and veins in British Co.
lumbia that have been tested and are so far developed as to
warrant the assertion that if we po sessod railways to give
cheap transportation, these mines would offer employment
not only to thousands but to hundreds of thousands. The
next lino for which application was maie is the Kootenay
and Athabasca rond. In regard to that road I would simply
say that it is a lino intended to open up a very large timber
district on the Kootenay River, ani valuable mines on the
border of Kootenay Lake. The British Columbia Govern-
ment, being so far convinced of the bond fides of the com.
pany, gave them a grant of 300,000 acres of land. The next
company that is in a position to take advantage of a subsidy,
and which, I might further say, has a claim on the Dominion
Government, is the Shuswap and Okanagon road. It is
intended to run to Okanagon Lake, a lake over 75 miles in
length and navigable all the year round. When the First
Minister was in British Columbia last year, a deputation
called upon him and placed this matter before him, when,
I understand, ho led them to believe that assistance would
be given this Sassion. Th it road will run through the
richest agricultural district in the Province. A short time
ago the.Government sent an engineer and an expert to
report on the statements made by the company. The report
verifies the statement that there are 340,000 acres of
land in that distri.,t that cannot be surpassed, not only
in British Columbia, but in the wbole Dominion. Thore
has been a yield of wheat equal to 60 bushels to the acre,
not over small fields but covering fields of a hundred acres
in extent. The average is put down at what is considered
to be a low figure, viz , 3>i bushels to the acre for the entire
district. When we find British Columbia importing annu-
ally 50,000 barrels of flour, and we have there 340,000 acres
of the finest wheat land in the Province, I think the pro-
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moters of this company inay fairly claim assistance from
the Dominion Government in furthoring their National
Policy scheme. This company bas received the support of
the whole of the Province of Biitish Columbia from one
end to the other. At a meeting of the Board of Trade, a
board sitting thro hundred and fifty miles from this pro-
posed lino, the following resolution was passed a short
time ago:

" Whereas, a large area of rich and agricultural land will be opened
up by the construction of the Shuswap and Okanagon Railway, and
mineral and other resources will be developed thereby much to the ad-
vantage of this Province and the Dominion at large;

" And, whereas, the Provincial Legislature, after having evidence
brougbt before them as to the desirability of developing this portion of
the Province by the said railway, have granted the said zailway com-
pany a bonus of $1,000 per mile, or not more than $200,000 ;

" And, whereas, this bonus is entirely inadequate te enable the promo-
ters to carry on the undertaking :

" Be it, therefore, enacted, that the British Columbia Board of Trade
respectfully urge His Excellency the Governor General in Oouncil to be
pleased to grant te the Shuswap and Okanagon Railway Company a
liberalsubsidy which will enable them to carry ont this very desirable
enterprhe ; and that the secretary be instructed te forward a copy of
this resolution, with the seal of the board attached, to the honorable the
Minister of Railways, and also to forward copies cf said resolution to the
British Columbia members of Parliament at Ottawa with the request that
they may use their best endeavors in furtherance of the scheme."

When the Provincial Goverument, with its slender income,
grants a bonus of $200,000 to a railway 51 miles in length,
a bonus equal to one-third of the annual revenue of the
Province, I think the Provincial Government as well as the
railway company have a strong claim on this Government
for some aid and assistance to that lino. As hon. mermbers
are exhibiting signs of impatience, I will not occupy the
time further, but will express the hope that if, at the next
Session of Parliament, the Government grant assistance to
any lines, the Shuswap and Okanagon wiil stand first.

To the Vaudreuil and Prescott Railway Company, for thirty miles of
their railway, from Vaudreuil towards Hawkesbury, a subsidy not ex-
ceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $96,000.

Mr. POPE. The total cost of tho road will be $600,000.
The municipalities have furnished the right of way free,
and I am informed that municipalities have voted, or are
about to vote, a subsidy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIHT. Of what amount ?
Mr. POPE. I do not think I have the amount ; but I

know such is their intention.
Mr. MACKENZ[E. Make that a condition.
Mr. POPE. Not one dollar of subsidy will bo paid until

the road is built.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this a railway in
existence in any way, or is it only projected ; has any work
been done ?

Mr. POPE. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. Then it entirely de-
pends on that subsidy, and what the municipalities give,
and what the private proprietors choose to put into the
undertaking.

Mr. LABROSSE. Part of the road .is alroady begun.
While I am very thankful for what the Government have
agreed to do, I think they should have granted aid for fifty
miles so as to reach Caledonia Springs, which is largely
frcquentod every year. Thirty miles witllnot reach further
than to Hawkesbury, and fifty miles is at least what is re-
quired. The Government would do well te change the
grant in this respect.

To the Richmond Hill Junction Railway Company, for five miles
of their railway from Richmond Hill Junction to the Northern Railway
of Canada to Richmond Hill Village, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per
mile, aor excoeding in the whole $16,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGaT. Is this a more spur?

Mr. POPE. It was cbartored by 49 Victoria, Ontario
Legislature. The estimated cost is $40,000, and after this
grant and local bonuses are paid $14,000 will be left to be
raised by the company.

To the Drummond County RailwayCompany, for thirty miles of their
railway from Drummondville towards Nicolet, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $96,000.

Mr. POPE. This railway bas been commencod. The
company are quite able to build the road, and they ask for
this subsidy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. It is an extension.

Mr. POPE. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. Is Nicolet the final
point ?

Mr. POPE. It is to connect with another road-the
Great Eastern.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHI'?. What other resources
has this company got in the way of municipal bonuises or
subsidies.

Mr. POPE. They have some subsidies, but the proprie.
tors are largely concorned in the finance of the road.

To the Joggins Railway Company, for one and a quarter miles of their
railway extending from the southern end of the portion subsidised by 49
Victora, chapter 10, to the wharves, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200
per mile, not exceeding in the whole $1,000.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIG EIT. I suppose I may, with.
ont offence to the Maritime Provinces, confesis my ignorance
of Joggins, and ask for information ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was the first coal mine
opened in the county of Cumberland. It is on the bay, and
the original company who worked the mines, built a lino
which was subsidised last Session connecting their coal
mines at Joggins with the Intercolonial.

Mr. JONES. 1 think these resolutions show that,
as the hon. gentleman stated the other day, ho is quite
able to tako care of bis own county. I do not objoct
to that, but [ wish the hon. gentleman would exorcise his
powerful influence in favor of some othor linos in hie own
Province. The expectations which ho hel ont to tho
people thore have not boon realised. I am informed that
during the last election he led the people to believe that it
was the purpose of the hon, gentleman to subsidise the
Musquodoboit to Stewiacke.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Does the hon. gentleman
mean to say that I said anything of that kind on the plat-
form ?

Mr. JONES. No; but be had a deputation of bis political
fi iends, as well as his political opponents, and I understand
that ho gave them the strongest possible assurances that
this road would be provided for this Session. If such were
not the case it will only place those gentlemen, among
whom arc some prominent citizens of Halifar, in a very
awkward position. That road has boon subsidised by the
Local Administration; it runs through a very fine agricul-
tural country, and while the hon, gentleman wî s giving
subsidies to four roads in his own county, I think it was
hardly in accordance with his public position and duty, to
leave this road without assistance. No doubt the hon. gen.
tleman has taken into consideration the fact of certain con-
tingencies arising in his own county before very long, but I do
not think that some of these appropriations could bejustified
on as strong public grounds as some of the others to which I
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have referred. Thero was another road which was aiso
subject to political discussion, and that was the Hants Cen-
tral, and it was considered in the county of Hants that the
Government would give a subsidy to help to build a
bridge between Truro and Windsor. I believe that was
canvassed in the county, though I do not say the Govern-
ment promised it. I say that no more proper expenditure
of public money than that could be made under this policy,
as the road traverses a fine district and very materially
shortens the distance, It bas also a subsidy from the Local
Government. I repeat my regrets that two roads of such
prominence, passing through such a splendid agricultural
district, and with a future of such great promise, have not
received the consideration of the Minister of Finance when
he has been able to secure aid for four lines in his own
county.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Would the hon. gentleman
mention that ail the railways in my county which are sub.
sidised are less than 21 miles in length ?

Mr. JONES. But the hon, gentleman bas given nothing
to some of the other counties.

Mr. PUTNAM. I regret that, among the many railway
schemes that have been subsidised this Session, the claims
of the Hants Central Railway have been overlooked. I would
like to urge upon the Government the importance of that
road. It will bring the counties of eastern and western
Nova Scotia some 40 miles nearer together for commercial
purposes. It will also open up a fine agricultural district
secoLd to none in that Province.. There are also along the
line a large number of valuable mines and minerais which
are only partially developed, and which are practically at
a standstill for want of reilway communication which would
provide an outlet to the market. This would also be one of
the shortest and most direct routes of travel through the
Province as well as to and froma the United States. I would
like to say one word in reply to the remarks made by the
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) at an earlier part of-
this Session. I think he stated that it was owning to pro-
mises made in connection with this road that I occupied a
seat in ibis Bouse. I can say most positively that I made
no promises in any way in connection with this road, and
never asked tho Govern ment to make any promises, or ap-
proached the Governnient or any member of it to obtain
any promise for this road. But 1 believed then, as I believe
now, that the Government will render such assistance to
this road at the next Session of Parliament as will secure its
construction at an early day.

Mr. JONES. I did not intend to convey the idea that the
hon, gentleman owed his seat bore to any promises that had
been made. What I wanted to convey was that the general
promises made by the Government to construct railways in
the Province of Nova Scotia extended to the county of
Hants as well as to other counties, and had a large effect in
influencing publie opinion, the advantage of which the
hon. gentleman participated in. I am not in a position to
say that the hon. gentleman made any promises with refer-
once to this road; but he must sece that the discussions
which were going on throughout the Province gave him an
advantage in the impression which was created that the
Government was going to assist the road for which he asked
assistance, as well as other roads, and, to that extent, it was
in the interest of that county, as well as the Province. That
was all I intended to convey.

To the Moncton and Buctouche Railway Company. for two miles
of their railway from the west end of the portion subsidised by 49
Victoria, chapter 10, to Moncton, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per
mile, nor exteeding in the whole $6,400.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How comes this little
road of two miles to be wanted?

Mr. ion0ie

Mr. POPE. It is part of a road that was built last year,
and for which a subsidy was granted with the exception of
these two miles.

To the Beauharnois Junction Railway Company, for thirty miles of
their railway froni St. Martin's towards St. Anicet, a subsidy not exceed-
ing $3,100 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $96,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this an existing road ?
Mr. POPE. This road was chartered by the Legislature

of Quebec. It extends f rom St. Martin's to St. Anicet, a dis.
tance of about 20 miles. It is estimated by the company to
cost $0O,0O0. I have seen a large deputation from the dis-
trict who told me that they were quite prepared to vote
bonuses to the road, and I have no doubt it will be built.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. las anything been
donc on it ?

Mr. POPE. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. lt would be satisfac-

tory to know what the municipalities are going to do,
because the road is not likely to go on, I take it, unless they
contribute to it.

Mr. POPE. It is sure to go on, bocause it is assisted by
the Grand Trunk Railway Company itself.

To the Harvey Branc, Railway Company, for three miles of their
railway from the southern terminus of the Albert Railway to Harvey
Bank, a subsidy not exceeding $3,2(0 per mile, nor exceeding in the
whole $9,600.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where is this road ?
Mr. POPE. It is in Albert county, New Brunswick. It

is an extension of the Albert Railway. There was once a
railway over those three miles, but it has fallon into such
disuse that it cannot now bo run.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Io it a branch of the
Intercolonial Railway ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As I understand, this

is really a grant to repair three miles of railway that have
fallen into disuse. That is a different proposition from
building a railway.

Mr. POPE. I have refused in ail cases to repair roads,
and I woull refuse this il it were not part of another road.

To the Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Railway Company, for
eighteen miles of their railway, from the town of Brantford to the
village of Hagarsville or the village of Waterford, or some intermediate
point on the Canada Southern Railway, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200
per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $57,600.

Mr. POPE. This railway was chartered by the Parlia.
ment of Canada, 49 Victoria, chapter 20. It is designed to
extend from Berlin to a point on Lake Erie, and will pass
through a magnificent agricultural country. The company
estimate the cost at $126,000. They state that they are
promised bonuses from the municipalities through which
the lino will pass, and which with this; grant and their own
resources will enable them to complote the work, and 1 have
no doubt it will be completed.

Sir RIICHARD.CARTWRIGIIT. Was a bonus granted
to other portions of this road?

Mr. POPE. I do not think any other bonus bas been
granted. The claims of this road have been presed upon me
for a year or two, and I made a partial promise to some of
my hon. friends last year that I would try and do some-
thing ibis year if the matter was brought before me. It
bas been brought before me by the mayor of Brantford and
others.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). This road is not part of the
South Ontario Pacifie Railway. That is an entirely
different project. For this road a charter was got two or
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three years ago. It runs southerly and connects with the
Michigan Central Railway. It was intended originally to
run norih to intersect the Credit Valley division of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, but since the new project has
arisen that has been left in aboyance.

Mr. WILSON. If it bo the intention of the Govornmont
to give aid to railways, this road should get it; but I would
call the attention of the Government to the fact that there
is another rond, the lino running from Plattsburg to Ingo-
soil, and from Ingersolt to Aylmer. I would impress upon
the Government the necessity of taking that road into
consideration.

To the Dominion Lime Railway Company, for seven miles of
their railway from a point on the Quebec Central Railway, in the town-
ship of Dudswell, to the Dadswell Lime Company's quarries, a sub3idy
not exceeding $3,20, per mile, nor exceeding in ihe whole $22,400.

Mr. POPE. This is in connection with the Quebec Cen-
tral. It runs through a very important section of country
which has had no aid whatever from the Government
There are two important lime quarries and a granite quarry
which this will open. It will be a portion of the Artha-
baska county iailway.

Sir RICHARD CARTUWRIGIT. That is not built yet.
Mr. POPE. No; but the company are quite able to build

it.
To the South Norfolk Railway Company, for seventeen miles of their

railway. from Port Rowan to the town of Simcoe, a subsidy not exceed-
ing $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $34,400.

Mr. POPE. The intention is to connect with the Grand
Ti unk Railway, whicb, it is supposed will operato the road
after it is built. They have assistance forn the municipal-
iiies, and with this assistance they feel quite safj to build
the road.

To the Jacques Cartier Union Railway Company, for extending and
completing tneir railway, a subsidy of $40,000.

Mr. POPE. The railway was subsidised to the extent of
$200,000. In the arrangement witb the North Shore
Railway this whole subsidy was consumed; they had not
comploted their rond to the point described.

Mr. MITCHELL. I can give the Minister of Railways a
little explanation in explaining this item. This road, sub-
sidised by the Government, was bought by th) Grand Trunk
.lRatiway when tbey bought the Noth h re Railway in
order to keep it out oi the bands of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and have a monopoly of the Quebec trade.
When they ag:eed to sell the North Shore road on the
pressure of the Government, influenced by the Quebec mem-
bers, who met in room 8, when the First Minister was taken
by the th: oat, metaphorically speaking, this little arrange-
ment of the Jacques Cartier road was part of the scheme
wvhich the Grand Trunk Railway put in, and for which they
were paid bome $200,000. When the Canadian Pacifie
Railway were forced to take over that rond against their
will, and the Grand Trur!k RIailway forced to sui it against
their will, in order to placate the Quebec members, headed
by the Secretary of State, the Government ha:1 to bring
pessure on both these important interests to have the
matter settled ; and when the Canadian Pacifie Railway
took over the road. they consentcd to pay the whole cost,
and rejocted the Jacques Cartier roaJ. The Grand Trunk
iailway kept the rond, and in his annual relurn, president
Tyler took credit for the fact that they lad made nearly
0100,000 profit out of the deal on the North Shore, and had
the Jacques Cartier to the good. Now they come in, and
we may as well understand it, and the Grand Trunk are
getting that $20,000 of a bonus to enable them to continue
and extend a rond which the Canadian Pacifie Railway con-
sidered so useless that they would not have it in the deal
though they were getting it for nuthing.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I do not know all about the past
history whieh has been related by my hon, friend the mem.
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ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) especially as to
what occurred in No. 8, but what I know is that the lino of
the Union Jacques Cartier was built, and that the parish of
St. Laurent was to suffer with it on account of that, but they
accepted the transaction because they supposed it would
serve thoir own traffic. Whon the arrangements betwoen
the Grand Trunk and-the Pacifie took place, that lino was
set aside and becarme useless for the purposo fur which it
had been built, and the Grand Trunk was refusing to con.
tinue trafficking with that lino becau-o it would net pay. So
the parish of St. Laurent and the others interested in that
railway, the parishes of St. Laurent and Sault au Recollet,
camo to the Government and askod for the extension of the
lino in order to roach a point where the lino would really.
become an important lowal railway, that is to say, Sault au
Recollet. There are large water powors which cannot be
used because of the defiiency in communication, and so the
G-.vernment helped in this way. It was roally an indemnity
to the parish of St. Lauren t for the rights they had alroady
acquired on thut line. The louse will remember that a
subsidy of $200,000 had been granted towards the building
and extension of that lino through Sault au Becollet to St.
Vincent de Paul, which amount was afterwards used by the
Government to carry the trunsfer of the North Shore lino
to tho Pacifie, so out of the $200,000 that line is left with
the 620,000 to continue and perfect it. I think it is a very
fair grant.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not object at all to the granting
of the vote. The only thing is that i think the Uouse is
entitled to information ; and, as the hon. gentleman who
scms to bc leading this side of the liouse askod for infor-
mation which tho Minister of RJilways seems to be lax in
giving, i thought I would assist him iu placing it before the
HIouse. I know the locality. I have often driven out to the
Back River. lt is a very pleasant road, and a very nice
drive. There is not much business, but it would be useful
to extend it.

To the Teeswater and Inverhuron Railway Company, for twenty-four
miles of their railway from Mount Forest to Walkerton, a subsidy not
exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $76,800.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this constructed in
part ?

Mr. POPE. No, it conncets at Mount Forest; then it is
intonded to go ou to Walkerton.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIG III'. Where is the toi minus
to be finally ?

Mr. POPE. At Inverhuron. At prosent it is at Walker.
ton.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That will mean a
further subsidy, as a matter of course ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHUT. What is the total

length ?
Mr. POPE. It will be about twonty miles longer.

To the Oshawa Railway and Navigation Company, for seven miles of
their railvway from Port Oshawa towards Raglan, a subsidy not
exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $23,400.

Sir RICHARD CAR UWRIGHT. What is the object of
this little bit of a spur here ?

Mr. POPE. This is for a short lino of railway. Tho
hon. gentleman knows botter than I do that the town of
O.hawa is a very important town, and that thore is a great
deal of manufacturing of all kinds going on there. This
railway, in the first place, is to reachl the railway raun-
ning through there and then to bo extendel to the lake.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIG 1IT. Oshawa is only two
or three miles from the lake.

Mr, POPE, It is &uid to be seven,
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. Are the town of
Oshawa the parties who contribute the balance of the
money ?

Mr. POPE. Oshawa is going to contribute pretty
largely.

To the Chicoutimi and Lake St. John Railway Company, for thirty
miles of their railway from Lake St. John towards Chicoutimi, or from
Chicoutimi towards Lake St. John, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per
mile, nor exceeding in the whole $96,000.

Sir RICHA.RD CARTWRIGIIT. That is very vague.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is an extension.
Mr. POPE. No, that is not an extension. It is an en-

tirely new line to connect with the Lake St. John Railway.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Apparently it may

begin either at Lake St. John or at the other end.
Mr. POPE. It doos not matter where it commences.

Wben they come to make the contract that question is
arranged.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Is the distance only
thirty miles ? I think thore must be another thirty.

Mr. POPE. It is seventy miles.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT So it means really a

grant more than double thea il they proceed.
Mr. POPE. If they go on with this and open up that

country, I shall be most happy, if I am here, to make a
further grant to that road.

Mr. MI [CII ELL. You do not intend to leavo, do you?
Mr. POPE. I am thinking that over.

To the Great Eastern Railway Company, for thirty miles of their
railway, from the Hiver St. Fraucis to the Artbabaska Railway, at St.
Gi égoire station, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding
in the whole $96,000.

Mr. POPE. This fills in a gap bctween a pioce of rail-
way whieh was built last year and the Arthabaska Rail-
way.

Mr. MITCHELL. Where is the Arthabaska ? In the
North-West ?

Mr. POPE. Not quite. It is in a most celebrated part
of Canada. Part of it is in the Eastern Townships. When
I say that, I kuow tht hon, gentleman will be satisfied.

To the Ontario and Pacific Railway Oo-npany, for six miles of their
railway, from the northern end of the portion subsidised by 47 Victoria,
chapter 8, to the town of Perth, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per
mile, nor exceeding in the whole $19,200.

Mr. POPE. That is just to enable them to go on.

Sir IRICiIARD CARTWRIGIIT. HUavo they built the
remainder ?

Mr. POPE. They have built a portion of it, and they
want to get to the town of Perth, to counect with the rail-
way there. They have not built the remainder, because
the whole line that they have chartered is 400 or 500 miles
long. They reported to me that they had commenced the
work last year between this and Cornwall.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Tbe hon. gentleman
does not know how mach is conetructed?

Mr. POPE. I do not.
Sir RICHA BD CARTWRIGHT. Is any of it in running

order ?
Mr. POPE. No, and not a dollar has been paid on it.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGI'. The hon. gentleman

has ground to believe that it will go on ?

Mr. POPE. I do believe so as regards this point. I do
not think they are very likoly to build the whole of it.

Mr. Pon.

To the Caraquet Railway Company, for six and one quarter miles < f
their railway from Lower Caraquet to Shippegan, in lieu of the sub3idy
granted by 49 Victoria, chapter 10, a sub:idy not exceeding in the whole
$32,000.

Mr. POPE. This is a substitute for a subsidy already
granted, and this is to complete the line.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGI'. What was the subsidy
for which thi eis substituted ?

Mr. POPE. 83,200 for ton miles and this is to nable
then to extend it to an important point on the lake.

Sir RIHIAIRD CARTWRIGHT. Is this an addition or a
diminution ? The hon. gentleman saye for 10 miles, and
now we are granting for 7 miles.

Mr. POPE. It neither adds nor diminishes. It is not a
variation of the former route.

Mr. MITCHELL. This seems to be doubling up the road
and giving $,500 instead of $3,200 per mile, making the
distance less, but the outlay is just the same. Can the hon.
gentleman tell whether this linoeis near navigable wators
on an ocean or bay ?

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. Yes, it begins at Shippegan.

To the St. Lawrence and Lower Laurentian Railway Company for the
section ot their railway from Grand Piles, on the St. Maurice River, to
its junction with the Quebec and Lake St. John Railway, in lien of the
subsidy granted by 4ý-49 Victoria, chapter 59, for a line of raiiway
from Grand Piles, on the St. Maurice River, to its junction with the
Lake St. John Railway-a distance of about fifty miles, a subsidy
of $217,600.

Mr. POPE. This is the extension of a lino that was sub-
sidised last year. Nothing of it bas been complcted. Sur.
veys have been going; on., and thoy expect to commence
carly this season.

Sir IRICHAR D CA RT WBRIGHIT. What are thoir means?
Have they municipal bonuses or private means ?

Mr. POPE. They expect a local subsidy, and with this
subsidy and their own means, they hope to be able to build
the road.

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIGHT. This is a very consid-
erable increase in the mileage as compared with other
roads. A subsidy of $217,600 for 50 miles is something like
$4,200 per mile instead of $3,200.

Mr. POPE. No, $3,200 per mile is the subsidy. There
are not 50 miles, there are only 22 miles. That is the old
subsidy. IL is found to be a very diffioult road. Somo two
years ago oxactly the same vote was given, only it was not
sO clearly defined.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is really a bonus of $1,352 per
mile.

Mr. POP?. It is exactly the same veto that was takgn
before.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. Al the same, the fact
romains that thijs i a departure from all the other grants
made hcre, apparently, except one. Almost ail the others
are confined strictly to $3,200 per mile. This will be made
a precedent for granting an increased subsidy if there is any
special diffioulty. You are net supposed to ovorgo $3,200
per mile.

Mr. POPE. No, we do not. There must bo something
very special if we do, and this is very special, because it is
a very difficult road. Thoy have built twenty miles, which
will be of no use, and unless they build the rest, the shorter
distance will b botter for the public, and will cost them as
much as the longer one.

Mr. MITCBELL. I think the principle is a bad one. It
will be quoted hereafter, and it will be diffilult for govern-
monts to resist claims of the same character. I look with

oWme suspicion upon this vote.
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To the Like Temiscamingue Railway Company, for four short

sections of railway, in all about two miles in length, to overcome th,
rapids of the Ottawa River, known as " La Mi-Cbarge," "La Cave,
"Les Erables," and ''La Montagne," and for the construction of
wharves and landing stages at these rapids, to connect the Canadian
Pacifie Railway at Mattawa with Lake Témiscamingue by steamboats,
rail ways andl other works (in lien of a portion two miles in length, out
of the eight miles of railway subsidised by 48-49 Victoria, chapter
59, under which about six miles of railway have already been built trom
the foot of Long qault proper to the foot of Lake Témiscamingue, and
in lieu also of the sub3idy granted by 49 Victoria, chapter 10), a subsidy
of $12,400.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Considering the enor.
mous objections the hon. gentleman had to mixed railway
and water stretches, this seems rather strange.

Mr. POPE. There is no money in the vote at all. The
money bas been expended under the vote, but we could not
pay it because it was not clcarly defined how it was to be
paid.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. Is it simply for the
convenienco of the lumber interests in that region ?

Mr. POPE. There is a very fine settlement up the
Ottawa River.

Mr. BRYSON. I may, perhaps, be permitted to explain
with reference to these water stretchea. In the year 1885,
I had the honor of introducing a deputation composed of
the president of the Temiscamingue Colonisation Company
tnd bis directors, to the Minister of Railways. We urged
upon him the necessity of opeuing up these water stretches
by subsidising portions of the line, and in the Session of 1885
the Government subsidised a portion of the road which ran
fom tho foot of Lako Temiscamingue to the head of Lac
de Sept Lioux, a distance of about six miles. Tho subsidy
was granted to the extent of $25,000. Since that time the
different water stretches bave been utilised, and it has
beon found absolutely necossary to construct a small lino
of railway along the different points of the rapide, for in-
stance, at the rapids " La Montagne," " Les Erables," " La
Mi-charge," "La Cave," the water stretches are utilised,
and there is in ail a distance of two miles of railway. I
may say that it is very commendable on the part of the
Governmert to come forward at this periol and give an
additional subbidy.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Carriel.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it is only

reasonable we should got the information. What the hon.
gentleman is saying is very interesting. But this again is
a very special departure. There wili be abaolutely no end
to the applications that may be made.

Mr. MIrCHELL. This is for the purpose of connecting
soveral stretches of water to enable lumbermen to bring
their timber over. I think the object is a good one, and 1 r
do net oppose the vote.

To the Carillon and Grenville Railway Company, for twelve miles
of their railway from St. Eustache to dault au Recollet, a subaidy c
not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole $38,400.

Sir RICHARD CAIRrWRIGHr. Please explain the c
vote.

Mr. POPE. It is for the Carillon and Grenville Raiilway; 
the road is of the length of twelve miles. It will make a fi
connection between two pieces of railway.

To the Minudie Branch Railway Company, for five and a-half 0
mdIes of their railway from its junction with the Joggins Railway, near -
the River Hebert Railway bridge, to the village of Minudie, a subsidy
not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeiing in the whole $17,600.

Sir RICIIARD CAR? WRIGH 1. Is this a constructed n
road ? Is it being constructod by a ra*lway or by private P
enterprise. T

Mr. POPE. Nothing has been dono so far. T
Sir RIC HARD CARTWRIGHT. Who ii responsible for "

ils construction ? r

Mr. PO PO. A charter bas been obtained from the Local
Government of Nova Sootia, and the company expect to
obtain from that Government a subsidy towards the con.
struction of the five miles.

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to call attention to one
feature that struck me last night in connection with the
vote of $70,000 for wharves in Nova Scotia. The explana-
tion given was that the engineer of Publio Works had been
directed to discriminate between works of a purely local
character and those for the benefit of the Dominion. [ am
not opposing thii policy or expressing an opinion on it;
but I want to point out where it is going to land us. Tho
principle establ ished by last night's vote, that the Provinces
shall be recouped by the Dominion for money expended on
public works declared to be for the bonefit of the Dominion,
will, no doubt, be appliel to railways, and, if so applied,
there will be no end to the liability involved. I do not
offer any opinion as to the justice of it or not. But I call
attention te this fact, that it is impossible to know where it
will land us. Claims will be made by the different Pro-
vinces, and Ontario has already claimed twenty millions,
and the principle on which that claim is based was acknow.
ledgel by last night's vote. I am afraid this policy is going
to cause grave complications in the future.

To tue Montreal and Ohamplain Junction Railway, $3,200 per mile,
aot exceeding $64,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. There are no details of
any kind given.

Mr. POPE This is an extension of the ro vi built by the
Grand Truuik Railway. I think it is from Brousseau station
to Dundee. It is proposed to build this extension for the
purpose of tapping the trade of northern New York and
taking it to Montreal and the Maritime Provinces.

Sir RICIIARD CARTWRIGIIT. How many miles are
to ho built for $64,000 ?

Mr. POPE. It is ail to b completed, 23 miles.
Sir RICiARD CARTWRIGIIT. What conditions are

attached to this grant?
Mr. POPE. That 23 miles shall be built.
Mr. MITCHELL It is simply a sop given to tho Grand

Trunk Railway, which haï been hardly used by the Gov-
ernment lately, the Canadian Pacific Railway having had
everything.

To the Cornwallis Valley Railway Company, for thiteen miles of their
ailway from Kentville to Kingsport, a subsidy not exceeding $3,200
er mile, nor exceeding in the whole $41,600.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHr. Is this a de facto
oad ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This is a branch of the Wind-

or and Annapolis Railway to a shipping point on the Basin
f Minas, Kingsport.
Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. It is owned by that

ompany ?
Sir CHIA RLE i TUPPER. No, it is tobe constructed by

he Cornwallis Valley Company, which has been organised
or the purpose.
To the Nova Scotia Central Railway Company, for thirty-four miles

f their railway a subsidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding
i the whole $108,800.

Mr. EISENIJAUER. I was very much surprised to
otice that the Governmont had failed to fa fil their
remises made last Session in regard to the local company.
bis will bo a great disappointmont to the people of Anna-
olis and Lunenburg as well as to the railway company.
he Minister of Railways said last Session that ho regretted
that he had net been informed of the importance of this
oad earlier, o that this road would bave been placed in tho
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list of those subsidised by this Bill. However, the Govern-
ment would come down with a measure of relief next Ses-
sion." Further on lie stated that this was a very i mport-
ant road, and after hearing all that had been said he felt
that, perhaps, the Government ought to have included this
road in the Subsidy Act. And again he said that next
Session the Government would come down with a measure
of relief for that road. Now, after admitting all this, they
only subsidise part of the line, and that, I think, must be
very injurious to that company, and the rond will be dolayed
for at least a year, unless we get a definite promise from the
Minister that he will subsidiso the lino next Session.

Mr. POPE. I should b very sorry to injure the hon.
gentleman, but if he urges it very hard I shall have to
strike Ibis out.

Mr. EISENIIAUER. I am not complaining for myself,
but I think it is due to the company, as well as to the
county, that we should understand whcther the promise of
last Session is to be kept. It really was a promise.

Mr. MI LLS (Bothwell). I think we are entitled to
know.

Mr. EISENHAUER. I understood the on. gentleman
to say, in a private cnversation, that it was the intention
of the Government to provide for a subsidy to this road,
and, if he will say so now it will be satisfactory. I think
the hon. gentleman should answer.

Mr. JONES. The Minister of Railways need not think
le can bluff membeis of thle House by threatening to
withdraw votes which ho I as deliberately place:I in the
the Estimates. That has bcen attempted on two or throe
occasions, but lon. gentlemen need not think that hon.
members on this side will b prevented from criticising
these resolutions by any snh remarks as the hon. Minister of
Railways has just used. The hon. gentleman finds himself
in a difficult position, and to get out of the difficulty he
attempts the game of bluff, but that is well undorstood.
This mater is one which bas been pending for a long time.
It was pending during the time of the late momeber for
Lunenburz, who, we are told, represented that county
with great ability and fidelity. But ho does not soom
to have had iifluence or ability enoigh to bo able
to induce the Government to subsidise a road which the
Minister now admits was in the interests of the country.
It was also understood that that gentleman was sent fur
bere in the last part of the Session, in order that he mi ht
brin g such influence as he was supposed 1o possess- ut
whici he failed to exorcise when ho was in the House-to
bear upon the Government to carry ont their promise of
last Session. The railway is 78 miles long, running from
Annapolis to Lunenburg. Previous to the last election,
and after Mr. Kaulbach had failed to secure from ithe
Government, of which lie was such a consistent and ardent
supporter, any actual subsidy, he obtainod from the
Minister of Railways a letter which he exhibited in the
connty of Lunenburg, pledging the Gvernment to a sub-
sidy for the whole lino of railway during this Session, and
that letter was turned round at the corner and endorsed
".1 approve of this.-John A. Macdonald."

Mr. POPE. Read it.

Mr. JONES. I have not got it, but theb hon. gentleman
will not deny that such a letter was addressed to Mr. Kaul.
bach, approved by the leader of the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Where is the letter.
Mr. JONES. It was shown through tho county during the

election in the vain attempt to influence the electors to re-
turn a supporter of the Government. laving failed in that
attempt, they now turn round and say they are going to
give a subsidy for only 34 miles. The company went to

Mr. EIsENHAUER.

New York and raised 860,000 or $70,000 on the faith of the
promise which was made, and their money has been expended
on the work, and now they are told that a subsidy would be
granted on only 34 miles of the road. At first I believed it
was the intention to limit the expenditure to the county of
Annapolis where it would be best calculated to assist the
hon. gentleman in view of a certain contingency in that
county, I say that this failure of the Government to keep
their promise will paralyse the whole undertaking. It is a
breach of faith on the part of the Minister and the Govern.
ment, becasoe they have it in black and white, ondorsed by
the First Minister, whose approval of a matter of that kind,
of course, carries great weight with hon. gentlemen on
that side. I am informed that this refusal of the Govern.
ment to carry out their promise will paralyse the efforts of
the company and put them in a very embarrassing position,
so that they cannot go on at all. If it is not too late, I think
the Minister should reconsider this matter, and deal with
that road in the same way which ho is dealing with others
which are of much less importance.

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. I am much inclined to thinr
that the hon. gentleman's objoct is to get this grant struck
out of the resolution, I believe that is the object which the
hon. gentleman has in view. The hon. gentleman knows
that Mr. Kaulbach, the late representative of the county of
Lunenburg, pressed the construction of this road upon the
Mlinister of Railways in the most urgent and earnestmanner.
He went to every member of the Govern ment, and year aftter
year ho urged upon them the great importance of the con-
t§truction of this road. It wis rather a large undertaking;
it involved a considerable expenditure of public money, but
ho represented that his constituents in the county of Lunen-
burg were extremely anxious that the road should be con-
structed. Finally the urgent entreaties and strong repre-
sentations made in this louse and out of it, as to the
importance of having this road constructed, induced my
hon. friend the Minister of Railways and the leader of the
Government to express the intention of asking this Parlia-
ment for the means of constructing it. The Government
supposed that the people of Lunenburg attached great
importance to that road ; but they found that whcn Mr.
Kiaulbach went back to the county, the gentleman
wvho had succeded in obtaining this promise of
support frorn the Government for the construction
of the road. was defeated, and that the coanty
of Lunenburg had sent a gentleman here to oppose the Gov.
ernment that had expressed its desire to construct the road.
The Government would, therefore, be perfectly justified in
accepting the action of the people of Lunenburg as a reason
for not proceeding with this work, and in holding to the
conviction that they did not wish it done. As the Govern-
ment %re prepared to give a certain amount of aid, I think,
looking to the future construction of the road, that ought to
satisfy hon. gentlemen opposite. But 1 blieve, from the
tone of the speech made by the hon. member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones), that he is very anxions that the Government
should strike ont this grant, as 1 think the Government
would be justified in doing after the manner in which it las
been received. As to the hon. gentleman's references to
the future of Nova Scotia, which I think it was sonewhat
indelicate for him to make, if he is as well prepared to meet
his constituents in the county of Halifax, which he will pro-
bably be called upon shortly to do, as I or anyono standing
in my place would be to meet the people of Cumberland, he
would be a very fortunate man.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman says that this railway
had engaged the attention of the Government for a long
time prior to the representations of the late member for
Lunenburg. This is in singular contrast to the statement
made by the Minister of Railways at the close of the last
Session, who, in reply to the hon. momber for Digby, sai4
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that ho regretted very much that the subject bad not been
brought to the attention of the Government. The late
member for Lunenburg scoms to have interviowed overy
member of the Administration except the Minister of Rail-
ways, and it appoars that that gentleman was such a sub.
servient follower of the Administration that they could
afford to treat him with contempt, knowing that they coul I
always rely upon his support. They found no reason for
pledging thomselves to make provision until they found
that they had to do so in view of the elections coming on.
But that is a point which they will have to settle with the
people of the two counties of Annapolis and Lunenburg.
But the people of those counties will be vory much amazed
to find that the Government had disregarded the written
pledge of the hon. Minister to aid this road this Session, and
there is no excuse for their not carrying it out. With regard
to what the hon. gentleman said about the future, I hope ho
will not be very muach worried on my account. If ho is
disposed to lecture bon. gentlemen as to the propriety of
forecasting the future, I hope he will administer a little
parental advice to the gentleman in this Hionse representing
the county of Pictou, who occupies a close relation to him.
I recollect that, in the early part of this discussion, that
gentleman made reference to the more than probability, as
he was good enough to say, of my having to face the elec
tors of Halifax. Therefore, whatever indiscretion there was
on my part iii roferring to the future-and I do noe intend
to take the hon. member for Pictou as an example for me
in that matter, or anything else in my political career-the
hon. gentleman had better confine hisadvice and his admon.
itions to the narrower circlo to which I draw his attention.
With reference to the ultimate resual ot the elections, perhaps
if I bad all the adventitious aid which the hon. gentleman
has successfully managed to obtain for himself in Cumber.
land in times gone by, as well as in the late election, I might
have been in this House, if I had been so anKious to be
bore, during the whole time. We know by what means the
hon. gentleman bas always carried the c3unty of Cumbar-
land. We know well that on provious occasions the hon.
gentleman had mon there to exorcise an influence which
was more acceptable than himself, and stronger than him-
self-an influence to which ho owes his election on manv
previous occasions as well as during last February; and I
think that when these explanations come to be made before
the proper tribunal, the hon. gentleman will not bo in a
position to take as much credit to himself for his strength
in that county as he has presumed to take here to-day.

For a railway from Woodstock towards Centreville, twenty miles, a
ubuidy not exceeding $3,200 per mile, nor exceeding in the whole

$61,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What sort of a road is
this ?

Mr. POPE. This is a now road, and is to run through
a fine country. The wo 1k is generally very light. It is
understood that there is to bo a subsidy from the Local
Government, which, with this subsidy, will enable the
company to go on with the work. It is part of a road
which connects with another road at the boundary lino.

For a railway bridge over the St. Lawrence River at Ooteau Land-
ing, on the line or the Canada Atlantic Railway, a subsidy of 15 per
cent. on the value of the structure, not to exceed $L80,000.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL. I would like to ask the bon. Min-
ister of Railways if his attention has been called to the
claims of the Maskinongé and Lake Nipissing Railway. t
understand that the company got a charter from this Par-
liament two years ago. They have applied to the Quebec
Gavernment for a land sabsidy, and that Government have
made a grant of 4,000 acres a mile for the construction of
railways following that lino, and wore prepared to make
the grant by Order in Council to this coinpany. A memo-

randum bas been prepared and sent to the Government and
the members of the House, and a statement from the menm-
bers representing that district was also forwarded to the
Minister of Rail ways; and I am sorry that no attention bas
been paid to these representations, and that no provision
bas been made for that lino. This railway is one of vast
importance to the country, and especially to the Province
of Quebec. I hope, if the Government are not prepared to
grant a subsidy now, they will consider the question during
vacation, and next Session put this railway on the same
footing as the others.

Mr. POPE. There are a gobd many railways in the
same position as this. This railway which is 400 or 500
miles long, asked for a subsidy of 85,000 per mile. That
was entirely out of the question. We had to consider the
question of uniting as many picces, of building as many
links as wo could, and giving smaller subsidies.

Mr. BEAUiOLEIl. I do not find fault with the Gov.
ernment for not granting a subsidy of 85,000 a mile. The
Government might not consider that a proper amount to
grant, but that shonld not provent them granting this road
what is granted to others. This has been subsidised by the
Quebec Governmont to the extent of 65 miles, and I would
urge on the Dominin Governmont the neessity of also
making a subsidy to procure the building of this branch.

Mr. PLATT. My attention bas been called to the ab.
sence of any resolution with reference to another railway,
which may be called a colonization road, and which will
open up to a large eK tent the back regions of Ontario. I
do not speak from a provincial standpoint. I regret that,
in the discussion of railway sabsidies, provincial lines should
be drawn at all, for, in my opinion, we should consider
these railways from the point of view of the benofit they
will afford to lhe whole Djminion. The whole argument
in favor of the Government railway policy is that it is the
duty of the Government to construct such roads as will de-
velop the undeveloped regions of the country. I have in
my mind the proposed extension of the Ontario Central
Railway, in which I am not directly interested, but which
will open up a region of country not yet ooenel up. Tho
bold policy announced by the Minister of Finance this Ses.
sion, with regard to opening up the iron industries and the
undeveloped regions of the country, justified us in expecting
that a subsidy would be granted this lino; and on the
strength of that expectation, financial arrangements were
made, which the absence of any provision in these resolu-
tions will cause to fall to the ground. The policy of the
Government has been such as to justify the promoters
in expecting a grant. A bad policy may be well
administered and become tolerable, and a good policy may
be so administered as to bacome intolerable. The excuse of
the Minister of Railways for not sub3idising colonisation
roads is that they are too extensive, and ho has adopted the
policy of satisfying, by grants to short branches, as many
sections of the country as ho can, in order to extend his
political influence. I trust, however, that the Governmont
will see the necessity ofsubsidising such lines as the Central
Ontario and the Maskinongé and Nipissing. The roads
subsidised by these resolutions are, in a great measure, con-
necting links, and in 9 cases out of 10 igre built by rich con-
panies through the rich portions of the various Provinces,
where the people are able to build the roads themselves, if
there is any absolute necessity for them. With regard to
the general policy of the Govern ment in the matter of subsi-
disng railways, I have opposed that policy, but I claim that
if we are to depart from the older and wiser plan of leav-
ing these roads to be dealt with by the Provinces, lot us follow
the policy out to its full extent by subsidising lines which
would develop portions of the country not yet opened up.
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To the Lake Erie, Eusez and Detroit River Railway Oompany, for

27 miles of their railway In lieu of the subsidy granted by the Act 49
Victoria, chapter 10, a subsidy not exceeding $1 18,400.

Mr. MITCHELL. I see there is a doubling up in this.
The vote last year was for a distance of 37 miles, and Ibis
year, although the amount is the same, the distance is only
27 miles.

Mr. CHARLTON. Is it an actual subsidy of $4,014 a
mile ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. CHA RLTON. I thought. the policy was not to

exeed $3,200 per mile.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Except under very exceptional

circumstances.
Mr. POPE. It was impossible for them to build the

road with that subsidy. If the House thinks the vote is
improper, I am willing to strike it out.

Resolutions reported and concurred in.
Mr. POPE moved for leavo to introduce Bill (No. 170)

to authorise the granting of subsidies in aid of the con-
struction of lines of railway therein mentioned.

Motion agreed to; Bill read the first and second times,
and House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. M[LLS (Bothwell). I desire to ask whether this

Harvey Branch Railway Co., where three miles of road are
to be subsidised, has yet been built, or whether it is for
improving a road which has been already in operation for
the past four or five years. I understand that this is already
constructed, and has been in operation for four or five years,
that it terminates in a ship yard and was built in the
interests of the ship yard, and I want to know if this amount
is to be expended upon a line which is already in operation ?

Mr. POSTER. The Albert Railway was built very
largely by means of help from the municipalities through
which it passed, and it had no assistance f rom the Govern.
ment., This is a branch from the main line. My hon. friend
seems to think it runs simply to a mill. I am informed that
it runs through a very good section of country, which is
thickly settled. The road was partly built some time ago,
and at present it is unrailed, and this is to rail that part of
the road and make it a part of the Albert railway.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). [t ie, then, to rerail the Ha-vey
Branch which has been in operation four or five years.

Mr. FOSTER. You may say it has been in operation,
but it has beeu a very mild kind of operation indeed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. I was not in the House
when the item of 15 per cent, on the Canada Atlantic
bridge was put through. What is the policy of the Govern-
ment as to these bridge structures ? le this 15 per cent. the
sum they intend to vote for bridges of an important cha-
racter at railway crossings, and how do they arrive at 15
per cent. ? What is the reason for selecting that particular
proportion ?

bas laid down the principle that this grant is to be made to
no bridges costing le than $ 00,000 ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. LANGELIE R (Quebec). Do I understand that,

according to the policy of the Government, they will be
prepared to grant the same assistance to the Quebec
bridge ?

Mr. POPE. Every bridge will come on its own footing,
but to my mind it is a very reasonable thing to do, to grant
to a Quebec bridge or a Montreal bridge, or any other
bridge 15 per cent., so long as we are subsidising the road
of which the bridge forms a part, and I think this bears the
same proportion to the coet of the bridge as $3,200 per
mile does to the cost of the road.

Mr. SCRIVER. Before this is carried, I would ask the
Minister of Railways whether, with reference to the pro-
posed grant to the Montreal and Champlain Junction Rail-
way Company of $3,200 per mile, any condition as to where
or how this money is to be expended, will accompany this
grant of money. The Minister is probably aware that
the road is completed, at least to the Province lino. The
connection with the American syster of railways is not
completed, though it has been commenced. It would be very
desirable that that connection should be comploted, and that
this money should be expended for that purposo.

Mr. POPE. I think I can satisfy my hon. fiiend in that
matter. This is interded to complote that connection, to
draw, as I have stated, the trado of northern New York to
our line.

Bill reported.
Mr. POPE moved the third reading of the Bill.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGET. Before you read that

Bill for the third time, I think it is only due to my hon.
friend the member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), to read
to the House the resolution which, according to the hon.
Minister of Finance, is the germ and the true parent of this
whole railroad aid system. What Mr. Mackenzie did was
this:-

"Mr. McKenzie moved that it is expelient to authorise the Govern-
ment to make a temporary disposition of iron rails, as they are removed
from Government railways, by loaning them t, companies constructing
railways which may be regarded as feeder s to Government lines, such
rails to be returned weight for weight to the Government stores-at the
junction of such lines."

All I can say is, Sir, that the grain of mustard seed bas
grown into a great tree, and the fowls of the air are going
to lodge in its branches.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time and passed

SUPPLY-CONCURRENCE.

House proceeded to consider resolutions reported from
Committee of Supply.

On resolution,
Office of the Queen's Privy Council.........$25,902 50

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think hare is an item that 1
Mr. POPE. The reason I selected that was because I uncléretooa the Mînîeter ef Finauce was to bé reduced.

thought it about the same as we were giving to the road, Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say, Mr. Speaker, that
that it corresponded to 83,200 a mile, considering the late per:od of the essicn, and the indica-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On the supposition tions I have received from the other side of the House that
that these railway would cost 820,000 a mile? it would protract the Session at least a day or two to ask

concurrence in these items to which exception has been
Mr. POPE. I stated that this would only be given to 1 taken by hon. gentlemen, I propose to drop all those items

bridges which cost $100,000 or upwards. in the Estimates that have reference to the increase of
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This a matter of some salary of Mr. Pope. Therefore, I move to reduce this item

consequence. Do I understand that the hon. gentleman by $350.
Mr. PLATT. I Motion agreed to.
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On resolution,

Department of Inland Revenue ............................. $41,8S0
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There was an explana.

tion promaised as to a matter to which exception was taken,
and I think very justly-that was the enormous increase in
the number of first-class clerks, of whom there were not
less than nine in the Department of Inland Revenue. At
the time that item was passed, full particulars of that in-
crease were promised, and we desire to have from the
Minister of Finance the reason why this enormous number
should be considered necessary.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think that explanation was
given at a subsequent stage by the Minister of Inland
Revenue, when the hon. gentleman may not have been in
the House. The apparent large num ber of first-class clerks
in the Department is due to the fact that there are so many
branches-Excise, Weights and Measures, Canals, Slides,
al[ of which have statistical and financial heads.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ont of a total of twenty-
seven clerks in this Department there are nine first-class,
and this is a decided abuse of the system, and is not war-
ranted.

On resolution,
Railways and Canals, anadian Pacific .......... ..... $180,100

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Under this head I
notice the statement that under an Order in Council, dated
11th December, an allowance of 82,000 is made to Mr.
Schreiber. What is the intention of the Government with
respect to this matter, when is this allowance to stop ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I assume the moment the
work is completed. A vote of $180,000 ias been taken this
year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand that the
Canadian Pacific Railway Compay have had the whole
work transferred to them.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Tho matter is not yet quite
closed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it expected to close
in 18-8 ?

S r CHARLES TUPPER. Yo.
Sir RICIIARD CARTWRIGHT. Then whatever may be

done with respect to Mr. Senreiber, that particular vote will
drop.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

On resolution,
Salaries and Contingencies of the Senate........$59,488

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I move to reduce this amount
by $1,200 for salary to Clerk of French Journals and Dep.
uty Sorgeant-at-Arms.

Motion agreed to.
On resolution,

Contribution to Imperial Institute...........$97,333 33

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understood when the
vote was taken that this sum is our contribution in full for
this purposo, and that we have not pledged ourselves in any
shape or way to any annual grant.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman will see
by reference to the papers that that has been stated in the
most explicit terms to the Committee who have been deal-
ing with the subject.

Oa resolution,
Immigration, salaries....... ............ $22,525

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. With respect to this
resolation, I need not trouble the House with a repetition of

the arguments which are advanced on this side as to the
policy of this grant ; but it appeared to me that in the re.
port of the Immigration Committee, which was laid on the
Table of the louse, but not passed, there had been some
serions error as to the numbers. I do not see how the De-
partment arrived at the conclusion that there were only
67,999 unaccounted for. It appears to me that the returns
laid on the Table from the Department show conclusively
that there are something over 100,000. There is no possi.
bility of reconciling the statement in the report of the con.
mittee with the statements contained in the census and the
returns in the reporta of the Department of Immigration.
Those reports show clearly that considerably over 100,000
bave to be accounted for instead of 67,000. If the Minister
of Agriculture has any statement to make on the subject I
shall be glad to hear it, because, taking the reports of his
predecessors, I find myself quite unable to understand how
these figures are arrived at.

Mr. CARLING. I must say that I was not prepared to
answer the hon. gentleman's question, as I did not expect it.
I can promise the information later on.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But when later on ?
Mr. MILLS (BDthwell). On the judgment day.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The truth of the mat-

ter would appear to be this: That the report in question
bas been arrived at simply on speculative principles, and
by a sort of hypothesis to the effdet that large numbers of
persons Were improperly counted in as settlers who should
not have been counted in. That appears to have been the
explanation arrived at. We may as well admit the fact
that, from whatever cause, over 100,000 poople reported as
settlers have gone. I do not see any way of get ting eut of
that, and, therefore, I regret that the Minister cannot give a
propor explanation of what appears, on the face of it, to be
a very erroneous statement.

On resolution,
Quarantine......... ............................................... $77,986

Mr. SURIVER. I would like to enquire with reference
to the Lazuretto at Tracadie. Some years ago I listened
with painful interest to a statement made by Ur, Anglin,
thon membor for Gloucester, N. B., with roference to thii
institution; on that and other accounts I felt a good doal
of interest in it. Is the number of these unfortunate
lepers diminishing or increasing ? I would also like to
know whothor any report is made by any medical officer in
charge of that institution to the Dominion Government, or
is it more directly under provincial control ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am afraid I have not that
information, but I believe the number of patients bas been
comparatively stationary for a considerable time. The hon.
gentlemen is aware that ail efforts to extirpate the disease
or overcome it have proved abortive, and the only thing to
be dono is to keep the patients isolated as much as possible,
and prevent the extension of the disesse. The numbers, I
think, are about the same; som die and some take their
places, and some new cases occur.

On resolution,
Pensions, Veterans of War of 1812 ..................... $6,630

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGELT. How many of these
veterans remain ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There are 221 veterans receiv-
ing $30 each, 49 pensioners receiving $80 each, and one
pensioner in Quebec receiving $60.

On resolution,
Pensions, re Rebellio.................. $30,00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When this item was
before the Committe I called the attention of the Minister
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of Militia to the great apparent discrepancy between the
pension paid to Mr. Swinburne, who received 8730 becanse
his son was ahot, and the pension paid to Mrs. Brown, who
received $250 because of ber son, who was a lieutenant, hav-
ing been killed in action. I requested the hon. gentleman to
investigate the matter. He was good enough to show me
the report of the officers in tharge, but they do not appear
to give any good reason for such an enormous discrepancy.
I would not wish to diminish the allowance made to Mr.
Swinburne, but Irs. Brown seeme entitled to more con-
sideration than she bas received.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. My bon. friend will understand
that the Department is guided altogether by the reports of
the commission charged with the duty of investigating all
these cases. It struck me also that thero was a great dis-
crepancy between these two cases. It appears fron the
papers that in the one case a farm was left behind, while in
the other case there was nothing left. Capt. Swinburne
was the sole support of his family, and when ho died they
were helpless. In all these cases the Department follow
absolutely the recommendations made by the commission.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. Minister
looks into the matter I think ho will find that Mr. Swinburne
had a salary equal, I should imagine, or more than equal to
any income that could be derived from Mrs. Brown's farm.
I am told that the matter attracted considerable attention
in the part of the country where they belonged, Mr. Brown
having been a lieutenant and Mr. Swinburne a captain. 1
shall not press the subject further than to inform the hon.
Minister that the information given to me was that Mrs.
Brown really required assistance almost as much as Mre.
Swinburne.

Sir ADOLPH E CARON. I can inform the bon. gentle-
nan that after bis remarks on these cases, I gave instructions
to have them investigated de novo, so that if circumstances
arise to justify the Department in increasing the allowance
to Mrs. Brown we will do so.

On resolution,
Mrs. Delaney, wife of Indian Agent killed at Frog Lake. $100

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the Minister of
Militia will look at bis notes, ho will find ho promisod some
explanation in respect to Mrs. Delaney and Mrs. Gowanlock.
The question was raised as to whether some allowance
should not be made to Mrs. Gowanlock, whose husband lost
his life.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I made the enquiry, and the
answer was that, in the one case, it was the life of an official,
and in the other, that of Mrs. Gowanlock, her husband was
not a government official.

Mr. BARRON. I understand that Mr. Gowanlock bad
been employed by the Government to go there, and establish
a mill for the benefit of the settlers. He was to that
extent in the employ of the Government. He would not
have gone, had ho not been induced by the Government to
go. la that respect the Government should recognise bis
widow's claim, more especially as ho was really acting in
the service of bis country in repelling the Indians at the
time of the massacre.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the bon. gentleman will
give me a memo. I wili bring the matter under the notice of
the Government.

Mr. WRIGHT. This matter bas been brought under my
notice, and I quite agree with the remarks of the bon.
member for Victoria (hir. Barron). I believe Mr. Gowan-
lock was in the service of the Government. Mrs. Gowanlock
is a lady whom I know very well, she having been born and
bred in the immediate vicinity where I reside, and I hap.
pened to meet her last Session and received communications
from some friends of hors. It appears to me the oircum-

bir 340aNAs cARTWIIRT.

stances in ber case and Mrs. Delaney's are very similiar, and
I will be glad if the Governmentwill do something for Mrs.
Gowanlock.

On resolution,
Royal Military College, Kingston ........... .............. $59,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I called the attention
of the Minister of Militia to the fact that a number of the
young men who had left the college bad not paid the charge
of $100, and ho was good enough to lay on the Table a
statement of those who had paid. I observe one-balf have
paid and the other have not. The Minister stated there
were some doubts in the Department just as to whether those
who had not paid could be compelled to pay. It is, at all
events, a very undesirable state of things, that when a
dozen men leave the college under precisely the same cir-
cumstances, $100 each should be exacted from one-half and
that the other balf should pay nothing. It would be better,
in the interests of the public service, that the amount should
be refunded to those who paid rather than such a distinction
should be allowed to exist.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. There was nover any doubt in
the minds of the Department as to our legal right to charge
the $100. The only question was whether we could recover
this amount. Under the circumstances I do not sec how it
would be possible to refund it. It has gone into the Treasury.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would be very happy
to suggest the way: the Minister of Finance can move that
the $600 or $700 be refunded.

Mr. JONES. The hon. gentleman says thore is a legal
right for charging this amount; if so there must be a legal
right to collect it, and that legal right must still exist with
reference to thoso who have not yet paid. It would, at all
events, b'o botter to adopt the suggestion of the hon. momber
for South Oxford and refund the amount to those who have
paid, rather than have the distinction that now exists.

On resolution,
Sault Ste. Marie canal...... .......... $1,000,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have tenders been
asked for this work ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Not yet.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIP. Hivo the engineers'

reports been received ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There have been elaborate

reports made some time ago, on two occasions, and Mr.
Page is now considering the whole question fully. Very
full plans, and surveys, and estimates are in the Department,
and Mr. Page is considering the whole thing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is the bon. member
aware whether these original reports were for the same
depth of water as that which is now required ? The siza of
the vessels navigating these lakes bas increased so enor-
mously that it would be important to know that. I think
the hon. gentleman stated that eighteen or nineteen feet of
water was required in this canal, whieh I would suppose
would mean a depth of twenty feet.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Of course, this vote is taken
with a view of having a first-class canal.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is decided to go on
with it, is it ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is the intention.
On resolution,

Rideau Canal, Swing Bridge at Smith's Falls. ........ $10,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Minister of Fin.
ance promised some information in regard to that, as it was
thought the amount was rather large,
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Mr. HAGG ART. This is for the purpose of building a

bridge over the Rideau Canal, in the village of Smith's
Falls. I think $0,000 would hardly build the bridge. I
bolieve the municipality contribute a good deal towards it in
the shape of approaches to each end of the bridge.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. What was stated, if I
recollect aright, was that a swing bridge was already in
existence which it was proposed to remove.

Mr. HAGGAR P. There is a bridge below, but it is in.
tended to build a bridge along the lino of the main street.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH. When the matter was
up for discussion, the hon. momber was not present, and it
was intimated that this was changing the bridge from one
place to another. If it is building a new bridge, that is
another thing, but if it is merely moving a bridge a hundred
yards or so, it would not cost so much.

Mr. HAGGART. IL is building a new bridge.

PROROGATION.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have reccived a communication from
His Excellency theGovernor General's secretary, informing
me that it is is Excellency's intention to corne down for
the purpose of prorogation to-night at 8 o'clock.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Positively? Then we
might save some money by protracting this discussion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am afraid that would
not be successful.

S UPPLY-CONG URRENCE.

On resolution,
Repairs, Furniture, Heating, etc ..................... $115,000

Sir RI fIARD CARTWRIGHT. I would ask the Min.
ister of Public Works what ho computes the average
expenses incurred for a post office and custom house of the
class that ho is erecting so liberally throughout the
Dominion to be ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In the larger places, not
including, Cf course, the vitics, iha buildings would cost
about $1,600 to $1,60, plus the fixtures ard the furniture.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIHT. What about is the
actual cost for heating and keeping such a building in
repair ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I could not exactly say.
The caretaker coste generally from $350 to $550. Then the
hoating of the building might cost about $200, light, $90,
and contingencies, perhaps $150 ; so that altogether the cost
would be 81,000 or $1,200.

Harbors and Rivers, Ontario ............................ ,$78,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will only make one

remark about all these votes, and that is that the excellent
intentions of the Minister of Finance have been terribly
deieated in his Supplementary Estimates, for I observe that
the most of them are about three times as much as ho gave
us to expect some time ago.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Supplementary Estimates
have not absorbed the balance that, in my statement, I
ehowed to the House, as the estimated surplus a year hence.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think a very con-
siderable deal more will corne out of these extra taxes than
he informed us.

Subsidy to a Une of steamers between France and
Quebec............................. 50,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Io there any further
information about this ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
on the Table of the House.
or has arrived.

I laid the Order in Council.
A steamer is now on her way,

On resolution,

Intercolonial Railway ............................. $1,600,000.

Sir RICHARD CAR [WRIGHT. I notice that in the
ten months of this fiscal year, about $2,500,000 have been
expended. What is the estimate of the expenses for the
remaining two months ? Is it likely to bear any proportion
to the cost for the precoding ten months ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Certainly not. That large
amount was owing to the snow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose it would not
be unreasonable to assume that the remaining two months
would require about $200,000.

Mr. POPE. I could not say.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. i do not think it would be

vory far from that sum.
Mr. POPE. The exponses in connection with snow are

estimated at $250,000 for the winter.
Sir RIU11ARD CARTWRIGHT. Ii that extra or the

total amount ?
Mr. POPE. EKtra; we have never had anything

approaching the quantity of snow sinco 1875.

Legilation, Ho'ise of Commons-salaries, &c... ..... $3,727

Mr. SCRIVER. While we are upon this item I would
like to call the att3ntion of the Ministor of Pablic Works to
the inadequate accommodation provided for the men who at-
tend to the pasting and despatching of documents for hon.
membors. The room in wbich they are forced to work is
one of the most uncomfortable in the building, and my
sympathies have been greatly excited more than once at
the inconvenience and discomfort which they experience in
doing their work. 1 think the employés in that room are
perhaps the hardest worked of any in the buildings, and as
I do not give them very much work to do myself, I feel more
at liberty to speak of the matter. I would liko, if it were pos-
sible, that bomo additional compensation shonil I be given to
those mon, and I think as éooa as possible they should b
provided with another room.

Mr. CHARLTON. I would corroborate every word
which has been said by the hon. member for Huntingdon
(Mr. Scriver). If there are any employés of the louse
who earn their wagos and do not eat the bread of idlenoss,
they are the men who work in that room. Their work is
harder, perhaps, than that of any other employé of the
H ouse.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As to the locale of those
men, that will be taken into consideration in connection
with the other suggestions made by hon. membera with re-
gard to accommodation for committees, and for certain
bureaus. The question of indemnity will alEo hve Io be
con.sidered, but I am not in a position to say what will be
done.

On resolution,

Franchise Aet................................................... $150,000

Mr. BAR RON. I wish to draw attention to a matter
which appears to me to be irregular. I see that Judge
Boyd, of Toronto, gets a superannuation allowance of $1,6'00,
and I understand that the statute provides that when a
jaIlg 8is superannuated and is appointed to any public office
under the Crown, the salary he gets in that office is deducted
from his superannuation allowance.

Sir JORN A. MAODONALD, Oh, no,
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Mr. BARRON. I will read the provision of the etatute:
" If any j'idge of a county court, after having continued in office as

such judge for a period of at least ten years, becomes affiicted with some
permanent infirmity, disabling him from the due execution of his office,
and resigne bis office, or if a judge of a county court, after having con.
tinued in office as such judge for a period of at least 26 years, resigns
his office, Her Majesty may, by letters patent, under the great seal of
Canada, grant to him a pension E qual to two-thirds of the annual salary
of wbich he was in receipt at the time of his resignation, to continue
henceforth during his natural life.

" 2. Il any person, receiving a pension under this section becomes
entitled to any salary in respect of any public office under the Govern.
ment of Canada, such salary shall be reduced by the amount of such
pension.''

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the salary is larger
than the pension, of course there will have to be a reduction;
but the principle, Iundorstand is this: A judge or any officer
having a superannuation allowance may bo called upon to
do any work ho is fitted for, and ho must be paid for it
over and above hie superannuation allowance, but the sum
so paid him with his allowance must not exceed what his
salary formerly was. It would be a great pity if the Gov.
ernment could not avail themselves of the services of a
retired judge in duties they are peculiarly fitted to par.
form.

On resolution,

Surveys of Indian Reserves in Ontario and Quebec...$,930

Mr. SCRIVER. I was very much pleased to learn that
a deputation waited upon the Superintendent General of
Indian Affairs not long ago with reference to the Indian
lands in Dundee, whieh are occupied by settlers under long
leastes, and that tbe hon. gentleman was in favor of some
arrangement under which those leases might bo commuted.
Having given some at'ention to this question, I am satisfied
that such a commutation would be both in the interest of
the Indians and the settlord, and I rise to express the hope
that the hon. gentleman will give his early attention to the
matter, and use hie powerful influence to induce the Indiana
to consent to some reasonable term of commutation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite true I have
seen the aEseseors, and I have also seen a series of deputa-
tions from the Indians. This question has occupied the
attention of the hon. gentleman and of myself for some
lime. It is an exceedingly troublesome question. The
difficulty is that the Indians bave strict legal rights to ail
those lands. Lea-es were given, some for 30 ycars, and
others for 99 jears. The former have long expired, and
the latter have also expired. The Indians say that they
want their lands and that they will not have anything else,
and according to the strict law thev have a right to them.
At the same lime 1 think it would be exceodiogly hard to
take them away from the ettlers who settled upon them
under leases early in the seLtlement of this country. It
was thought at the lime those leases were given, that the
Crown bad no right to grant the estates in freehold, and
they met the supposed difficulty by granting long leases,
thinking, as we are apt to do, that a lease for U9 years
was equivalent to a freehold. The settlers on those
lande have made groat improvements, and [ think it
would be a harsh and unwise proceeding te expel them.
On the other hand, the Government are the trustees for
those Indians, who say, we want our property, and therein
is the difficulty. The only equitable mode ot settlement is
that suggested by the hon. gentleman, which I greatly
favor, that there should be some commutation on the value
of the estates, seo that instead of depriving the settiers of
their lands they should pay a reasonable sum in considera-
tion of being allowed to retain the improvements they have
made. I shall carry out my promises of taking up this
question immediately, and hope to have it settled some waybefore next Session ; and if we fad there is no moans of

Mr. BAsaoj,

bringing the parties to an amicable settlement, it will be in
the power of the Legislature to cut the Gordian knot. The
hon. gentleman knows an attempt was made years ago but
failed. We must endeavor between now and next Session
to get a commutation agreed upon between the settlers and
the Indians.

Mr. SCRIVER. The hon. gentleman is in a moasure
mistaken with regard to the 99 years' leases. Very few
have oxpired, and the great bnlk of the tenants have the
privilege of renewing them. Most of the 30 years' leases
have expired.

RULES RESPECTING PRIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the report of
the Special Committee appointed te assist Mr. Speaker in
revising the rules respecting Private Bills, in so far as they
relate to the incorporation, or to the amendments of the
Acts incorporating railway companies, be adopted, and that
the said rule be made a Standing Order of the House.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There is another mattor that I
think the Government would do well to consider before
we meet again, and consider some other rules of the liouse
besides the one dealt with by the committee, and I refer to
the time of our sitting. It does seem to me that we would
greatly improve the proceedings of Parliament if we were to
meet at an earlier hour than three o'clock in the afterneon,
and if we were to avoid evening sess ons, at all events,
idntil towards the close of the Session. If we were to meet
bore and get through our committee work before twelvo
o'clock, and thon meet in the House at one o'clook and sit
till six, it seems to me we would be putting in a good day's
work, quite as mch as any ordinary individual is qualified
to within twenty-four hours. We would then have our
eveninge te study the Bills submitted by the Government,
and the private members would have an opportunity of
reading the reporte, and we would come here the next day
prepared to deal intelligibly with the questions that are
submitted for our consideration. Most members who take
an active part in the proceedings of tho House, are aware
that we have little opportunity for the consideration of
those important questions that are submitted to us, except
when they are actually before us, and we propose to take
some stop with regard to them in the louse ; and this is
ail the more true because the measures of the Government
are scarcely ever introduced in the early part of the Session
when the members have more leisure than at a later period.
As a rule, neither the members of the Administration nor
meibers who have private business that they wish to eub.
mit to the consideration of Parliament, do so at a very
early period. They give notice to the louse, and thon
soverai days pass before these measures are before us, so
that we have no opportunity of considering them at a lime
when we have the most leisure. Now, if we were to
meet hero during the hours of daylight, and were to
undertake to transact our business within that time, and
have the evening at our disposal, as they do in most
other legislative bodies, I am satisfied we would get
through more business in a shorter time, and in a
more businesslike manner, and a great deal of that
irritation in discussion which grows out of weariness and
physical exhaustion, would bo avoided. Now, I hold in my
hand a statement-which I will not trouble the House at
this moment with reading-showing the hours of meeting in
ail the representative logislative bodies of the world, and I
believe this Parliament and that of the United Kingdom are
almost the only ones where a large portion of the business
is transacted in the hours of night. Now, I think we ought
to have a reformation in that particular. I am satisfied
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that we would improve Pur parliamentary proceedings,
that we would increase the efficiency of this body, and we
would be enabled to consider and deliberate with more care
the publie measures that are submitted to us. I ocrnestly
press upoa the attention of the Government the propriety
of changing our pr.ictice in that particular, and I ask thema
at the next Session of Parliamont to give a change of this
sort a fair trial. Let us try the experiment for one Session
and if hon. gentlemon find that it does not prove satisfac-
tory, we can revert to the old practice again. But I am
satisfied that if we were to adopt it for one Session,we would
nover go back to the barbarous practice that has hitherto
prevailed with regard to tho sittings of this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Would the hon. gentle-
man be good enough to hand to Bansard the statement that
he speaks of ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is hardly in the state in which
it could be handed to iansard.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then he would kindly
correct it and hand it in at any time so that we can see it.
IL is important that we sbould sec the action of other Logis-
latures. I have seen the experiment tried once or twice,
perbaps two or three times, and both ides found that it was
not successful. If an Opposition was not a very powerful
Opposition, or was not imbued with the idea of removing
the Government of the day, fixing an hour would do no harm.
But our experiencewas-and the experience of the Govern.
rent of Baldwin and Lafontaine was-that whenever an hour
L fixed, and the Opposition had any party purpose to gain,
a discussion always arose and was kept up until that hour.
In Supply and matters of that kind, when they think that
the Government might, perhaps, be thrown over, it was
found that the practical obstruction of discussing until
a fixed hour really rendered a day a lost day. A dimtin.
guished financier, who was a momber of Baldwin's Govern-
ment, stated that they could never carry anything until
after one o'clcck at night. However, the matter
will be discussed between now and whon we mnet
again. I would say thgt I do not see how any better
opportunity of reading up the measure beforo Parliament
would be gained by an adjournment before dinner time. If
the Commons meet, swy, et ten o'clock, they will sit until
one, and thon if they go to lunch and come back to Parlia.
ment at once, and keep in Parliament until six, and then go
to thoir dinner, as a general rule the vast mass of members
will not feel inclined to sit down to read dry Bills, dry
measures, after dinner. If there were an evoning lecture,
or a soirée, or a theatre, or anything of that kind, I am
afraid those attractions would draw away all except stern
martyrs to duty like the hon. gentleman and myself. How-
ever, perhaps it might be well to try the experiment, and
we have got an Opposition that has assisted the Govern-
ment, after exercising, of course, their due right in criticis-
ing the measures and administration of the Government-I
repeat that we have an Opposition now which has really
assisted the Government. If we were always sure of an
Opposition of the same kind, I think, perhaps, the experi.
ment might succeed. But thon you know with the accu-
mulation of errors of the present Government, the hopes of
the Opposition will gain strength, I am afraid, and if a
fixed hour were settled that could not be overcome, I am
afraid the measures of the Government would advance with
very slow and cautions pace, and the acceleration which we
have witnessed for the last week or ten days we would not
see under those circumstances.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). [ wili read the following infor-
mation respecting the sittings of other Parliamentary
bodies to the House:-

Imperial Parliament.......

Austria (1884)-
Upper House..............
Lower do ................

Eungary (1884)-
House of Magnates......

do Representatives

Belgium (1881)-
Senate ....................
Representatives.. .........

Denmark (1884)-
Landething...............
Folkesthing ........

France (1881)-
Senate............ ......
Deputies..............

Germany (1880)-
Bundesrath ...... ...........
Reichstag ........ .........

Italy (1881)-
Senate ......... .......... ....
Deputies .... ................

Netherlande (1883)-
Upper .........................
Lower ........ . .... ......

Portugal (1881)-
Peers................. ........
Deputies..............

Spain (1883) -
Senate..................
Deputies .....................

Sweden (184)-
Firet Chamber .............
Second do . ............

Norway-
Lagthing .............. ....
Odelsthing . ................

Switzerland-
State Council.
National 0ouncil.........

United States-
Sernate ........ .........
Representatives...........

New Zealand-
coun oil. ........

Representatives ............

Victoria-
(Jouncil...... ......

Assembly .. .............

New South Wales-
Council..................

Assembly. ... ...........

Queensland-
Oouneil ........ ........
Assembly....................

Tasmania-
0euncil.... ............
Assembly...............

;outh Australia-
Council ................

Assembly...............

Hour of Hour of Drati et
Assembling. Adjournment. Besion.

Average leagth of Sitting for Sessions 1880
to 1884 (inclusive)=8•42 hours.

11 a.m.
do

10 a.m.
do

1 to 2 p.m.
do

1.30 p.rM.
1.00 p.m.

2 p.m.
do

11 a.m.
do

2 p.m.
do

[1 arm.
do

2 p m.
12 (noon).

2 p.m.
do

10 a.m.
do

10 a.m.
(Sometimes fr

4 to 5 p m.
do

2 p M.
do

4.80 p.m.
do

3.SO to 4.30.
5.00 to 6.00.

6 p'rn.do

4 p m.

6 to 7 p.m.
do

4 to 4 30 p.m.
do

5 p.m.
do

6 p.m.
do

p m.
do

2pm.
)m 5 te 8 p.m)

J8 to 9 a.m. 2 p m.

12 (noon). 4.30 p.n.
Sometimes from 7.30 to 10 p.m.

[Sit 4 daye per week.]
a.30 p.m. Average Sitt-

ing 3 hours.
do do 7j do

[Sit 3 days per week ]
4.30 p.m. Average sit-

ting 3j brs.
1.30 to 4 p m. do 6 houre.

4 p.m.

do

1 to 3 p.m.

4 p.m.

2 p.m.

do

4 months.

8 months.

196 days.

5 months.

4 to 5 moi.
6 monthe (les

holidays.)

4 to ô mos.

3 months.

4 months.

Minimum.
4 monthe.

I 4 to 5 mou.

3 months.

(Short session)
15 weeke.

14 weeks.

Av. 64 days.

Avg. ultting 2
hr. 44 min. 180
do 6 hourg. 1

Average ait-
ting6·49 brs.

days.

I 19 weeks.

jAverage oit-
ting 3 hours 21
do 4j do .

weeks.

Average oit-
ting 2 hre. 27 weeks.
do 41 do J
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thero is an important

difference between thon and now. At the time to which
the hon. gentleman has alluded, members were paid by the
day, and, unless I have been grossly misinformed, the pro-
ceedings were delayed under those circumstances. Now,
members are paid by the job, and there is a general dis-
position to get through.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought the Govern-
ment only were paid by jobs.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Government may
make by their jobs-that is quite another question. This
différence, however, alters very materially the condition of
things from tbat which existed in the right hon. gentle.
man's early parliamentary experience. I was not a mem-
ber of the old House when that system prevailed, but I
have heard that it was one of the causes of unnecessary
delay that led to the Session boing spun out. I think I
have heard the First Minister state that was the case.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No doubt it was so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Our present system

offers strong inducoments the other way, and I do not think
in that respect the results that the hon. gentleman fears
will be as likely to occur. It would be a very great im-
provement if our hours could b3 shortened. It is not con-
ducive to the proper discussion of public affairs that very
important questions should ho debated at two, three or four
o'clock in the morning. However, what I rose to call atten-
tion to was in regard te another matter or, which there wil1
ho, except on the Govern ment benches, much less difference
of opinion. It-will very greatly conduce to the ecnvenience
of mombers if the Government could sce their way to fix,
except in the case of a general election, some definite date
early in the year for the meeting of Parliament. It is a
matter of very groat inconvenience to the majority ofmem-
bers to be summoned to Ottawa or kept here during May,
June and July. lt would vory greatly tond to lossen incon-
venience of serving the country in Parliament if a rale
could bo established that Parliament, bar the case of
general elections, would meet some timo in January. I
am willing to concode a few diys to the necessities
of the Gvornment knowing how it is myself. But
i think wo ought to have a standing raie that
Parliament should meet not later than 31st January. Were
that donc, I believo in almost every case the louse would
rise by Easter or by first May, and I think that hon. gentle.
men on both sides will agrce with me in saying that were
such a rale establisbed it would be boneficial to the country
and good for themselves, more particularly if the publc
wore given to understand that we would adhere to our rules
with respect to the introduction of Private Bill, and that
gentlemen who wanted legislation must give notice in due
timo. I think many of the hon. gentlemen's supporters, as
well as my hon. friends on this side, will be ready to press
on the Government the dosirability of fixing on some such
rule as I have suggested, and [ am quite sure after two or
three years' experience of it we would never depart from it
were it made a definite rule.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
remarks of the hon. gentleman in regard to Parliament
meeting early in the year. On the principle that Parlia.
ment is summoned by the Crown, we could not fix by statu-
tory enactment the time of the meeting of Parliament. But
we came to a sort of agreement some years ago, that Par-
liament should meet at the end of January or in the first or
second week of February at the latest, and I think that bas
generally been carried out.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. I think it has been
departed from. Last year we did not meet until Lst April.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. On 27th February.
Mr. MILLs (Bothwell).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There was some reason
which I cannot recall at this moment for the meeting of
Parliament being postponed till 27th February. I remem-
ber that members from Ontario opposed the meeting of
Parliament until after 24th January, on the ground that
they were interested in the municipal elections. Here are
the dates of the meeting of Parliament: 1867, November ;
1868, April; 1869, February; 1870, February ; 1871, April;
1873, March; 1873, October; 1874 March; 1875, 4th Feb-
ruary; 1876, 10th February; 1877, 8th February ; 1879,
7th February; 1880, 13th February; 1831, 12th February
and 9th Decembor; 1882, 9th February; 1883, 9th Fobru-
ary; 1884, 17th January; 1885, 29th January; 18S6, 28th
February. So that we moot of late year3 early in Febr uary
as a rule.

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHr'. Still I think we might
meet a little earlier. It would answer every purpose if a
definite clear understanding was arrived at that, without
grave cause, Parliament would meet at or about lst Febra-
ary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I agree with that.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whon the House meets

later, members suffer groat inconvenience and loss. There
is another reason which the Minister of Finance in his pro.
fessional capacity, if I may allude to his professional capa.
city, will thoroughly appreciate. It is, that sitting late in
hot weather is very injurious to hon. members who are
compelled to remain in the House for many hours, and it
should b avoided.

Mr. SCRIVER. I was not prosent whon the Minister of
Public Works made the motion now before the House for
revising the rules relating toPrivate Bills, but I understand
that ho embodied a proposition to have a model Bill for
railways, which is to be followed in all instances, unless
some good reason for doparting from it is prosented ; and
that, in addition to all applications for railway charters,
shall ho arcompanicd by plans. I approve very mach of
the adoptioa of such raies. My limited exoerienco in the
Railway Committee satisfies me that a great deal of time has
boon lost through the want of such a Bill, and that we have
charterd a greut many comp nies when we had no plans
prosented to satisfy the committee that those projects wore
anything more than papor projects. I would, however, re-
mind the hon. gentleman-bocause ho was a member of the
Quebec Legislature when I was a member, a good many
years ago-that similar rules wore adopted there, but they
were not enforced. Time after time companies came before
the committe without such plans as the raies required them
to have, but for soma plausible reason or othor the rules
were waived. I trust that if the Minister of Public Works
continues to be-as I trust ho will be as long, at least, as
the present Administration is in power-the very efficient
chairman of the Railway Committee, ho will do all in his
power to exact the rigid compliance with these rules.

Mr. AMYOT. Would it not b well to have a rule in this
committee, as there is with regard to private companies,
that the action shall be tried where the cause of action
arose ?

Sir HECIOR LAN 'EVIN, I think the hon. gentleman
had botter leave the model Bill as we have adopted it, and
experience wilt teach us what other ameandments should be
made. I think the Bill will be a great improvement in the
work of the committee of which the hon. gentleman is a
member. He must have seen that without close attention
to the work of the committee and long hours we could not
have got through with the work of the Session, so that it
became necessary to adopt a Bill of this kind for the pur-
pose of curtailing our work. I think when the principal
seat of a company is determined by the Act, the company
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will be served there by any process of court which may be
issued against them. However, that is one of tbose matteri
which.may come before the committee when the Bill wil
b. before us.

Mr. AMYOT. I an entirely in favor of the Bill; I think
it is a great improvement.

Mr. DAVIN. I wish to call the attention of the House
to a misapprebension on the part of the hon. member fo
Bothwel (Mr. Mille) last niglt. When the right hon.gen
tleman, the First Minister, was putting through his Bill
extending the life of the North-West Council, the hon
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), I being absent for a short
time, made the statement that I had introduced several Bille
and that I had allowed them to elide. A similar statement
was made in a paper with which I believe the hon. gentle
man is connected. That statement on the part of the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) is unjust to the Govern-
ment and unjust to me. I put three Bills on the notice paper
With regard to one of those Bills, namely, the one dealing
with the Torrens Act, every feature of it was adopted by
my hon. and learned friend, the Minister of Justice. The
principal feature of another Bill, dealing with homesteading
in the North-West, was conceded by the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White), the Minister of the Interior. I
know it was a misapprehension ; I know the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), is too fair and candid a
man to wilfully make a misstatement in this House, but
it illustrates the need of some reform in the direction
indicated a few minutes ago by the hon. member,
because it showed that the strain on his faculties has
been such that he bas been unable to observe what bas
gone on in this Bouse; but it will be seen that with regard
to two of those measures, the hon. gentleman's statement
was not quite correct. In regard to the third measure,
dealing with the establishment of Provincial Governments
in the North-West Territories, I introduced that Bill as
embodying the wishes of the North-West Council, expressed
by resolution. I found, however, when I came down here,
that my colleagues, who were in communication with their
constitutents, thought the time had hardly come for such a
measure. I found there was a general feeling amongst mem-
bers of the House that the time had hardly come for the
establishment of Provincial Govern ments in the Territories,
and I found that the Government held the same opinion.
And, Sir, in the eapital of the North-West Territeries a
meeting was held ut which resolutions were passed. These
resolutions were sent to me, and they stated emphatically
that they were, on the whole, well content with the Govern-
ment of the North-West Territories as it existe at present.
Under such circumstances, I thought it would be impertin-
ent on my part to attempt to push forward that measure.
I have thought, therefore, that it would be desirable to let
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) know the exact
facts of the case, because, as I have said, his statement made
here and elsewhere is unjust at once to the Government
and myself.

Report respecting Rales for Private Bills concurred in,
and Resolutions ordered to be made Standing Orders of the
louse.

THE SUPPLY BILL.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House again
resolve itself into Committee of Ways and Means to con-
sider the following resolutions:-

1. Resolved, That towards making good the Supply granted toe Her
Mtjesty. for the fluanclal year endiug Sth lune, 1887, the aum of
$3,â12,934.1a be granted out of the Oonsolidated Revenue Fund of
Canaa.

2. Reaolved, That towards making good the Supply granted to Her
Majesty for the fnancial year ending 30th June, 1888, the sum of
$252,861.96 be granted out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of

160

e Mr. McLELAN. I may say refering to a previoua ques-
s tion by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
l Cartwright) that, as near as I eau get the information, the

amount paid to the Canadian Pacifie Railway for post office
services, on the main line from Montroal to Port Moody is
878,372.96. The total amount we paid to that line was
$221,707, and to the Grand Trunk $295,190.

r Motion agreed to, and House again resolved itself into
Committee of Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)
Mr, CASEY. Before the resolutions pass, I want to ask

a question regarding the Labor Commission which was
appointed some time before the meeting of this louse, Io
enquire into the condition of laboring men. Although the
House has been in Session for more than two months, we
have as yet had no report from this commission. I want
to ask the Goverment what the Labor Commission is doing,

- and when we are likely te have a report from it as to its
proceedings. I suppose it has taken a large quantity of
evidence. What evidence it has taken up to this time I
think should have been submitted to the House; but I hope
that that evidence, as well as whatever evidence it may
take before the fouse meets again, will be submitted to the
public during the recess.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Labor Commission
was appointed before the Government had come to the
determination to dissolve the flouse. The moment we
came to that determination, we thought it well to postpone
the meeting of that commission, because if it had gone on
to hold meetings it would be held, and justly held by the
country, to be an electioneering machine. Therefore, it did
not meet at all. I think the Government will likely ap.
point one or two more gentlemen on the commission, and
they will set to work during the course of the summer.
The commission has held no meetings and incurred no ex.
pense as yet.

Mr. CASEY. Will the Government see that the labor
interest-the labor organisations-of the country are re-
presented on the commission?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, yes.
Committee rose and reported resolutions, which were

read the firat and second times, and concurred iu.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 169) for granting to Her Majesty certain sums of
money required fior defraying certain expenses of the public
service for the financial years ending respectively the 30th
June, 1887, and the 30th June, 1888, and for other pur-
poses relating to the public service.

Motion agreed to; Bill read the first, second and third
times, and passed.

House rose during pleasure.

House resumed.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I desire, at this late hour,

to retrieve an omission of mine. I do not know whether
the hon. members in the fouse have observed the beautiful
bust of the late Duke of Newcastle in the library. It is not
only a good likeness but a work of art, executed by the
firet portrait sculptor in England, perhaps in Europe, Mr.
Boehm. It was the property of Sir Edward Watkin, a great
friend of the duke, who was good enough to send it to me
for the purpose of being disposed of in Canada in the manner
I thought best; and I sent it here to add to the arts and
treasures of our library. The bust is a beautiful work of
art of itself; if you will observe, it is on a pedestal of black
marble, which was modelled by ihe sculptor r1bo made the
figure of Africa in the Albert Memoiial in Kensington
Gardens. It is altogether a moet valuable present in ev.ry
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way, besides being valuable as the portrait of the Duke of There have been some little bickerings. Of course we may
Newcastle, than who Canada had no botter friend when he always expect that. We must naturally differ. We are
was Colonial Minister. I presented it to the library in the constituted so, and probably it is best that we should be.
beginning of the Session; and, in the report of the librarian, Our minds are so framed that we cannot look upon one
it is stated to be a contribution from me. That is a mistake. object in the same manner. Even the Apostles did not.
I was merely the agent who presented it to our National They differed among themselves. It cannot be expected
Gallery. I wish to have that corrected; perhaps next that poor frail mortals like members of Parliament can be
Session I may ask the louse to give expression to its perfect. But I can assure you that the members of the
gratitude for the very handsome present added to our Opposition are highly essential, probably more so than
treasures by Sir Edward Watkin. the members of the Government. I regret exceedingly

Some hon. MEMBERS. Trow. that our respected leader has suffered from such affliction,
owing to his onerous duties, that ho had to leave this

Mr. TROW. I suppose it is imperative that I ehould House much against his own' will and very much
say something, however, though it is with great reluctance against the will of his followers on this side. Ho bas
in the presence of so many hon. gentlemen who are so devoted followers, and we hope that next Session ho will
much more capable of addressing this House. I know that be able to return to his duties renewed in vigor. Sir,
we are all anxious to leave for our respective places of we expect a great future, we expect to be over on the other
abode, and I think it would ho out of place on my part or side of the louse, well, in 12 or 15 months, at least. There
on that of any other hon. gentleman to occupy much time is no doubt that we were designed by Providence to occupy
in making a speech. We have had a variety of speeches of that position. I do not wish to criticise too severely the
late in abund-ance. I may say that some of our friends acts of our hon. friends opposite, but it seems to be the
have had a diarrhoa of words. Probably more business opinion of the country that we are woefully in debt. At
has been done within the last 48 hours than should have this period of the Session I have no time to enumerate the
been done in a full week. lowever, it may be all right, number of millions-because we count in millions here-
but I think it would have been botter, in regard to some that we have spent this Session. I think the very last Bill
measures that have been passed, if there had been more we passed ought to have received more criticism than it
time for thorough discussion and greater ventilation, did, and if it had been presented a few weeks earlier, no
for the purpose of analysing and perfecting them. Yet, all doubt it would have received more criticism. I think the
in all, I think we have had a very favorable Session. system of delaying important measures is to be condemned.
It bas been short. I must congratulate the members I also think it is a vicious system to bonus bits of railway
of the Government, who have attended to their duties here and there, of two or three miles. I suppose
remarkably closely, and especially during the past week. there is no Government perfect, and perhaps if
I am happy to see that the Premier is in his usual trim,and our friends had been on the other side of the House,
I hope ho will continue so for many years to come. He not they might have taken the same course, but I doubt
only astonishes the members of this louse, but ho astonishes it very much. At ail events, we are happy that we have
the country at large, when, having been so many years in such a distinguished gentleman in the Speaker's chair. I have
the service of the country, ho is still possessed of all that not bard one word in disparagement of his rulings, or offthe
vim, energy, activity and determination to do business. We proficiency of his conduct as Speaker of this House. While
have no desire that he should leave this scene of action, but the present Administration is in power, ho will no doubt
we have an anxious desire that he should change positions occupy that position, and I do not know but that even if a
from that side of the louse to this. That is all. However, ch ange should take place, our friends would b. rather inclined
considerable of the business of the Sessionhlas been tolerably to continue him in that office. We had great respect for
well ventilated. There is one measure of the Minister of the late Speaker and for other Speakers, but the hon. gentle-
Public Works,the chairman of the Railway Committee,which man who now occupies that chair, and who is so fluent in
is a model Bill in reference to railways. Notwithstanding both languages, certainly seoes to have understood the
all the legal talent we have on that very large committee, I rules pertaining to his office thoroughly at the outset, and
do not know but that something else might be done. I he will, no doubt, continue to improve Session after Session.
think in future it will be necessary, perhaps, to muzzle a few I hope ho will be long continued in that position by one
of our professional men. Notwithstanding the talent that party or the other.
we have on that committee, 1 notice that one Bill went to the
Semate giving authority to the directors of a company to Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I am certain that every
execute the trustees at such time and in such manner as they member of this ouse will cordially join in the felicitations
thought proper. If the Senate had not perfected that Bill, the and congratulations offered by the hon. gentleman who so
trustees ofthat railway would have been in a very dangerous worthily represents Her Majesty's Opposition here to-night.
position. It would have been a very serious matter for the trus. Your selection for the high position which you illustrate
tees. I must also congratulate the Finance Minister. This is a and adorn had my approval, as I had no doubt but that you
day for congratulation. I think the Minister of Finance bas would most worthily perform the duties of your high office,
exceeded his usual determination to do business this Session, and maintain the dignity and preserve the privileges of the
and I hope he will return renowed in health and vigor to House of Commons. It has been my good or bad fortune
his duties in the old country. I understand hoeis going to to occupy a seat in the Canadian Parliament since 1863, and
Madrid to perfect some treaty, and I hope ho will long re- my relations with your predecessors have always been of
main there-I mean in London. I had the pleasure of the most pleasant and friendly character. In the future, as
meeting the hon. gentleman in England last Session, and he in the past, I have no doubt but that the same kindly rela-
paid probably more attention to me than I anticipated, or tions will obtain. We understand that you propose to visit
probably than I deserved. I know that I received invita- the Mother Country during the coming season. We trust
tions and tickets from the Minister of Finance to dine with that you will have a pleasant and profitable voyage, and
the Mayor of Liverpool, the Mayor of London, the Mayor of that you will return with renewed energy and vigor to your
Edinburgh, and half a dozen other Mayors, and I was sorry parliamentary, legal and martial duties. I think that we
that my circumstances were suai that I could not embrace have reason to congratulate the House and country on the
the opportunity of being at those dinners, because I should condition of prosperity which obtains. With the prospect
have taken great pleasure in attending them. However, on of an abundant harvest, our country may be ranked amonget
the whole, 1 think we have had a very pleasant Session. the most favored of nations. We have had in the main a
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pleasant Session, and, although under parliamentary system
some friction must obtain, yet, on the whole, our system
appears to work as well, if not botter, than those of the
oMercivilizations. We regret exceedingly the absence of the
hon, leader of the left centre. With the maximum of intel-
ligence and the minimum of following, ho always, in all his
parliamentary experience-by his boldness and independ-
ence, and hie foarless criticism of all public measures-
commands the respect and attention of the House. In this
way, not only is the public service benefited, but the Session
is so much protracted, greatly to the profit and advantage
of the public generally, and the inhabitants of Ottawa and
the surrounding counties particularly. A magnificent
testimonial would fittingly mark the appreciation of hie
public services. We all regret exceedingly the absence,
through illness, of the leader of fier Majesty's Opposition,
and trust that ho may be restored to his wonted health and
vigor. We join most heartily in the expression of Mr.
Trow with regard to the fact that the great statesman, who
has played so important a part in the building up of the
Dominion, should have been able to perform his part with
such singular vitality and intellectual vigor as ho has mani-
fested during the Session. We trust ttat ho may be long
spared to continue and consolidate the question. We were
happy to welcome to our parliamentary ranks the hon.
Minister of Finance. He came to us with renewed energy
and power. In the old land ho had done us good yeoman
service, as Minister for the Dominion. We trust that ho
will convey to the great monarch, whose jubilee we have
just celebrated, our congratulations on Hier having reached
the fiftieth anniversary of Ier reign, as well as the assur.
ance of the love, affection and loyalty of the Canadian
people.

PROROGATION.

A Message from fHis Excellency the Governor General by
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod:-
Ma. SPIAKE,-

His Excellency the Governor General desires the immediate attendance
of the Houe in the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, with the louse, went up to the
Senate.

IN THE SENATE CHAMBER.

is Excellency was pleased to give, in Rer Majesty's
name, the Royal Asont to the following Bills:-

An Act to amend the Act respecting Public Offices.
An Act to amend the Act respecting Offences against Public Morals

and Publie Convenience.
An Act respecting Public Stores.
An Act respecting the St. Catharines and Niagara Central Rilway

Oompy
An Act respecting the Ontario Sanit Ste. Marie Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Grand Trank Railway Company of Canada.
An At respecting the Rocky Mountains Par kof Canada.
An Act r.apeeting the representation of the North-West Territories in

the Senate o anada.
An Act to incorporate the Manufacturera Life Insurance Company.
An Act to amend the Penitentiary Act.
An Act to amend the Act to incergorate the Hamilton, Guelph and

Buffalo Raiway Company1 and to change the name of the Company to
the Hamilton central &ailway Oompany.

An Act to incorporate the llingwood General and Marine Hospital.
An Act to amend the Act respectng Sick and Distressed Mariners.
An Act to amend the law respecting Procedure in Oriminal Cases.
An Act to amend the Act respecting Canned Goods.
An Act respecting the Ontario and Quebec Railway Company.
An Act to ineorporate the Canadian Society of Civil Engineers.
An Act to incorporate the Halifax andW Wat India Steamship Com-

pany (Limited).
An Act to incerporate the Equity Insurance Company.
An Act respecting the Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Company.
An Act to autrise the Grange Trust (Limited) to wind up its

affaira.
An Acf to incorporat. 1he Canadian Horse Insurance Company.
An Act toenable the Freehold Loan and Savings Company to extend

thoir business and for other purpomes.
An Act further to amend the Act incorporating the Western assar-

an.. Oompany and other Acts affecting the ame.

An Act to Incorporate the Guarantee and Pension Fund Society of th.
Dominion Bank.

An Act to authorise and provide for the winding up of the Pictou
Bank.

Au Act respecting the conveyance of Liquors on board Her Kajesty's
Ships in Oanadian waters.

An Act to amend the Dominion Jontroverted Elections Act.
An Act respecting the Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land Company

(Limited).
An Act te amend the North-West Territories Act.
An Act to incorporate the Bay of Quinté Bridge 0ompany.
An Act te incorporate the Kingston, Smith'sF all and Ottawa Rail-

way Company.
An Act te incorporate the Oshawa Railway and Navigation Company.
An Act respecting the Midland Railway of Canada.
An Act respecting the Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Brie

Railway Company.
An Act te incorporaste the Prescott County Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Niagara Falla Bridge Company.
An Act to incorporate the Massawippi Janction Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Canada Accident Assurance Company.
An Act te incorporate the Upper Columbia Railway Company.
Au Act to incorporate the Londerry Iron Company.
An Act to amend the Act incorporating the Alberta and Athabasca

Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Kincardine and Teeswater Railway Com-

pany.
n Act to incorporate the Goderich and Canalian Pacifie lunetion

Railway Company.
An Act te revive and amend the Act to incorporate the Saint

Gabriel Levee and Railwmv Company.
An Act respecting the I5 efacing of Counterfeit Notes and the use of

Imitations of Notes.
An Act to amend the Act respecting the Department of Finance and

The Treasury Board.
An Act to provide for the paymen t of a yearly allowance to Godefroi

Laviolette, late Warden of the Penitentiary at St. Vincent de Paul.'
An Act to incorporate theC obourg, Blirton and Marmora Railway

and Mining Company.
An Act respecting the Ottawa and Gatineau Valley Railway Com-

pany.,
An Act to incorporate the Dominion Oil Pipe Line and Manufacturing

Company.
An Ast te reduce the stock of the Ontario and Qu'Appelle Land

Company (Limited), and for other purposes.
An Act respecting the Atlantic and North-West Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Teeswater and Inverhuron Railway Com-

pany.
An Act to nable the Western Canada Loan and Savings Company to

extend their business and for other purposes.
An Act to incorporate the Berlin and Canadian Pacifie Juntion Rail-

way Oompany.
An Act to confirm and amendthe charter of incorporation of the

T6miscouata Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the South Norfolk Railway Compan.
An Act to incorporate the South Ontario Pacifie mailway Uompany.
An Act te incorporate the Empire Printing and Publishing Company

(Limited).
An Act to incorporate the Eastern Canada Savings and LoanC on-

pany (Limited).
Au Act furtier te amend the Act respecting the Canadian Pacifie

Railway Company.
An Act to revive ani amend the charter of the Quebee and James'

Bay Railway Company, and to extend the time for commencing and
completing the Rmilway of the said Company.

An Act respecting the Depmrtment of Trade and Commerce.
An Act to incorporate the ManufacturerB' Accident Insurance Com.

pany.
An Act respecting the Waterloo and Magog Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Primitive Methodist Colonisation Company

(Limited).
An Act respecting the New Brunswick Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Imperial Trusts Company of Canada.
An Act te amend the Act to incorporate the Brantford, Waterloo and

Lake Brie Railway Company.
An Act to amend the Government Rtilways Act.
An Act to amend the Railway Act.
An Act for the relief tof Marie Louise Noel.
An Act for the relief of Fanny Margaret Riddell.
An Act for the relief of John Monteith.
An Act te incorporate the Canadian Power Company.
An Act respecting the Ontario Pacifie Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Guelph Junction Railway Company.
An Act te amena an Act of he present Session intituled: An Act to

enable the Freehold Loan and Savings Company to extend their busi-
ness, and for other purposes.

An Act to amend tie Speedy Trials Act, chap ter one hundred and
seventy-five of the Reviaed Statutes.

An Act to enable the Saint Martin's an I Upham Railway Company to
oell its Railway and Property.

An Act to amend the Acti relating to the H trbor Commissioners of
Montreal.

An Act to amend the Dominion Elections Act and to remove doubts
as to the rigit of certain persons to vote at elections of members of the
Hone Of OOÏ&
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An Act to amend the Act respecting the Department of Agriculture.
An Act to provide for an additional subsidy to the Province of Prince

Edward Island.
An Act respecting the Manitoba South-Western Colonisation Railway

Company.
An Act respecting the Department of Customs and the Departmenl

of Inland Revenue
An Act respecting the Oxford Junction and New Glasgow Branch of

the Intercolonial Railway.
An Act to amend the Dominion Lands Act.
An Act to provide for advances to be made by the Government of

Canada to the Fredericton and St. Mary's Railway Bridge Company.
An Act to amend the General Inspection Act.
An Act in addition to the Revised Statutes, chapter six, respecting

Representation in the House of Commons.
An Act to amend chapter two of the Revised Statutes of Canada,

intituled: An Act respecting the publication of the Statutes.
An A et to amend chapter one hundred and thirty-eight of the Revised

Statutes respecting the judges of Provincial Courts.
An Act to confer certain powers on Boards of Trade as to the Licen-

sing of Weighers.
An Act to amend the Revised Statutes, chapter thirty-nine, respec-

ting the Expropriation cf Lands.
An Act to authorise the advance of further sums for completing the

Graving Dock and the Improvements in the Harbor of Quebec
An Act respecting the Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Building

Society and Savings Fund.
An Act respecting the Manitoba and North-Western Railway Com-

pany of Canada.
An Act to incorporate the Quebec Bridge Company.
An Act to amend the Acts incorporating and relating to the British

Canadian Loan and Investment Company (Limited)
An Act to amend the Act of the present Session intitnled: An Act to

Incorporate the KineardinA and Teeswater Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Royal Victoria Hospital.
An Act to incorporate the liereford Branch Railway Company.
An Act to revive and amend the Act incorporating the Anglo-

Canadian Bank.
An Act respecting the Western Counties Railway Company.
An Act for the relief of William Arthur Lavell.
An Act for granting certain powers to the Canada Atlantic

Steamahip Company (Limited).
An Act to make provision for the appointmentof a Solicitor General.
An Act to confirm a certain agreement between Ber Mjesty and the

Western Counties Railway Company, and for other purposes.
An Act relating to the improvement of the River St. Lawrence.
An Act te amend An A ct te authorise the Grant cf certain Bub-

sidies in land for the construction of the Railways therein mentioned.
An Act to amend the Act incorporating the Pontiac Pacific Junction

Railway Company.
An Aet to amend the Indian Act.
An Act to amend the Act respecting the Duties of Customs.
An Act to amend the Immigration Act.
An Act to further amend the Act incorporating the Canada Atlantic

Railway Company.
An Act to consolidate and amend the Acta relating to the Winnipeg

and Budson's Bay Railway and Steamship Company, and to change the
name thereof.

An Act to amend The Sup-eme and Exchequer Courts Act and to
make better provision for the Trial of Claims against the Crown.

An Act to ameni the Revised Statutes, chapter fifty-one, respecting
Real Property in the Territories.

An Act te amend thse Chinese Immigration Act.
An Act to enable the Canada Permanent Loan and Savings Company

to extend their business and for other purposes.
An Act fer the relief of Susan Ash.
An Act to amend the Revised Statutes, chapter five, respecting the

Electoral Franchise.
An Act respecting the Council of the North-West Territories.
An Act to amend the Revised Statutes, chapter one hundred and

seventy-three, respecting Tbreats, Intimidation and other Offences.
An Act to authorise the grant of certain subsidies in land for the con-

struction of the railways therein named.
An Act to empower the employés of incorporated companies to estab-

lish Pension Fund Societies.
An Act to amend the Companies Act.
An A ct to autiori e the granting of subsidies in aid of the construc-

tion of the lines of railway therein mentioned.

Then the Honorable the SPEAKER Of the Hlouse of Com.
mons addressed His Exceolency the Governor General as
follows:-

MAT IT PLABsE Youa EXOILLxE CY:

The Commons of Canada have voted the Supplies required to enable
the Government to defray the expenses of the Public Service.

In the name of the Commons, I present to Your Excellency the
following Bill: An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain summ of
money required for defraying certain expenses of the Public Service, for
the financial years ending respectively the 30th June, 1887, and the 30th
June, 1888, and for other purposes relating to the Public.8ervice, to
which Bill I humbly request Your Excellency's assent.

To this Bill the Royal Aesent was signified in the follow.
ing werds:

In Her Majesty's naine, Hs EXCELLNOT T oEvaRNou GENRAL
thanks Her loyal subjects, accepte their benevolence, and assents to
this Bill.

After which His Excellency the Governor General was
pleased to close the First Session of the Sixth Parliament of

f the Dominion with the following

SPEECH:

Honorable Gentlemen of the Sonate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

In relieving yon from further attendance in Parliament, I desire to

convey te yon my appreciation of the diligence and earnestness which

you have shown in the performance of your important duties.

I thank you in the Queen's name for the cordial and affectionate con-
gratulations you have offered to Her Majesty on the completion of the
fiftieth anniversary of Her happy reign.

I have taken care to transmit your loyal Address to be laid at the foot

of the Throne.

The readjustment of the tariff for the purpose of further developing
our home industries upon principles which have been received with such
marked acceptance by the people of Canada, will, it is confidently ex-
pected, in au especial manner encourage the working of our vaut mines
of iron and coal, and promote the production within our own country of
all the more important iron manufactures.

The establishment of a Department of Trade and Commerce, under the
supervision of a responsible Minister, and the measures you have passed
for the better organisation of other Departments of Government, will, I
trust, tend to aid in the extension of our home and foreign trade, as well
as to improve the efficiency of the public service.

The numerous Acts relating to railway and other industrial enter-
prises to which I have given Her Majesty's assent, indicate a steady
growth in the national progress of the Dominion, and your liberal
appropriation for the construction of the Sault Ste. Marie Canal ensures
the completion of our great system of inland navigation at an early
period.

Our agricultural population will, I am sure, learn with much pleasure
of the provision you have made for the maintenance of the Experimental
Farm in this vicinity, and the establishment of auxiliary stations in the
several Provinces.

Gentlemen of the R1ouse of Commons:

In Ber Majesty 's naine I thank you for the provision you have made
for the requirements of the Publie Service. . I shall see that it is applied
with all due regard te economy.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate :

Gentlemen qf the House of Commons:

I trust that under the blessing of Almighty God the present promise
of an abundant harvest may be fully realised, and that when ,we meet
again I shall be able te congratulate you on a still further increase in
the general prosperity of the country. Meanwhile I bid you farewell.

The SPEAKER cof the Senate thon said:

Honorable Qentlemen of the Senate, and

Gentlemen of tihe House of Commons

It is His EEXOULLNNCY ru Govuuan GYMEAL'S will and pleasure,
that this Parliament be prorogned until Tuesday, the second day of
Auguet next, te be here held, and this Parliament isa ecordingly pro-
rogued until Tuesday, the second day of August.

The Parliament of the Dominion of Cavada was thon
prorogued to the 2nd day of August next.

Printed by MacLean, Reger h Vo., IU Mntary rnlAters WeëWngtqu
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Abbreviations of well known words and Parliamentary expressions are used in the following:-1°, 2°, 3°, First
Reading, Second Reading, Third Reading; 3 m. h., 6 m. h., 6 w. h., Three Months' Hoist, Six Months' Hoist, Six
Weeks' loist; *, without remark or debate; Acts., Accounts; Adj., Adjourn; Adjd., Adjourned; Amt., Amendment;
Amte., Amendments; Amalg., Amalgamation; Ans., Answer; Ass., Assurance; B., Bill; B. C., British Columbia;
Can., Canada or Canadian; C.P.R., Canadian Pacifie Railway; Com., Committee; Co., Company; Conc., Concur, Con-
curred, Concurrence; Consd., Consider; Consdn., Consideration,; Cor., Correspondence; Deb., Debate; Uept., Department,
Depts., Departments; Div,, Division; Dom., Dominion; Govt., Goverument; Ris Ex., Ris Excellency the Governor
General; H., House; H. of C., House of Commons; Incorp., Incorporation; Ins., Insurance; I.C.R, Intercolonial;
Man., Manitoba; Mess., Message; M., Motion; Ms., Motions; m., moved; Neg., Negatived; N.B., New Brunswick;
N.W.T., North-West Territories; N.S., Nova Scotia; 0.0, Order in Council; Ont., Ontario; P.H.I., Prince Edward

Island; P.O., Post Office; Par., Paragraph; Prop., Proposed; Q., Quebec; Ques., Question; Recom., Becommit; Ref.,
Refer, Referred, Reference; Rep., Report, Reported; Reps., Reports; Res., Resolution; Rot., Return; Ry, Railway;
Rys., Railways; SOl., Select; Son., Sonate; Sp., Special; Stmnt., Statement; Sup., Supply; Suppi., Supplement,
Supplementary; Wthdn., Withdrawn; Wthdrl., Withdrawal; Y. N., Yeas and Nays; Names in Italie and parentheses
are those of the movers.

Amyot, Mr. G., Bellechasse.
Address to Her Majesty (remarks) 784 (ii).
C. P. R. Extension to Quebec Harbor (Ques.) 44 (i).
Cholera, Precautions against (Ques.) 670 (ii).
Commercial relations with France (Ques.) 1006 (i);

(remarks) on M. for Com. of Sap., 817 (ii).
Dominion Controverted Elections Act, 1874, Amt. (B.

32, 10) 1142 (i).
Evanturel, Lieut.-Col. A., on M. for Ret. (objection)

1199 (ii).
Grey, Lieut.-Col. and '"C" Battery (Ques.) 1004 (ii).
Jubilee, Her Majesty's, grant for (Ques.) 20 (i).
Morin, Dr. J., Claim for services (Ques.) 1004 (ii).
North Shore Ry., purchase of, on M. for Ret., 209 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners further, B. 158 (Sir

Charles Tupper) in Com., 1126 (ii).
Quebec Ship Laborers (Ques.) reference to B.,1006 (i).
Quebec 9th Battalion Drill (Ques.) 670; on M. for

Com. of Sap., 708, 712 (ii).
Expenses in the N. W. (remarks) on M. for

Com of Sup., 1234 (ii).
Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt. (Kr. Thompson) to

ref. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 186 (i).
-- on Amt. (Mr. Daiies) to M. to cone. in Rep. of

Com. on Privileges and Elections, 686 (ii)5
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 757 (ii).
Roy, Honoré, Suspension of (Ques.) 143 (i).

Amyot, Mr. G.-Continued.

St.Charles, Bellechasse, Ry.crossing(M. for Cor.)152(i).
St. Michel Wharf, repairs (remarks) in Com. of Sup.,

982 (ii).
School of Navigation (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 757 (ii).
Ship Laborers Protection (B. 142, 1°) 862 (ii).
Strange, Gen., Rep. of, re 9th and 65th Battalions

(Ques.) 670 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Nilitia (Military College) 757 (ii).
Public Work-Income (Experimental Farme) 982 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.
Thompson) on M. for 2°, 814; in Com., 879 (ii).

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Ur. Thompson) in
Com., 1230 (ii).

Armstrong, Mr. J., South Middlesex.
Coal Oil importation in Balk, on B. 107, 1147, 1149,

1204 (i).
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on M. for Com. on

Res., 584 (i).
Hlm Logs, Export Duty, on B. 107, 1204 (i).
Fertilisers, artificial, conc. in Ways and Means, 455 (i).
Order, Ques. of, re Amt. (Mr. Girouard) to Bos. on

Prohibition, 846 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Be. (r.

Jamieon) 93'f (ii).
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Arnstrong, Mr. J.-Continued.
Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow

J. R. Dann Counsel, 622 (ii).
Ways and Means -The Tariff, 455, 456 (i).

Bain, Mr. T., Wentworth.
Butter Substitutes, Seizures (Ques.) 101 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. to ref. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 346 (i).
-- increase of salary, in Com. of Sup., 610.

Coal Oil importation in Balk, on B. 107, 1149 (ii.)
Dundas, Publie Offices or Buildings (M. for Ret.*)110 (i)
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Privy Council) 610.

Baird, Mr. G. F., Queen's, -. B.
Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. (Mr. Wetdon, St. John)

to disagree with 2nd Rep. of Com. on Privileges and
Elections (explanation) 671-675 (ii).

Baker, Mr. E. C., «Victoria, B.C.
Agent and Contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup., 1114 (ii).
Cloth, &c., supplied Penitentiaries (Ques.) 14 (i).
Iron pipes, cono. in Ways and Means, 524 (i).
Representation Act, B.C., Amt. (B. 50, 1°) 223 (i).
SUPPLY :

Indiana (B. C.) 1097 (if).
Militia (Barracks in B.C.) 766; (Drill Sheds, &c.) 764; (Per-

manent Corps) 761 (ii).
Public.Worka-Income; Telegraph Lines (B.C.) 1114 (ii).
Quarantine, 745 (ii).

Ways and Neans-The Tariff, 524 (i).

Barron, iMr. J. A., North Victoria, Ont.
Brokovski, E. D., conduct of (M. for Cor.*) 803 (ii).
Concurrence, 1268 (ii).
Fishing Bounties in Vic., N.S., applicants for (Ques.)

371 (i); (M. for Ret.*) 803 (ii).
Gilchrist, W. C., compensation to relatives for loss of

Property during Rebellion (Ques.) 154 (i).
Merritt, Lieut., promotion (M. for Cor., &c.) 788 (if).
O'Donoghue, M. F., employment of (Ques.) 143 (i).
O'Donoghue, W. B., Property of (M. for Ret.) 364 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr6 Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 175 (i).
SUPPLY :

Oanala-Capital (Trent River Navigation) 835 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Postmaster Genl's Dept.) 614 (i).
Legislation: Franchise Act, conc., 1269 (ii).
Pensions (Militia, &c.) 747 ; conc., 1268 (ii).
Publie Worka-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 976. Canals (Trent

Riv. Nav.) 836 (il).
Trent Valley Canal, construction Works (Ques.) 669 (ii).
Uphill and Victoria Road Postal Service (Ques.) 364 (i).
Whitefish River Indian Reserve (M. for Ret.) 802 (ii).

Beausoleil, Mr, C., Berthier.
Bridge across St. Lawrence at Coteau, in Com. on Bes.,

1265 (1i).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown in Chancery to produce papers, 28 (i).
Floods at Montreal and vicinity (Ques.) 101 (i).

Beausoleil, Mr. C.-Continued.
Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9 (Mr. Bdgar) on M.

for 2', 286 (i).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 359 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1265 (ii).

Béchard, Mr. F., Iberville.
Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 2°, 287 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Jamieson) 933 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kenny) re Offisial Rep. of

Debates, 785 (ii).
Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services, on M. for Ret.,

367 (i).
St. Hyacinthe (84th) Battalion (Ques.) 1005 (ii).
St. John's and Iberville iydraulie Manufacturing Co.'s

B. 119 (Mr. Coursol) on M. for 20, 875 (ii).
Wharf in Richelieu River (Ques.) 321 (i).

Bergin, NMr. D., Cornwall and Stormont.
Cornwall Floode (personal explanation) in Com. of

Sup., 1238 (ii).
Elm Loge, Export Duty, on B. 107, 1151 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 69 (i).
Ont. Sault St. Marie Ry. Co.'s (B. 10, 1°*) 74 (i).
Order, Ques. of, re Amt. to Res. on Prohibition, 851 (ii).
Printing Committee's Rep. (remarks) 804; Me. to

conc., 839, 951, 1198 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Jamieson) 941, 944 (ii).
Public Morale Act Amt. B. 21 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.,

278 (i).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co.'e incorp.

(B. 11, 10*) 74 (i).
Sessional Papers, Indexing of (remarks) 1074 (ii).
Vote on Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters (Ques of

Priv.) 615 (i).

Bernier, Mr. M. E., St. Ryacinthe.
Chambly Canal, widening of (Ques.) 142 (i).
Longueuil Wharves (Ques.) 142 (i).
St. Hyacinthe (84th) Battalion (Ques.) 1005 (ii).
Statutes, Revised, of Canada, French Edition (Ques.)

142 (i).

Blake, Hon. E., West Bruce and West Durham.
Address, on the, 10 (i).
Agriculture and Colonisation Com., on M. to increase

quorum, 153 (i).
Ascension Day and Queen's Birthday, adjmnt. for

(remarks) 319 (i).
Auditor General's Rep. (remarks) 13 (i).
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 229-231, 234 (i).
Business of the louse (remarks) 100 (i).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Com.'s (remarks)

320 (i)



INDEX.
Blake, Hon. E.-ontinued.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Chapleau)
on M. for 10, 277 (i).

Clerk of Crown in Chancery:
- Election Rets.,Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Millk)for
Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 33; ref. to pre.
vious deb. objected to, 40; on production of papers
(remarks) 45 (i).

-- and Returning Officers, on M. (Mr. Mills) to
ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 325 (i).

on M. to ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges and
Elections, 299 (i).

Creighton, Mr. J., Indian Agent at Saugeon, on M. for
Rot, 314; on authority quoted by Sir John A. Mac-
donald, 316 (i).

Debates Com., on M. for Com., 4, 6 (i).
Deptl. Reps., Distribution of, on prop. Res. to change

Rule, 145 (i).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees, on M.

to appoint Mr. C. C. Colby, 370 (i).
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on Order for Com.,

150; (remarks) 370 (i).
on M. for Com. on Res., 568-576 (i).

Dunn, J. R., examination of, 639 (ii).
Fisheries, papers, &c., re negotiations (Ques.) 19, 73;

(remarks) 112, 141 (i).
Franchise, Rlectoral, Act, on Order being called for

Res. to Repeal, 364 (i).
Gov. Gen.'s reception, on M. to adin. (objection) 543 (i).

Warrants, 1873-1886, on M. for Ret., 268 (i).
1886-87, on M. to ref. to Public Accounts Com.,

294 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 79-86 (i).
-- on M. to make Res. First Order of the Day,

110; (explanation) 138 (i).
Hommesteade in Ry. Belt (Ques.) 670 (ii).
Hudspeth, Mr., Election of (remarks) 44 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry. B. 77 (Mr. Pope) on M.

for Com. on prop. Res., 302, 307; in Com., 312; on
M. for 1° of B., 361 (i); on M. for 2°, 649 (ii).

Pairing of Members (remarks) 359 (i).
Penitentiaries, reorganimation of Salaries B. 65 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com. onlRes., 275 ; on 1° of B., 301 (i).
Public Officers B. 5 (Mr. .cLelan) in Com., 225 (i).
Publie Stores B. 20 (Mr. Thompson) on M. for 10,

100; in Com., 273 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. to read papers 4, 100 (i).

on Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections,
319, 369 (i).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 47 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 361 (i).
Ry. Act (Govt.) Amt. B. 6 (Mr. Pope) in Come.,

226; on M. for3°, 364 (i).
Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services, on M. for

Ret., 366 (i).
Select Standing Com.'s Lists, (remarks) 18(i).
Senate Representation for N. W.T. B. 17 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 1°, 74 (i).
South Norfolk Ry. Oo.'s incorp. B. 66 (Mr. Tisdale)

gn M. for 1O, 318 (i).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Speaker, on Election of (remarks) 1 (i).
Subsidies, Ry., Liabilities for (remarks) 15 (i).
Trade and Commerce, Minister of, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 361 (i).
Upper Columbia Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 49 (remarks)

on B. not being printed in French, 320 (i).
Voters' Lista, Revision (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 650 (i).
Welland Canal Bridge (M. for Ret.) 295 (i).
Winter Service, P.E. I., and Northern Light, on M. for

Ret., 536 (i).

Borden, Mr. F. W., King's, N.B.
Breakwaters in King's Co., repaira, &o. (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 803 (ii).
Corn-meal and Coal, conc. in Ways and MeaDs, 509 (i).
I. C. R., Halifax Extension, in Com. of Sup., 767 (ii).
Kentville, N.S., Public Buildings (Ques.) 101 (i).
SUPPLY :

Public Works-Incomd : Buildings (N. 8) 918 (ii).
Railways-Capital : I. C. R. (ERalifax Extension) 167 (ài).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 509, 510 (ii).
Windsor and Annapolis Ry. Co. and Ry. Dept., on M.

for Ret., 148 (i).
prop. lino from Kingsport (M. for Surveys,

&o.) 803 (ii).

Bourassa, Mr. F., St. John', Q.
St. John's and Iberville IHydraulic Manufacturing Co.'s

B. 119 (Mr. Coursol) on M. for 2°, 875 (ii).
Tobacco, increased Duty on (Ques.) 313 (i).

Bowell, Hon. M., North Hastings.
Army and Navy, Imports for, in Com. of Sap., 1112 (ii).
Boiter Tubes, conc. in Ways and Ieans, 506 (i).
British Copyright Works, reprints, on M. for Stmat. of

sumo collected, 23 (i).
Buggies, Carriages, &o., conc. in Ways and Means,

427 (i).
Butter Substitutes (Ans.) 101, 205 (i).
Canadian Horses in U. S., prohibiting (Ans.) 1004 (ii).
Canned Goods Act Amt. (B. 121, 10) 638; in Com.,

814 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers,

on Amt (Mr. Davies) to ref. Rot. to Com. on Privi.
loges and Elections, 341 (i).

--- increase of salary, in Com. of Sup., 606 (i).
Cobourg, Blairton and Marmora Ry. Co.'s B. 19 (Mr.

Guillet) on M. for 2, 601 (i).
Collars, Cotton, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 445 ().
Cornwall Floods, in Com. of Sap., 1190 (i).
Cuastoms Aect Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) in

Com., 1150; on M. for 3°, 1220 (ii).
-- Collector at St. Germain de Rimouski (Ans.)

278, 321 (i).
-- at Gnysboro', resignation (Ans.) 321 (1).

- in Com. of Sup., 613 (i), 1129, 1195,1237, (i).
--- Laws Amt. (Ans.) 2'27 (i).
--- Regulations respecting Baggage (Ans.) 101 (i).

Debates Com. (Ms.) 4, 6 (i).

eini
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Bowell, Hon. M.-Contined.
Debt, Public, and recent Elections, in Deb. on Ways

and Means, 476 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Edgar) on M. for

1*, 204; on M. for 2>, 542 (i).
Dom. Lande Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Com., 898 (ii.)
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
Fertilisers, artificial, conc. in Ways and Means, 456 (i).
Garrison, Mr., appointment as Surveyor of Customs

at Halifax, in Com. of Sap., 1133 (ii).
Govt. Officials in Northumberland, N.B. (Ans.) 321.
Immigration Act Amt. (B. 153, 1°4) 1028 (ii).
Inland Rev., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 613 (i).
Iron and Steel Industry, cono. in Ways and Means,

508 (i).
Iron Bounties, amounts paid (Ans.) 371 (i).

-- (explanation) Dab. on Ways and Means, 499 (i).
Bridges, &c., cone. in Ways and Means, 502 (i).

-- Duties, extension of time for entering good, in
Com. on B. 107, 1220 (ii).

Leather and Raw Hides Inspector (Ans.) 258.
Montreal Cotton Co. and Customs Dept., on M. for Rop.,

222 (i).
--- Irregularities (Ans.) 102.

- - on M. for Com. on Ways and Means, 957 (i).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 834 (ii).
Newspapers partly Printed, cone. in Ways and Means,

447 (i).
Oranges and Lemons, cone. in Ways and Means, 461 (i).
Printing Presses, conc in Ways and Means, 508 (i).
Privy Conneil, in Com. of Sup., 606 (i).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 922, 1243 (ii).
Red Wood, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
Seizures by Detectives, in Com. of Sup., 1133 (ii).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Loge, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 514 (i).
Shirts, Cotton or Linen, cono. in Ways and Means,

451 (i).
Shovels and Spades, conc. in Ways and Means, 464 (i).
Sugar, in deb. on Ways and Means, 464 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canais-Capital (Murray) 834 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Oustomu) 813 (i), 1237 (ii); (Inland Revenue) 613;

(Privy Council) 606 (i).
Collection of Revenues (Custome) 1129, 1195; (Excise) 1195 (ii).
Legislation: Elections, 1240 (ii).
Miscellameou (Commutation in lien of Duties) 1112; (Corn-

wall Floode) 1190 (ii).
Ptbihc Worko-1ncome: Buildings (N. 8.) 922; (P. E. I.) 924;

(Ont.) 977, 1243 (ii).
Quarantime, 744 (i).

Tarif of Customs and Excise, distribution of (Ans.)
708 (ii).

Tea Importe from China and Japan, on M. for Ret.,
23 (i).

Tobacco, increased Duty on (Ans.) 320 (i).
Trade and Navigation Retarns (presented) 13 (i).
Waters, T. J., payments to, as Seizing Officer (Ans.)

1002 (ii).

Bowell, Hon. M.-ontinued.
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 410 (i), 964 (ii).

TARIFF CHANGEs (boiler tubes) 506; (buggies, carriages, Ac.)
427; (fertilisers, artificial) 456; (iron bridges) 502; (iron and
steel industry) 508 ; (newspapers, partly printed) 447 ;
(oranges and lemons) 461 ; (printing presses) 508 ; (red
wood) 523 ; (shingle bolta, &c.) 514 ; (shirts, cotton or linen)
451; (shovels and spades) 464 ; (woollen fabrices) 440 (i).

Woollen Fabrics, cono. in Ways and Means, 440 (i).

Bowman, Mr. I. E., North Waterloo.
Berlin and Canadian Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 35, 10*) 190 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. (Mr. Mills) to ref. Re. to Com, on.Privileges and

Elections, 334 (i).
Personal Explanation, re vote on Clerk of Crown in

Chancery, 360 (i).
Tea Imports from China and Japan (M. for Ret.) 23 (i)

Boyle, Mr. A., Monck.
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. (Mr. Mills) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and
Elections, 330 (i).

Shirts, Cotton or Linon, cono. in Ways and Means,
452 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 452 (i).

Brien, Mr. J., Bouth Essex.
Cable, Pelée Island and Mainland (Ques.) 786 (ii).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) Glerk

of Crown to produce papers, 42 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. (Mr. Mills) to ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges and
Elections, 346 (i).

Essex, Dep. Judge for County (Ques.) 786 (ii).
Fishing Licenses in Lake Brie (Ques.) 1199 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Ourran) 130 (i).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) ,in Com.,

1124 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Lighthouse and Couat Service (Maintenance and Repairs) 1066 (il).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 1196 (i).

Brown, Mr. A., Hamilton.
Ballot Box Patents (M.) Sp. Com. to examine, 786 (ii).
Bartlett's work on Coal, Iron, &c., in Com. of Snp., 1248.
Elm Loge, Export Duty, in Com. on B. 107, 1150 (ii).
Hamilton and North-Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 97, 1°*)

479 (i).
Hardware, Builders, &c., cono. in Ways and Means,

516 (i).
Iron and Steel industry, in deb. on Ways and Means,

493, 507 (i).
Manufacturers Life and Accident Insuranes Co.'s

incorp. (B. 29, 1°*) 111; in Coin., 539 (i).
St. Lawrence Canals Enlargement (Ques.) 313 (i).
Salt, oonc. in Ways and Means, 438 (i).

if'



I~L
Brown, Mr. A.-ontinued.

Shingle Bolts, Cedar Log8, &a., conc. in Waya and
Means, 510 (i).

Shirts, Cotton or Linen, conc. in Ways and Means,
451 (i).

South Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Co.'s, incorp. Act
Amt. (B. 86, 1°*) 413 (i).

Sugar, in deb. on Ways and Means, 486 (i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 736 (il).
Miscellaneous (Bartlett's work on Coal, Iron, &o.) 1248 (il).

Ways and eans-The Tariff, 438, 451, 466, 493, 495,
508, 510 (i).

Bryson, Mr. J., Pontiac.
Lake Témiscamingue Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on

Res. (Mr. Pope) 1263 (ii).
McKay, William, amounts paid for painting Deptl.

Buildings (M. for Stmnt.*) 369 (i).
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt.

(B. 102, 1°*) 515 (i); M. to place on Order paper,
1001; M. for Com., 1088 (ii).

Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logo, &o., conc. in Ways and
Means, 512 (i).

Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1246 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1263 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Publie Work8--Incotne ; Slides and Booms, 1246 (il).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 512 (i).

Burdett, Mr. S. B., East Hastings.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 240 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. (Mr. Mills) to ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges and
Elections, 328, 340 (i).

Dunn, J. R., examination of, 634 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow J. R.

Dunn Counsel, 619 (îi).
SUPPLY:

Jilitia (Orill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, &c.) 763 (ii).

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) in
Com., 1231 (ii).

Trade and Commerce, Dept. of, B. 7 (Sir John A. Mac.
donald) in Com., 871.

Burns, Mr. K. F., Gloucester.
Cod Liver Oil Bounty, in Com. of Sup., 1071 (ii).
Fish Fry deposits in Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 67 (i).
Moffat, Mr., late M.P., decease of (remarks) 112 (i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1070 (il).
Winter Port of C.P.R., on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

969 (ii).

Cameron, Kr. H., lnverness.
Ry. construction.in Cape Breton, on M. for Rot., 796 (ii).
SUPPLY:

.Publie Worke-Iacome: Buildings (N. B.) 923 (11).

Campbell, Mr. .. H., Kent, Ont.
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Offcers, on

M. (Mr. .Mills) to ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges and
Elections, 330 (i).

- - increase of salary, in Com of Sap., 608 (i).
Corn-meal, Iron, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 509 (i).
County Court Judges, in Com. of Sp., 656 (i).
Delahanty, Patrick, Claima for injuries (Ques.) 668 (ii).
Drill Sheds and Rifie Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 764 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 30 , 1224 (ii),
I. C. R. Discriminating Freight Rates, in Com. of Sp.,

768, 778 (ii).
Grain Shipments, on M. for Rot., 381 (i).

Port Arthur Harbor, &o., in Com. of Sap., 917 (ii).
Privy Council, in Dom. of Sup., 608 (i).
Sait, conc. in Ways and Means, 438 (i).
Salt in Barrels, Weight of (Ques.) 205 (i).
SUPPLY:

A dministration ofJustice (Oounty Courts, N.B.) 656 (i).
Civil Govt. (Privy Council) 608 (1).
Lighthouse and Coast Srice (Maintenance and Repairu) 1065 (11).
Mail Subsidies, 4c. (Halifax and Murray Harbor, P.E.I.) 991 (il).
Militia (Drill Sheds, & c.) 764 (ii).
Public Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Port Arthur

Harbor) 917. Inccme : Buildings (Ont.) 1184 (ii).
Railways-Capital, I.L.R. (Halifax Extension) 768, 778 (i).

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) in
Com., 1232 (ii).

Way8 and Means-The Tarif, 438, 509 (i).

Cargill, Mr. H., East Bruce.
Can. Tempè Act Re peal (B. 64, 1") 300 (i).
Teeswater and In verburon Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 130

10*) 715 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res,

(Mr. Jamieson) 849 ; (Amt.) 851; neg. (Y. 38, N. 145)
947 (ii).

Carling, Hon. J., London.
Agriculture, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 19 (i).

in Com. of Sap., 1163 (ii).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 718 (ii).
Cattle, Diseased, importation of (Ans.) 205 (i).
Census of Man. (Ans.) 44 (i).
Cholera, precautions against (Ans.) 670 (li).
Criminal Statistics, in Com. of Sap., 718 (ii).
Concurrence, 1267 (ii).
Experimental Farms, B. C. (Ans.) 527; Man., 101;

N. W. T., 16 (i).
- in Com. of Sp., 720, 984 (ii).

Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 719 (ii).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 358 (i).
Patent Becord, in Com. of Sp., 717 (ii).
Personal Explanation, re Vote on Clerk of Crown in

Chancery question, 360 (i).
Post Office, in Coma. of Sup., 1136 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriclture and Satisics, (Agriealtural Societies In
N. W. T.) 1240; (Criminal Statistics) 718; (Dom. Ehiibition)
718; (Patent kecord) 77 (ii).



INDEX.
Carling, Hon. J.-Continued.

SUpp.Y-Continued.
Civil Goet. (Agriculture) 1164 (il).
Collection of Revenuea (Post Office) 1138 (ii).
Immigration; conc., 1267 (ii).
Publie Worko-lmeom.: Buildings (N.B.) 1242.

Farms, 984 (il).
Quarantin, 743, 746, 1170 (il).

White Population in Man. (Ans.) 14 (i).

Experimental

Caron, Hon. Sir A. P., K.C.M.G., Quebec County.
Ammunition, Clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 751 (ii).
Annapolis Fort, purchase of Military Lands, on M. for

Cor., 379 (i).
Arme in the N.W. (Ans.) 1199 (il).
Barracks in B.O., in Com. of Sap., 769 (ii).
Barrack Lands, Shelburne Harbor (Ans.) 668 (if).
Batteries, Schools, &c., in Com. of Sp., 759 (if).
Bedson, Mr., complainte against, in Com. of Sup.,

659 (ii).
Bergin, Surgeon Gen., services (Ans.) 1003 (il).
--- in Com. of Sap., 1240 (ii).
Concurrence, 1261 (ii).
Defences of Canada, in Com. of Sup., 1170 (ii).
Drill at Ottawa College (Ans.) 1034 (fi).
Drill Instruction, in Com. of Sap., 753 (ii).
Drill Sheds and Rile Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 763 (ii).
Evanturel, Lieut. Col. A., indemnity (Ans.) 1199 (ii).
Fortifications of B. C., Rep. of Col. O'Brien (Ans.)

102 (i).
Grey, Lieut. Col., and "lC0" Battery (Ans.) 1004 (ii).
Jubilee, Her Majesty's, grant for (Ans.) 20 (i).
Kit allowances to Volunteers (Ans.) 371, 525 (i),

717 (ii).
Military and District Staff, in Com. of Sup., 743 (ii).
Militia and Defence, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 612 (i).
--- Deptl. Rep. (presented) 13 (i).

Ordnance, improved Rified, in Com. of Sup., 763 (ii).
Quebec (9th) Battalion, Drill (Ans.) 670; (remarks)

710, 715 (ii).
-- Expenses in the N. W. T. (remarks) on M. for
Com of Sup., 1236 (ii).

Queen's Own and Royal Grenadiers Kit Money (Ans.)
371 (i).

Riddle, Fanny M., Relief B. 145 (Mr. Tupper) on M.
for 2Q, 926 (ii).

Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 755; conc.,
1268 (ii).

Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sap., 659 (if).
Pensions, Militia, &c., in Coin. of Sap., 746; cone.,

1267 (il).
St. Hyacinthe (84th) Battalion (Ans.) 1005 (ii).

.Scrip for services in Rebellion, outside Militia, on M. for
Ret., 17 (i).

Scrip to Veterans of 1837 (Âne.) 320 ().
Strange, Genl., Rep. of, re 9th and 65th Battalions

(Ans.) 670 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Oïvil Goet. (Militia and Defence) 611 (i).

Caron, Hon. Sir A. P.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Militia (Ammunition, Clothing, &c.) 751; (Barracku, B.0.) 766;
(Batteries, Artillery Schools, &c.) 759; (Bergin, Burgeon
Gen.) 1240; (Campbell, 0., payments to) 1170; (Contin-
gencies, &c.) 754; (Drill Instruction) 753; (Drill Shede,
&c.) 763; (kilitiary Branch and District Staff) 748; (Military
College) 755, conc., 1268; (Permanent Corps) 759 ; (Rified
Ordnance) 763 (i).

Pensions (Vilitia, &c.) 746; conc., 1261 (i).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 659 (i).
Territorial Accounta (1887-88) 1248 (ii).

Transport of Volunteers to Rifle Matches, in Com. of
Sap., 154 (ii).

War Claims paid and rejected (Ans.) 1003 (ii).
York and Simcoe Battalion of Volanteers (remarks)

715 (fi).

Cartwright, Sir R. J., K.C.M.G., South Oxford.
Address to Her Majesty, on prop. M. to consider

(remarks) 706 (ii).
Agriculture and Colonisation Com., on M. to increase

quorum, 153 (i).
Ammunition, Clothing, &c., in Com. of Sap., 751 (i).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Snp., 717 (il).
Army and Navy, Imports for, in Com. of Sap., 1112 (ii).
Assistant Receiver Gen., Halifax, in C>m. of sup.,

591 (i).
Auditor General's Rep. (remarks) 13 (i).
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on M,

for 2°, 194, 197; in Com., 227, 230, 234, 238, 242,
245 (i)

Bartlett's work on Coal, Iron, &c., in Com. of Sap.,
1248 (ii).

Batteries, Schools, &c., in Com. of Sup., 759 (fi).
Brokerage and Commission, in Com. of Sup., 593 (i).
BuDGeT, The (Ques.) 258 ; (reply) to annual statement,

407-426 (i). See " Ways and Means."
Business of the House (remarks) 100, 110 (i).

introduction of new measures, 804 (if).
on M. to take in Saturday, 1077 (fi).

C. P. R. in B. C., in Com. of Sap., 766, 1178 (il).
- e "Rolling Stock."

Campbell, C., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 1170 (fi).
Campbell, Mr., late, M.P., decease (remarks) 1006 (fi).
Carillon Canal, Valuators services, in Com. of Sup.,

1179 (ii).
Census Ret. of Man. (Ques.) 44 (i).
Chamberlin, B., extra pay, in Com. of Sap., 1195 (ii).
Civil Service Officials and Blections, in Com. of Sap.

664 (fi).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. (Mr. JMills) to re£ Ret. to Com. on Privileges and
Elections, 335, 342 (i).

increase of salary, in Com. of Sup., 597 (i).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sap.,

1166 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sp., 1112 (fi).
Commercial relations with France (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 822 (ii).
Concurrence, 1267-1269 (ii).
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INDEX.

Cartwright, Si R. J.-Continued.
Consolidated Fand, Receipts and Expenditures (M. for

Rot.) 15 (1).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 651, 653 (ii).
Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sup., 832 (ii).
Cornwall Floods, in Com. of Sup., 1190, 1239 (ii).
Counterfeit and Imitation Notes B. 123 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 808 (il).
Customa Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 3', 1220 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1129 (ii).
Regulations respecting Baggage (Ques.) 101 (i).

Debt, public, Interest on, in Com. of Sap., 593 (i).
Deptl. Reps., Distribution of, on prop. M. to change

Rule, 145 (i).
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on M. to make Res.

First Order of the Day, 384 (i).
on M. for Com. on Res., 559-564 (i).

Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. 126 (Mr.
Thompson) on M. to introd., 707 (ii).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 115 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
in Com., 884 (ii).

Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 718 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Carduell) in

Com. of Sup., 895, 910 (hi).
Dam. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1136, 1197 (ii).
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 764 (ii).
Dunscomb, Mr., payment to, in Com. of Sap., 1248 (ii).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for Clerk

of Crown to produce papers, 30 (i).
Estimates, The, bringing down (Ques.) 100, 192 (ii).
Excise, in Com. of Sap., 1195 (ii).
Experimental Farmi, in Com. of Sup., 720 (ii).
Exports and Imports (M. for Rot.*) 15 (ii).
Finance and Troasury Board Act Amt. B. 93 (Sir .John

A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 884 (ii).
Financial Commissioner, Eng., in Com. of Sup., 594 (i).
Fish and Fish Oil, Refund of Duties, in Com. of Sap.,

1193 (ii).
Fisheries, papers, &c. (remarks) 141 (i).
- - Protection Steamers, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

1086 (ii).
Franchise Act Expenses, in Com. of Sp., 1165 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1227 (ii).
Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s Loan B.

165 (Sir Oharles Tupper) in Com. on Ros., 1029 (ii).
Freehold Loan and Savings Co.'s B. 156 (Mr. Hall) on

M. to suspend Rules, 1028 (ii).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sap., 1185 (ii).
Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Ofice, in Com. of Snp., 596 (ii).

Warrants, Order called for M. for Rot., 150 (i).
1873-1886 (Ms. for Ret.) 258, 271, 280 (i).

---- 1886-87, (M.) ref. to Pub. Acets. Com., 291 (i).

Gowanlook, Irs., (remarks) on conc., 1268 (ii).

Grain, &o., exported from Dom. (I. for Rot,*) 15 (i).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-ontinued.
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 978, 1184, 1246 (ii).
Health Statisties, in Com. of Sup., 718 (ii).
High Commissioner, contingencies, in Com. of Sap.,

651 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 126 (i).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 1189 (ii).
House of Gommons, in Com. of Sup., 1239 (ii).
Imperial Institute, in Com. of8Sup., 728; cone., 1267 (ii).
Imperial Trusts Co. B. 15 (Mr. Denison) on M. for 30.

638 (ii).
Inland Rev., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 613 (i).
I. C. R. Capital Account (Ques.) 102 (i).

Halifax Extension, in Com. of Sup., 772 (ii).
-- Machinery, in Com. of Sap., 1177 (ii).

--- Receipts and Expenditure (Ques.) in Com. of
Sup., 1196 (ii).

Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sup., 824 (ii).
--- Servis Tie Plates, in Com. of Sap., 829 (ii).

- Locomotives, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1113 (ii).
Iron Duties (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sp., 1079 (ii).
--- extension of time for entering goods, in Com.

on B. 107, 1220 (ii).
Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sp., 1129 (ii).
Jones, L. K., salary as Priv. Sec., in Com. of Sup.,

766 (ii).
Kit allowance to Volunteers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

717 (ii).
Lachine Canal, in Com. of Sup., 832, 838 (ii).
Land Sales in the N.W.T. (Ques.) 14 (i).
Laviolette, Godefroi, allowance B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 889 (ii).
Library of Parlt., in Com. of Sup., 1165 (ii).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 1197.
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 1068 (ii).
Military Branch and District Staff, in Com. of Sup.,

748 (ii).
Military Properties, care of, in Com. of Sup., 764 (i).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 833 (ii).
N.W.T., Expenses of Govt., in Com. of Sap., 1112 (ii).

Order, Ques. of, Independence of Members, 1011 (ii).
Ordnance, improved Rifled, in Com. of Sap., 763 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Branch, I.C.R., B. 77 (Kr.

Pokpe) on M. for 2', 648 (ii).
Paient Record, in Com. of Sup., 717 (ii).
Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 65 (Mr. Thompson) on M.

for 2-, 641 (ii).
Perley, L. F., extra puy, in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 102 (Mr. Bryson)

in Com., 1093 (ii).
Postmaster Genl.'s Dept., in Com. of Sap., 614 (i).
Post Office and Finance Depts., oontingencies, in Coin.

of Sup., 653. ().
.-- Gin om. of Sup., 1135 (ii).

--- Irregularities in N.B., In Com. of Sup., 1190 (ii).
P. E. I. By., in Con. of Sup., 1178 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Dept., in Com. of Sup., 612

(i), 1118 (ii).

'ni
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Cartwright, Sir R. J. -Continued.

Printing Committee's Rep., on M. to conc., 1198 (ii).
Private Bille, Rules respecting, on M. to cono. in Rep.

of Sp. Com., 1116 (ii).
Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sup., 597 (i).
Prohibition, compensation to dealers (remarks) 951 (ii).
Public Morals Act Amt. B. 21 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.,

278 (i).
Public Works, Liabilities for (Ques.) 14, 15 (i).
Quebec Harbor Comimissioners further Loan B. 158 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1032 (ii).
Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Priviloges and Elections, 182 (i).
Rebellion, N.W., in Com. of Sup. (remarks) 1187 (ii).
Receipts and Expenditures, 1886-87, with Estimates,

&3. (M. for Ret.*) 110, 223 (i).
Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 1112 (ii).
Returning Officer for Algoma, in Com. of Sup., 1240 (ii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 838, 1268 (ii).
Rolling Stock, C.P.R. (B.C.) Valuation, on M. for Coin.

of Sup , 1044, 1046 (ii).
Royal Commission on Canal Leases, in Com. of Sup.,

1180 (ii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 755; cono.,

1268 (ii).
St. Catbarines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costs, in

Com. of Sup., 1187 (ii).
St. Peter's Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1180 (i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

1183 (ii).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com. of Sup., 832; conc.,

1268 (ii).
Savings Banks, country, in Com. of Sup., 592 (i)6
- Funds, in Com. of Sup., 1189 (ii).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sap., 612 (i).
Senate, in Com. of Sup., 660, 1233 (ii).

- Representation of the N.W.T. B. 17 (Sir John
A. Macdonald) on M. for 2', 199 (i).

Sittings of the louse (remarks) on suggested change
of time, 1271 (i).

Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1247 (ii).
Statutes, Revised, distribution of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for 1, 1033; in Com., 1123 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. in N.W.T. B. 164 (Mr. White,

Cardwell) in Com. on Res., 1117 (ii).
- (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) on prop.

Res., 1249; in Com., 1251, 1259; in Com. on B.,
1266 (ii).

Subsidies, Ry., Liabilities for (Ques.) 14, 15 (i).
Subsidy to P.E.I. B. 139 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.

on IRes, 815 (ii).
Superannuation, in Com. of Sup., 1170.
SUPPLtY:

Administration qf Justice (N. W. T.) 654 (ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Agricultural Societies, N. W.

T.) 1240; (Archives, care of) 717, 746; (Colonial Exhibition)
1166; (Dom. Exhibition) 718 ; (Experimental Farme) 720 ;
(Health Statistios) 718; (Imperial Institute) 728; cono.,
1267 (hi).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Canals-Capital (Cornwall) 832; (Lachine) 832; (Murray)
833; (Payment to Valuators) 1179; (Sault Ste. Marie Canal,
construction) 832; conc., 1268; (Tay) 838; (Welland) 835;
(Williamsburg) 838. Income (Lachine) 838 ; (Rideau) 838,
1180; conc., 1268; (Et. Peter's) 1268; (Williamsburg) 838 (ii).

Charges of Management (Asat. Receiver Gen., Halifax) 591 ;
(Auditor and Receiver Gen., Winnipeg) 591; (Brokerage and
Commission) 593; (Debt, Public, Interest) 593; (Financial
Commissioner, Eng.) 594; (Savinga Banks, N. B., &o.) 592 (i).

Civil Govt. (Finance, contingencies) 653; (Gov. Gen. Sec.'s
Office) 596 (i); (High Qemmissioner, contingencies) 651 (ii);
(Inland Revenue) 613 (i); conc., 1267 ; (Interior) 1129,
1185; (ii) (Militia) 612; (Postmaster General) 614 (i); con-
tingencies, 653 (ii); (Privy Council) 597; (Public Printing,
&c ) 612; (Sec. of State's Dept.) 612 (i).

Collection of Revenues (Canals) 1113 ; (Customs) 1129 ; (Dom.
Lands) 1136, 1197 ; (Excise) 1195; (Liquor License Act)
1197; (Post Offce) 1135; (Railways, I.O.R.) 1113, 1196; conc.,
1269 (il).

Dom. Landi-Capital (Surveys, &c.) 1197 (ii).
Fisheries (Salaries,&c.) 1071; (Protection Steamera,&c.) 1036(ii).
Immigration (Agent. salaries, &c ) 730, 734, 742; conc.,

1267 (ii).
Indiana (Annuities, Robinson Treaty) 1093; (B.0.) 1094; (Man.

and N.W.T.) 1103, 1186; (N.B.) 1094; (Ont., Que. and Mar.
Provs.) 1093 (ii).

Legisiation : House of Commons (additional messengers) 1239
(Debates, publishing) 667. Elections, 1240. Franchise Act
(expenses) 1165. Library 667. Senate, 1238 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (salaries, &c.) 1058; (Guinane,
Mrs,, gratuity) 1186 (ii).

Mail Subsidies (France and Quebec) 987; conc , 1269 (ii).
Militia (Ammunition, Clothing, &c.) 751 ; (Batteries, Artillery

Schoole, &c.) 759 ; (Campbell, 0., payment to) 1170 ; (Drill
Sheds, &c.) 764; (Military Branch and District Staff, salaries)
748; (Military College) 755; conc., 1268; (MilitaryProperties)
764 ; (Permanent Corps) 759; (Riflied Ordnance) 763 (il).

Miscellaneous (Bartlett's work on Coal, Iron, &c.) 1248; (Cham-
berlain, B., extra pay) 1195; (Commercial Agencis) 1112 ;
(Commutation in lieu of Duties) 1112; (Cornwall Floods)
1190; (Dunscomb, Mr, claim for services) 1248; (Fish and
Fish Oil, Relund of Duties) 1193; (Govt. of N.W.T.) 1112;
(Hudson Bay Expedition) 1189; (preparation of Returns)
1112; (Printing Bureau) 1113; (Rand's Micmac Dictionary)
1247; ( St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costs)
1187; (Savings Bank Funds) 1189 (ii).

Mounted Police (Crozier, Major, gratuity) 1186 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (McPherson, W. M., refund) 1185 (ii).
Penitentiaries (DQrchester) 659; (Kingston) 658; (Man.) 659,

1238; (St. Vincent de Paul) 659 (ii).
Pensions (Militia, &c ) 746; conc., 1287 (ii).
Public Workls-Capital: Buildings (additional Block, Ottawa)

916. Income (B.C.) 977 ; (Ont.) 975, 1183, 1242; (N.W.T.)
1245; (Que.) 971, 1183. Harbors and Rivera (8.0.) 980 ;
(Man.) 980; (N.S.) 978, 1246; (Ont ) 1184; conc., 1269; (Que.)
1184. Miscellaneous, 1185. Repairs, Furniture, &c., 1269.
Blides and Booms, 1247 (fi).

Railways-Capital: 0. P. R. (B.C.) 766, 1172 ; conce., 1267; L.
K. Jones, salary as Priv. Sec.) 766. L 0. R. (Halifax Ex.
tension) 772; (Machinery) 1177. (Rolling Stock) 824; (Servis
Tie Plates) 829. P. E. I. Ry., 1178. Income (Royal Com.
mission on Leases) 1180 (ii).

Beientifie Institutions (Observatories, &c.) 1068 (il).
Buperannuation (Gratuity to 0. S. Neville) 1170 (il).
Territorial Accounts (1886-37) 1197; (1887-88) 1248 (ii).

(Swing Bridge at Smith's Falls, cono., 1268 (ii).
Tay Canal, in om. of Supt 838 (ii).

vii



INDEX.
Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Obatinued.

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Tkompsoti) on
*M. for 2", 1075 (ii).

Trade anüd Commerce, Dept. of, B. 7 (Sir Jôhn A.
Macdonald) on M. for 20, 192 (i); on M. for Com.,
863 ; iù Com., 870 (ii),

Unp'arliamentary Language (remarks) on div., 703;
wthdrl. reqnested, 704 (ii).

Waters, T. J., payments to as Seizing Officer (Ques.)
1002 (ii).

Ways and Means-Budget, e (reply to annual· state-
ment) 407-42-6, 427, 434, 489 (i); 963-965 (ii).

TARTr CsANBs i (advertising pictures) 426 ; (blucking) 426;
(blueing) 426; (buggies) 427; (buttons, ivory) 427; (cigars
sai4 oigarettes) 439 ( (clothing, ready made) 965 ti)
(otton fkbrits, printd or dyed) 4'28; (cotton sewiLng threa
427 ;'4earthenwe) 432 ; ffabries, woollen) 440 ; (gold and
*ilver leaW434; (jeang and coutilles)'428 . (leather, enamel-
ted, &c.) 434; (oi cloth) 434 (paper hangings) 434; (sewing
machine&) 434; (Elates) 439 (i),

Welland Canal, in Com of Sup., 835 (ii).
Western Counties Ry. Co.'s Agreement, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 591 (i.)
White Population in Man. (Qu-es.) 14 (i).
Wiltiams, burge, payment for, in Cotn. of Sup., 1182 (ii).
Williamssurg Canal; in Com of Sup., 838.

Casey, Mr. G. EL, West Elgin,
Ammunition, Clothing,. &e., in Com. of Sap., 752 (ii).
Axes, chopping, conc. in Ways and Means, 461 (i).
Banff National Park B. 16 (M. Whitç, Catdu.tell) on M.

for 2°, 195; in Coru., 227, 229, 23', 23.7, 242, 245 (i).
Banff Sprng-s, Glaims to, &c. (M. br Ret.) 364 ei).
Éatteries, Schools, &c., Mn Com. of Sup., 760 (ii).
Butter Imports from U. S., 1833 to 1S87, on M. for

Ret,, 212 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 94 (Mr. McNeilly on M. for

10, 443 (i).
-- Examinaton, 1887 (Ques.) 143 (i).
--- Promotion Examinations (M. for Stmnt.*) 368.
Coal, cone. in Ways and Means, 510 (i).
Cql Oil, Importation in bullr, on B. 107, 1147 (ii).
Collars, Cotton or Linen, conc. in Ways and Means,

445 (i).
Colonial Conference, Commission, &c. (M. for copy)

150 (i).
Contingencies, &c., Militia, &c., 754 (il).
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir (Charles Tupper) in

Com.,.1147 (ii).
Debt, Publie, and recent EItions, in Deb. on Ways and

Means, 478 (i).
Drill Instruction, In 0óm. df- Sup., 753 (ii).
Election Rets4 Ge*tlng of, cn M. (Mr. MfiUs) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 27 (1).
Fertilisera, artificial, conc. in Ways and Means, 459 (i).
Financial Inspector, Eng., in Con. of Sup., 596 (i).
Fishing on Lake Eries Claims for rebate of License

(M. for Cor.) 379 (i).

ir
Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s B. 165
(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1029 (ii).

Glue, Sh.eets, &e., conc. in Ways and Means, 446 (i).
Haldimand Election, Returning Officer's Rets. (M. for

copies) 372 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 980, 1246 (ii).
làrdware, Builders, &c., cone. in Ways and Means,

516 (i).
Hoes, Garden Rakos, &o;, conc. in W ays and Means,

462 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 62-65;

(remarks) 140 (1).
Insolvent Debtors B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on M. for 2', 288 (i).
lion and Steel industvy, conc. li Ways and Means,

508 (i).
Labor Commission (romarks) 1273 (ii).
Locomotives, &o., conc. in Ways and Means, 504 (i).
Malloble Iron Castings, conc. in Ways and Meaus, 503.
Midland Ry. of Can. Co.'s B. 75 (Mr. Eudspeth) on M.

for 2Q, 444 (i).
Newspapers, partly Printed, conc. in Ways and Means,

447 (i).
Paper Hangings, in Com. on Ways and Means, 516 (i).

Manufactures of, in Com. on Ways and Means,
518 (i).

Pairing of Members (remarks) 359 (i).
Photographie Dry Plates, conc. in Ways and Means,

449 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Jamýeson,)j27-930; on Amt. (Mr. Fisher) 950 (il).
Queeú's,sN.B., E}ection, on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M.

to cone. in Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections,
692-695 ii).

Royal Military Colloge, in Com. of Sup., 757 (ii).
Salt, cone. in Ways and Means, 435 (i).
Savings Baukt, N.B., &e., in Com. of Sap., 592 (i).
Screws, oouc. in Ways and Means, 507 (i).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 513 (i).
Shirts, Cotton or Linon, conc. in Ways and Means,

450 (i).
Skates, conc. in Ways and Means, 507 (i).
Steam Engines, portable, conc. in Ways and Means,

505 (1).
SUPPLY:

Chargea of Management (Country Savinge Bank%, N. B., N. S.,
&c.) 592; (Financial (Jommissioaer, Eng.) 596 (i).

Militia (Ammunition, Clothing, &c ) 752; (centingencie, &c.)
754; (Drill Instruction) 753; (Military College) 757 ; (Per-
manent Corps) 760 (ii).

Public Wor/cs-Income: Dredging, 980. Harbors and Rivera
(Ont.) 980, 1246 (ii).

Trnke, Valises, &c., cone. in Ways and Means, 445 (i).
Unparliamentary Language, 618 (ii).
Vote on M. to allow Jno. R. Dunn Counsel re Queen's

Election, 624 (ii).
Ways and Means -The Tariff, 435, 440, 445-418, 450,

451, 459, 562, 478, 503, 504, 505, 507 (i).
Woollen Fitbrios, conc. in Ways and Means, 440 (i).



x INDEX.

Casgrain, Mr. P. B., L'Islet.
Adjnmt., Ascension Day and Queen's Birthday (re-

marks) 320 (i).
Dunn, J. R. (remarks) examination of, 624 (ii).
High Commissioner, Acting (Ques.) 45 (i).•
St. Roch and St. Louise Wharf (Ques-.)1003 (ii).
Upper Columbia Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 49, attention of

lise. called to B. not being printed in French, 320 (i).

Chapleau, Hon. J. A., Terrebonne.
Bourinot's "Parliamentary Procedure" (Ans.) 14 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. (B. 54, 1°) 27?(i) ; 2°

and in Com., 642 (ii).
Civil Service Board, Examiners Rep. (presented) 44 (i)
---- Examinations, 1887 (Ans.) 143 (i).

Promotion Examinations (Ans.) 1199 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt, (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges

and Elections, 352 (i).
- - increase of salary, in Com. of Sup., 599 (i).
Commercial relations with France (Ans.) 100G (ii).

on M. for Com. of Sup., 820 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., examination of, 629, 633 (ii).
Electoral Lists for L'Assomption County (Ans.) 525 (i).
Giasson, Napoléon, dismissal, on M. for Cor., 378 (i).
Hébert, Hubert, balance due as Revising Officer (Ans.)

258 (i).
Immigration into Dom. during 1886 (Ans.) 45 (i).
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 102 (Mr. Bryson)

in Com., 1092 (ii).
Printing Com.'s Reps., on M. to conc. in 3rd and

4th Reps., 951 (ii).
Privy Council, in Corn. of Sup., 599 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. (Ur. Thompson) to

allow J. R. Dann Counsel, 617, 620 (ii).
Revising Barristers' Clerks, salaries (Ans.) 311 (i).
Revising Officer at L'Assomption (Ans.) 1004 (ii).

for Montmorency (Ans.) 45 (i).

salaries (Ans.) 21 (i).

St. Charles, Bellechasse, Ry. crossing, on M. for Cor.
152 (i).

Sec. of State, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 44 (i).
Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1162 (ii).

Statutes, Revised, distribution of, (B. 159, 10) 1033 ; in
Com., 1122 (ii).

French Edition (Ans.) 142 (i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Privy Council) 599 (i); (Sec. of State's Dept.)

1162 (ii).
Voters List for county of Montmorency, on M. (Mr.

Langelier) to lay on Table, 529 (i).

Charlton, Mr. J., North Norfolk.
Adjumt., Ascension and Queen's Biihday (remarks)

320 (i).
Axles and Springs, conc. in Ways and Means, 462 (i).
Blue Books and Deptl. Reps., distribution of (prop.

Res. to suspend Rule) 295 (i).

Charlton, Mr. T.-Continued.
Boilers in Parlt. Buildings, Inspection, &c. (Ques.)

383 (i).
C.P. R., B.C. section, in Com. of Sap., 1171 (ii)..
Collare, Cotton or. Linon, conc. in Ways and Means,

445 (i).
Concurrence, 1269 (ii).
Clork of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers,

on M. (Mr. Thompson) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privi.
leges and Elections, 347 (i).

increase of salary, in Com. of Sap., 1160 (ii).
Criminal Law Amt. (Seduction, &c.) (B. 4, 1°*) 20;

Order for 20 called and B. wthdn, 312 (i).
(Public Morals, &c.) (B. 21, 10) 100; 2° 273;

in Com., 278 (i).
Cuffs, Cotton or Linon, conc. in Ways and Means, 446 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) in

Com., 1151 (ii).
Debates, Official Rop. (romarks) re Rep. of Com.,

1155 (ii).
Debt, Public, and recent Elections, in deb. on Ways and

Means, 483 (i).
Public, gross and net (Ques.) 14 (i).

Deptl. Reps., Distribution of (prop. M.) to change
Rule, 144 (i).

Dominion Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Card.
well) in Com., 892, 898, 901; on M. to conc. in
Amts., 1009 (ii).

Elm Logo, Export Duty, in Com. on B. 107, 1151 (i).

Ferro-Manganese, conc. in Ways and Means, 489 (i).
Glue, Shoot, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 446 (i).

-High Commissioner's Taxes, in Com. of Sup., 652 (ii).

Hoes, Garden Rakes, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,
462 (i).

Indian Sohool at Qu'Appelle, Medical attendant (M.
for Ret.) 379 (i).

Indians on File Hill Reserve, Vaccination (M. for Rot.)
379 (i).

Iron and Steel Forgings, conc. in Ways and Means,
502 (i).
-'Bounties, amounts paid on Manufactures (Ques.)

371 (i).
- - Manufactures, conc. in Ways and Means 489,

495, 503 (i).
Justice, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 1162 (ii).
National Policy, in Deb. on Ways and Means, 495 (i).
Newspapers, partly Printed, conc. in Ways and Means,

446 (i).
Port Rowan, Harbor of Refuge, Engineer's Rep., &c.,

(M. for copies *) 318 (i).
Privy Council Offlee, in Com. of Sup., 1160 (il).
Prorogation (Ques.) 804 (ii).
Publie Morals. See "Criminal Law."
Ry. Act Amt. B. 47 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 362 (i).
Revising Barristers' Clerks, salaries (Ques.) 371 (i).
Salt, conc. in Ways and Means, 435 (i).



INDEX.

Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.
Senate Representation for the N.W.T. B. 17 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 20, 200 (i).
Shipping News and Telegraph Service (Ques.) 312 (i).
Shirts, Cotton or Linen, conc. in Ways and Means,

450 (i).
Shovels and Spades, conc. in Ways and Means, 463 (i).
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1246 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. in N.W.T. B. 164 (Mr. White,

Cardwell) in Com. on Res., 1119 (ii).
(Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1254 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (High Commissioner's Taxes, &c.) 652; (Justice
Dept.) 1162; (Privy Council) 1160 (il).

Legislation: House of Commons (salaries) conc., 1269 (ii).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 734 (ii).
Public Works-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 12J3; (N.W.T.) 1245.

Slides and Booms, 1246 (ii).
Railways-Capital (.P.R.) 1171 (ii).

Trunks, Valises, &o., conc. in Ways and Means, 445 (i).
Unparliamentary Language (remarks) 66 (i), 704,

1012 (ii).
Ventilation of the Hse. of C. (M. for Cor.) 786 (ii).
Voters Lists under Franchise Act (remarks) 805 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 435, 445, 40, 447, 449,

450, 451, 462, 463, 483, 489, 495, 499, 502, 503 (i).

Chisholm, Mr. D., New Westminster.
New Westminster Southern Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.36,1°*)

190 (i).
C.P.R., Onderdonk Contract in B.C. (Ques.) 1003 (ii).

Choquette, Mr. P .A., Montmagny.
Bolduc, Capt. L., dismissal of (Ques.) 525 (i).
Cap à la Corneille B<pms (Ques.) 1001 (ii).
Cap St. Ignace, Station-house (M. for Ret.) 13 (i).
Durantaye Senatorship, applicants for (Ques.) 708 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 1226 (ii).
• Grosse Isle Mail Service, in Com. of Sup., 975 (ii).

Hébert, Hubert, Revising Officer at Montmorency,
Accounts, &c. (M. for Ret. *) 803 (ii).

I. C. R., Co laint against employés (Ques.) 20 (i).
.Dism sal of Offcials (M. for Ret.) 21(i).
Proposals to Purchasè (Ques.) 1004 (ii).

-- Station at St. Ignace (M. for Stmnt.) 377 (i).
Kennebec Senatorship, applicants for (Ques.) 708 (ii).
Post Office in Montmagny (Ques.) 45; (M. for Ret.)

151 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 177 (i).
Revising Officers' salaries (Ques.) 671 (i).
SUPPLY:

Public Work8-Income: Buildings (Que.) 972, 975 (il).
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.

Thompson) on M. for 20, 813 (ii).
Vote on Mi to allow J. R. Dann Counsel, re Queon's

Blection, 624 (ii).

Clayes, Mr. G., Misisquoi.
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

in Coma, 899 (ii).
Fertilisers, artificial, cono. in Ways and Means, 457,

459 (ii).
Hoes, Garden Rakes, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

463 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Kr. Curran) 98 (i).
Richelieu River, &c., Buoys, Contracts awarded (Ques.)

321 (i).
Ways and Means -The Tariff, 457, 463 (i).

Cockburn, Mr. G. R. R., Centre Toronto.
Banff National Park, B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 237 (i).
Can. Permanent Loan and Savings Co.'s (B. 143, 10*)

876 (ii).
Fiscal Policy of Dom., in deb. on Ways and Means,

491 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M.

to conc. in Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections,
692 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 491 (i).
Western Assurance Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 60, 1°*) 300 (i).

Colby, Mr. C. C., Stanstead.
Library of Parlt. (M. to conc. in Reps.) 1249 (ii)
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 430 (i).

Cook, Mr. H. H., East Simcoe.
Christian Island Indians, compensation for Penetan.

guishene purchase (Ques.) 1005 (ii).
-- compensation for Timber cut on Lands (Ques.)

1005 (ii).
Chippewa Indians Annuity (Ques.) 1005 (ii).
Indian Lands, Sales in Ont. (Ques.) 1005 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Publie Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 975 (i).

Costigan, Hon. J., Victoria, Y. B.
Canned Goods Act Amt. (B. 121, 10) 638 (ii).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1115 (ii).
Flour, Inspection of, Legislation (Ans.) 143 (i).
Fraude on Customs, Whiskey vs. Vinegar (Ans.) 102 (i)
General Inspection Act Amt. (B. 152, 1°*) 1001; in

Com., 1120 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (à[r. Ourran) 86-89 (i)
Inland Revenue, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 13 (i).
Licensing of Weighers(B. 136, 1*)804 ; in Com.,1121 (ii).
O'Donoghue, M. F., employment of (Ans.) 143 (i).
Spirits and Corn, Exports ani Imports (Ans.) 143 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil goet. (Inland Revenue) 1163 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (Excise) 1115 (ii).

Weights and Measures Rep. (presented) 19 (il).
Whiskey, unlawful manufacture of (Ans.) 21 (i).

xi
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Coursol, Mr. C. J, East Montreal.
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. C>urran) 91 (i).
St. John and Iberville Hydraulic and Manufactuing

Co.'s (B. 119, 10*) 638; 2p m., 875 (ii).

Curran, Mr. J. J., Centre Montreal.
Customs Laws, changes (Ques.) 953 (ii).
Equity Insurance Co.'s incorp. (B. 69, 10*) 359 (i).
Floods, St. Lawrence (Ques.) 277 (i).
Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s (B. 13, 19"*) 74 (i).
Harbors and Breakwaters, Moneys voted by Parlt.

since Confederation (Ques.) 1002 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, Order for prop. Res. called,

15; (prop. -Res.) 46-52; on Amt. (Mr. McCarthy)
122-126; prop. ant. of Res., 137; Res., 140; agreed
to (Y. 135, N. 47) 141 (i).

Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on M.,
for 2°, 288 (i).

Privilege, Ques. of, contradiction of newspaper par-a-
graph, 360 (i).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Jamieson) 857 (ii).

Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers serVices, on M. for Ret.,
366 (i).

Royal Victoria Hospital incorp. (B. 150, 1°*) 951 (ii).
St. Gabriel Levée and Ry. Co.'s incorp. Aet. Amt.

(B. 12, 10*) 74; It Com., 538 (i).
Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) on

M. for 21, 1152 (ii).

Daly, Mr. T. M., Selkirk.
Agricultural Machines, conc. in Ways and MeanF, 485,

487 (i).
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on M. for Com. on

Res., 564-567 (i).
Dominion Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardu'el)

in Com., 893, 899, 911., 915 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., examination of, 632 (ii).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Cerk of Crown to produce papers, 40 (i).
Experimental Farms, in Com, of Su'p., 721 (ii).
Imperial Institute, in Com. of Sup., 729 (ii).
Midland Ry. Co.'s B. 75 (Mr. EIudspeth.) 2° m., 441 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agric:ture and Statisties (lExperimental Farms) 721 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 1196 (ii).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c ) 730, 740 (i).

Ways and 3Means-The Tarif, 485, 487, 488 (i).

Davies, Mr. L. H., Queens, P. E. i.
Anticosti Island, in Com. of Sup,, 1169 (ii).
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mir. Small) on M. for 2°,

804, 1021-1025; in Cam., 114,ß; on M. for 3°, 1221 ('ii).
Asst. Receiver Genl., Halifax, in Com. of Sup., 51 (i).
BanfT National Paik B. 16 (Mir. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 240 (i).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 918 (i).

Davies, M. L. H.-Can.tinud.
Chinese Immigration Act Aint. B. 94 (Xr. (Mapleau)

in Com., 64e ().
Giv.il Servants anU Electlops, in Cotu. of Sup., 664 (ii).
Qlork of Crown in Chaneery, on M. (Mr. Mils) te ref.

Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 335; (Arnt.
to Amt.) 386; (explanation) 338; Amt. to Amt.
neg. (Y. 74, N. 104) 358 (i).

-increase of salary, in Com. of Sup', 601 (i),
1160 (ii).

Colonial and Ind. Exhibition, in Com. of Sap., 1168 (ii)
County Court Judges, in Com. of Sup., 655 (ií).
Criminal Statistics, in Com. of SUP., 718 (ii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Car . of Sup., 613 (i), 1237 (ii).
Disellowance of Man. Ry. Chartemr, an M. for Com. on

Res., 579 (i).
Dom. Elections Act A.mt. B. 46 (Mr, Édgar) dh M.

for 20, 541 (i); in Com., 886 (ii).
- - Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 718 (ii).
Drill Instruction, in Com. of Sup., 753 (ii).
Dunn, J. R,, on Counsel's Argument, 627 (ii).
-4-- on examinatiQn, 624, 33 (ii).

Finançial Commissioner, Eng., in Coin. of Sup., 596 (i).
FMsh and Fish Oil, refund of Duties-, in Com. of Sup.,

1191 (ii).
Fisheries, Deptl. Rop., distribution of (remarks) 781,

805 (il).
- Hatcheries, in Com. of Sup, 109 (il).

-Prbtection Steamers, &c., iu Com. of Sap.,

1.81 (ii).
Franchise Act, Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii)
Gov. Genl.'s Warrants, 1873 to 1876, on M. for Rot.,

267, 282 (i).
Harbors and Rivere, in Com. UfSup., 918, 1246 (ii).
Blouse of Commons, salaries, in Com. of Sup., 1164 (ii).
Imperial Trusts Co. B. 15 (Mr. Denison) on M. for 8°,

638 (il).
Inland Revenue Dept., in Com.of Sup., 613 (i), 1163 (ii).
I. C. R. Di&criminating Freight Rates, in Com. of Sup.;

176 (ii).
Passes to Members (remarks) 524 (i).
Rolling Sstock, in Com. of Sap., 828 (ii).
St Charles Branch, in Com of Sup.., 1 176 (ii).

Iiquers, ConveyarEpe 'n board H. M.'s Ships B. 122
(Mr. Foster) on M. for 20, 814 (ii).

Lobster Fishecry in N.S, on M. for copies of Cor., 316 (i).
M. A. Starn, in Com. of Sup., 991 (i).
Northern Light and P. E. I. winter communicatiôn

(Ques.) 206 ; on M. for Ret., 533 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 1247 (l).

Oranges and Lemons, conc. in Ways and Means, 461 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry. Branch, 1.0.R., B. 77

(Mr. Pope) on M. for 2°, 646 (ii).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 958 (i).
Penitentia-ry Aut Aint. B. 65 (Mr. Th:ompson) in Com.,

642 (ii).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 660 (ii).

xii



INDEX.
Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.

Photographie Dry Plates, conc. in Ways and Means,
450 (i).

Postmaster Genl.'s Dept., in Cor. of Sup., 614 (i).
Printing Committee's Reps., on M. to conc. in 3rd and

4th Reps., 951 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kenny) re Official Rep. of

Debates 785 (ii).
Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sup., 601 (i),

1160 (ii).
Procedure in Criminal Cases Act Amt. B. 19 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 644 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. (Mr. Thonpson) to

allow J. R. Dunn Counsel, 616, 622 (ii).
on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to conc-. in Rep. of

Corn. on Privileges and Elections, 677; (Amt) 685 ;
(explanation) 692; Amt. neg. (Y. 85, N. 104)
702 (ii).

Revising Barristers Claims (M. for Ret.*) 803 (ii).
-- Clerks salaries (remarks) 371 (ii).

Rolling Stock, C.P.R. (B.C.) Valuation, on M. for
Com. of Sup., 1040 (ii).

I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 828 (ii).
Savings Banks, country, in Com. of Sap., 592 (i).
Senate Representation for N. W.T. B. 17 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) on M. for 20, 202 (i).
Sessional Papers, Indexing of (remarks) 1074 (ii).
Subsidy to P.E.I. B. 139 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.

on Res. 814 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of/Justice (County Courts, N.B.) 655 (ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Griminal Statistics) 718

(Colonial Exhibition) 1168 ; (Dom. Exhibition) 718; (Imperial
Institute) 729 (ii).

Charges of Management (Asst. Receiver Gen., Halifax) 591;
(Country Savings Banks, N.B., N.S., &c.) 592 ; (Financial
Commissioner in Eng.) 596 (i).

Civil Govt. (Customs) 613 (i), 1237 (ii) ; (Inland Revenue)
613 (i), 1163 (ii); (Postmaster Genl.'s Dept.) 614 ; (Privy
Council) 601 (i), 1160 (ii).

Fisheries (Protection Steamers, &c.) 1081; (Salaries, &c.) 1069.
(i).

Indians (N.W.T.) 1104 (ii).
Legislation : House of Commons (Salaries, &c.) 664, 1164.

Franchise Act (Expenses) 1165(ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Agencies, &c.) 1062 (i).
Mail Subsidies, j·c. (France and Quebec) 986, 1058; (Halifax

and Murray Harbor, P.E.I.) 991 (ii).
Militia (contingancies, &c.) 753 (ii).
Aiscellaneous (Fish and Fish Oit, Refund of Duties) 1191

(Royal Society's Proceedings) 1248 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Northern Light) 1247; (Winter Ser-

vice, P.E.I.) 1058 (ii).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 660 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (B.C.) 978. Dredging, 981.

Harbors and Rivers (Cape Tormentine Harbor) 918; (N.S.)
1246 (ii).

Railways-Capital: I.C.R. (Halifax Extension) 776; (Rolling
Stodk) 828; (St. Charles Branch) 1176 (ii).

Supplies to Str. Lansdowne, in Com. of Sup., 1062 (ii).
Suprerne and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.

Thompson) on M. for 2°, 811; in Com., 873, 876 (ii).

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Trade and Commerce, Dept. of, B. 7 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 868, 872 (ii).
Transport of Volunteers to Rifle Matches, in Com. of

Sup., 753 (ii).
Ventilation of House of Commons, on M. for Cor., 788.
Vote on M. to allow J. R. Dann Counsel, re Queen's

Election, 624 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 449, 450, 461 (i)
Winter Service, P.E.I., and Northern Light, on M. for

Ret., 533 (i).

Davin, Mr. N. F., West Assiniboia.
Agricultural Machines, conc. in Ways and Means, 486.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 235 (i).
C. P. R., Town Site of Regina, &c., amounts realised (M.

for Ret.*) 803 (ii).
Creighton, Mr. J., Indian Agent at Saugeen, on M. for

Rot., 314 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Ami. (B. 3, 1°) 19 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on

M. for Com., 890; in Com., 897; on M. to conc. in
Amts., 1012; (personal explanation) re paragraph in
newspaper, 1015 (ii).

Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for
Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 41 (i).

Experimental Farms in N.W.T. (Ques.) 16 (i).
Homo Rule for Ireland, on -Res. (Mr. Curran) 99,

103-108; (Ami.) 126 ; neg. (Y. 60, N. 128) 137 (i).
Mounted Police Pensions (Ques.) 16 (i).
Newspapers, partly Printed, cone. in Ways and Means,

448 (i).
N. W. T. Act A mt. B. 127 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

809 (ii).
- Council B. 163 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M.

for 1°, 1076 ; (personal explanation) re remarks of
Mr. Mills, 1273 (il).

Local Govt. (B. 2, 1®) 13 (i).
Real Property Act Amt. (B. 8, 10) 20 (i).

Order, Ques. of, misquoting statement from nowspaper,
1014 (ii).

Paper, News, in Com. on Ways and Means, 521 (i).
Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 174 (i).
Regina and Wood Mountain Ry. Co.'s (B. 37, 1°*)

190 (i).
Scrip for services in iRebellion, outside Militia (M. for

Ret.) 16 (i).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. in N.W.T. B. 164 (Mr. White,

Cardwell) in Con. on Res, 1119 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Public Works8-Income: Buildings (N.W.T.) 1215 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 448, 449, 486 (i).
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Dawson, Mr. S. J., Algoma.
Chippowa Indians, Arrears due, on M. for Ret., 382 (i).
Disallowanoe of Man. Ry. Charters on M. for Com. on

Res., 567 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 115 (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) in Com., 886 (ii).
Elm Logs, Export Duty, in Com. on B. 107, 1151 (ii).
Exporimental Farmas, in Com. of Sup., 721 (ii)
Fish Licenses, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
Geographical nomenclature in Reps. (M. for Rot.)

801 (ii).
Geological Surveys west of Port Arthur (M. for Rot.)

213 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1093 (ii).
- under Robinson Treaty, Claims (Ques.) 1199.
Licenses and Crown Titles and Settlers Claims (M. for

Ret.*) 803 (ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, &c., in Com. of Sap., 916 (ii).
Returning Officer for Algoma, in Com. of Sup.,

1240 (ii).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com of Sap., 830 (ii).
Shingle Bolte, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 511 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture an I Statistics (Experimental Farms) 721 (ii).
Can-l&-Capital: Sault Ste. Marie (construction) 830 (ii).

Fisheries (Salaries, &c.) 1070 (ii).

Indiana (Annuities, Robinson Treaty) 1093 (ii).
Lepgilation: Elections, 1210) (ii).
Publie Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Port Arthur

Harbor) 916 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tarif, 511 (i).

Davis, Mr. D. W., Alberta.
Chinook Belt and Peace River Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.

34, 10*) 153 (i).
Unparliamentary Language (remai ks) 705 (i).

Denison, Mr. F. C., West Toronto.
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 763 (i).
Freehold Loan and Savings Co.'s (B. 7t, 1°*) 359 (i).
Imperial Trusts Co. of Canada, incorp. (B. 15, 1°¥) 7

(i); in Com., 637 (ii).
Military Branch and District Staff, in Com. of Sup.,

748 (ii).
Order, Ques. of, relevancy of deb., 997 (ii).
Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services, on M. for Rot.,

367 (i).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 755 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Xilitia (Drill Sheds, &c.,)'761; (Military College) 765; (Militar
Branch and District Staff) 748 (ii).

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) on
M. for 24, 1153 (ii).

De St. Georges, Mr. J. E. A., Portneuf.
Franchise, Electoral, Act, Repeal of (Ques.) 205 (i).

Desjardins, Mr. A., Rochelaga.
Jacques Cartier Union Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on

Res. (Mr. Pope) 1261 (ii).
Printing Committee's Rep. (M.) to conc., 1156 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1261 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Indian-(Agnuities, Robinson Treaty) 1094 (il).

Unparliamentary Language, protest against,. 703 (ii).

Dessaint, Mr. A., Kamouraska.
Bélanger, P., and Caron, G., dismissal (Ques.) 1003 (ii),

Cap St. Ignace Station-house (M. for Rot.) 103 (i).
Dionne, Joseph, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 321 (i).
Hébert, lubert, balance due as Retising Officer (Ques.)

258 (i).
Kamouraska Wharf (Ques.) 101 ; (M. for Rot.*) 110;

damages by Ice (Ques.) 526 (i).
Postmaster of Alexandre, complaint (Ques.) 526 (i).

Revising Officer's account re Kamouraska Election (M.
for Ret.*) 318 (i).

Ste. Anne de la Pocatière Wharf, repairs (Ques.) 1003.

Doyon, Mr. C., Laprairie.
Caughnawaga Indian Lands, Indemnity by C. P. R.

Co. (Ques.) 1199 (ii).
- Survey (Ques.) 1006 (i).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Com.'s (explanation)
Vote on div., 299 (i).

Giasson, Napoléon, dismissal of (Ques.) 364; (M. for
Çor.) 377 (i).

S-UPPLY ;

indian8 (N. W. T.) 1105 (ii).

Dupont, Mr. F., Bagot.
Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9

for 20, 290 (i).
(Mr. Edgar) on M.

Edgar, Mr. J. D., West Ontario.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on

MI. for 2°, 194, 197 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery, increase of salary, in

Com. of Sup., 606 (i).
Commercial Treaties, papers, &c., respecting (Ques.)

143, 151 (i).
Copyright, British works, reprints (Ques.) 15; M. for

Stmnt. of sums collected, 22 (i).
Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. 126 (Mr.

Thompson) on M. to introd., 708 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. (B. 46, 1°) 204; 2° m, 539 (i).
Franchise, Eleoctoral, Act Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Thomp.

son) on M. to introd., 589 (i).
Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s B. 165

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1030 (ii).
Imperial Federation, Instructions to Can. Represen-

tatives atCol. Conference (M. for Rot.) 219 (i).
Insolvent Debtors Discharge (B. 9, 10*) 44; on Order

for 29, 272 ; 2° m., 292 (i).
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Edgar, Mr. J. D.-Continued.

Interest, payments by Crown B. 137 (i); (remarks)
on wthdrl. of B., 1121 (ii).

Kit Allowance to Volunteers (Ques.) 371 (i); (re-
marks) on M. for Com. of Sup., 717 (ii).

North-West Council B. 163 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on
M. for 1°, 1076 (ii).

Pacifie Mail Service (Ques.) 278 (i).
Postmaster, Pickering, Ont. (Ques.) 277 (i).
Private Bills, Rules respecting, on M. to cono. in Rep.

of Sp. Com., 1116 (i).
Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sup., 606 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections,
167-170 (i).

- - on Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections
(remarks) 319 (i).

- - on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow J. R. Dunn

Counsel, 617; (Amt.) 618; neg. (Y. 43, N. 119)
623 (ii).

Queen's Own Royal Grenadiers, Kit Money (Ques.)
371 (i).

Ry. (Govt.) Act Amt. B. 6 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 20, 192.
Ry. Act Amt. B. 47 (Mr. Pope) on M. to conc. in

Sen. Amts., 1031 (ii).

Statutes, Publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1122 (ii).
Steamboat Inspection, in Con. of Sup., 1068 (ii).

Subsidies (Land) to Rys. in N.W.T. B. 164 (Ur.

White, Cardwell) in Com. on Res., 1117 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Privy Council) 606 (i).
Collection of Revenua: Public Works (&gent, &c., B. 0.) 1114.
Steamboat Inspection (Expenses) 1068 (ii).

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) on

M. for 2°, 1075 (ii).
Weighers, Licensing of, B. 136 (Ur. Costigan) in Com.,

1121 (ii).

Edwards, Mr. W. C., Russell.
Elm Logs, Export Duty, in Cam. on B. 107, 1204 (ii).
Examining Warehouse in Ottawa (Ques.) 45 (i).

Home Rule for Ireland, reasons given for not voting,
126, 141 (i).

Rideau River Floods (Ques.) 14 (i).

Eisenhauer, Mr. J. D., Lunenburg.
Fishery Protection Steamers, &o., in Com. of Sup.,
1084 (ii).

Fishing Bounty, in Com. of Sup., 1072 (ii).

Lunenburg, site for public building (Ques.) 154 (1).
-- amount paid (Ques.) 1003 (ii).

grant for sane (Ques.) 1004 (ii).
N. S. Central Ry. Subsidy (M. for Cor.) 214 (i).

-in Com. on Res. (Mr. Pope) 1263 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Fsheries (Protection, Steamers, &c.) 1084; (Salaries, &c.)
1072 (il).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &c.) 1058 (ii).
Publie Worhe-Incorne : Buildings (N. B.) 919. Dredging, 981.

Harborn and Rivers (P.E.I.) 979 (il).

Ellis, Mr. J. V., St. John, NB.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardw0U) in

corn., 228 (i).
Batteries, Schools, &c., in Con. of Sup., 759 (ii).
Bell-buoy for St. John Harbor (Ques.) 257 (i).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1178 (ii).
Civil Servants and Elections, in Com. of Sup., 666 (ii).
Colonial and Ind. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1168 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 3°, 1212 (ii).
Debt, Public, in deb. on Ways and Means, 476 (i).
Fisheries Protection, Instruction to Masters (M. for

copies) 221 (i).
Protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 1085 (ii).

--- Vessels boarded, &c., by Offlcers in Protection
Service (M. for Ret.) 220 (i).

-- Bounty, in Com. of Sup., 1072 (ii).

Flagstones, cone. in Ways and Means, 433 (i).
I.0.R., Grain shipments (M. for Ret.) 380 (i).

- Rolling stock, in Com. of Sap., 825 (ii).
St. John, accommodation, in Com. of Sup.,

1173 (ii).
Iron Industries, in Com. on B. 107, 1212 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to ref.

Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 173 (i).
---- on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M. to conc. in Rep.

of Com. on Privileges and iElections, 687 (ii).
Paper Hangings, in Com. on Ways and Means, 517 (i).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 660 (ii).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1123 (ii).
Sugar, in deb. on Ways and Means, 465 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statiaties, 1168 (ii).
Fisheries (Protection Steamers, &c.) 1085; (salaries, &oc)

1072 (ii).
Legislation : fouse of Commons (salaries, &c.) 66 (i).
Mail Subsidies, 4c. (France and Quebec) 986; (St. John and

Basin of Minas) 1185 (ii).
Militia (Permanent Corps) 759 (ii).
Penitentiaries (B. 0.) 660 (1i).
Public Works-Income : Harbors and Rivers (N. B.) 979 (11).
Railways- Capital:I. .0. R. (accommodation at St. John) 1173;

(Rolling Stock) 825. P. E. 1. Ry., 1178 (ii).
Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com., 1153 (ii).
Wall Paper, cone. in Ways and Means, 514 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 433, 440, 465 (ii).
Winter port of C. P. R. (remarks) en M. for Com. of

Sup., 969 (ii).
Woollen Fabrics, cone. in Ways and Means, 440 (î).

Ferguson, Mr. C. F., North Leeds and Grenville.
Clerk of Crown in Chancery, increase of salary, in

Com. of Sup., 605 (i).
Lavell, William A., Relief (B. 155) 10 on a div., 1028 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agricukute and Statitics (Experimental Farms) 728 (Ql).
Civil Govt. tPriry Council) 605 (i).
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Ferguson, Mr. J., Welland,

Fertilisers, artificial, conc. in Ways and Means, 455 (i).
Welland Canal Bridge, on M. for Rot., 295 (i).
Ways and lMeans-The Tariff, 455, 456.

Fiset, Mr. J. B. R., Rimousi.
Blanche River, completion of Wharf (Ques.) 205 (i).
Chouinard, D., payment of Award of Arbitrators

(Ques.) 1006 (ii).
Customs Officer at St. Germain de Rimouski (Ques.)

278, 321 (i).

Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for Clerk
of Crown to produce papers, 31 (i).

Father Point, Harbor of Refuge (Ques.) 144 (i).
Fishing Leases in River Matane (Ques.) 526 (i).
I. C. R., Notre Dame du Sacré Cour station (Ques.)

1002 (ii).
Laberge, A,, enquiry against (M. for Ret.) 376;

(Ques.) 1003 (ii)
Matane Wharf repairs (Ques.) 205 (i).
N. W. Reblclion Losses, Claims (Ques.) 543 (i).
Point du Père Breakwater, construction (M. for Ret.*)

803 (ii)
Rimouski River Improvements (Ques.) 205 (i).
Ste. Cocile du Bic Wharf (Ques.) 526 (i).
St. Jérôme de Matane Wharf, amount expended (M.

for Stmnt.) 788 (ii).

Fisher, Mr. S. A., Brome.
Business of the House, on M. to take in Wednesdays

953 (ii).
Butter Substitutes (Ques.) 101 (i).
- - Importation of, &c. (Qaes.) 205 (i).
Debt, Public, and recent Elections, in Deb. on Ways and

Means, 479 (i).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Com.'s (prop. M.)

to rescind order of Standing Com., 298 ; neg. (Y. 66
N. 109) 299 (i).

Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sap., 720,722, 982 (ii).
Order, Ques. of, re Amt. to Res. on Prohibition, 851 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on postponement of

Order, 788 (ii).
-- (Amt. to Amt.) 949; agreed to (Y. 91, N. 86)

950 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Lir. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 188 (i).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 514 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Experimental Farms) 720,
727 (ii).

Publie Works-Income (Experimental Farms) 982 (ii).
Quarantine, 744 (i).

Vote on allowing J. R. Dunn Counsel, re Queen's
Election, 624 (ii),

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 479 (i).

Flynn, Mr. E. P., Richmond, I. S.
Fisheries, Bounty, distribution of (Ques.) 257 (i).

Protection Steamers, &c., in Com. of Sup.,
1083 (ii).

Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Ourran) 56-58 (i).
L'Ardoise Breakwater, Surveys, &o. (M. for Rot.)

789 (ii).
Lobster Fishery in N.S. (M. for copies of Cor.) 316 (i).
N.S. Better Terms., on M. for Cor., 216 (i).
Post Ofice and Customr louse at Arichat (K. for Cor.)

790 (ii).
Ry. construction in Cape Breton (M. for Rat.) 790 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (Protection Steamers, &c.) 1083 (i).

Foster, Hon. G. E., King's, .. B.
Barrington Harbor, N.S, Tender for Lightship (Ans.)

383 (i).
Bell-buoy for St. John Harbor (Ans.) 257 (1).
Black Cod Banks, B.C., iRep. on Expedition (Ans.)

527 (i).
British subjects in Behring's Sea, protection (Ans.)

45 (i).
Bolduc, Capt. L., dismissal (Ans.) 525 (i).
Dalton, Wm., services on Lightship (Ans.) 1200;

(remarks) 1249 (ii).
Debt, Public, in Deb. on Ways and Means, 474 (i).
Dipper Harbor Lighthouse, construction (Ans.) 785 (i).
Fisheries, Bounty, distribution of (Ans.) 257 (i).

Bounties in Vic., NS., applicants for (Ans.)
371 (i).

Deep Sea Explorations in B.Q. (Ans.) 102 ; in
Com. of Sup., 1186 (ii).

Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1237 (ii).
Deptl. Rep. (presented) 707; (remarks) 805 (ii).
Fry, distribution of, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
loop Nets on Rv. St. Lawrence (Ans.) 101 (i).
Leases in River Matane (Ans.) 526 (i).
Licenses in East and West Lakes, Prince Ed-

ward Co. (Ans.) 322 (i).
Licenses in Lake Erie (Ans.) 1199 (ii).

--- Licenses in P.E.I. (Ans.) 1001 (ii).
Papers, &c., re negotiations (Ans.) 21, 112, 141,

238 (i).
- Protection, Instructions to Commanders (Ans.)

21; on M. for copies, 221 (i); (Ans.) 1002 (ii).
Protection Steamers, &c., in Cam. of Sup.,

1087 (ii).

-- Vessels boarded, &c., by Officers in Protection
Service, on M. for Rot., 221 (i).

Fish Trap at Tignish, P.E.I., on M. for Cor., 789 (ii).
Fog Alarm and Lighthouse, Murr Ledges (Ans.)

205 (i).
Govt. Officials in Northumberland, N B., removal of

(Ans.) 321 (i).
Govt. Steamers, in Con. of Sup., 1057 (ii).
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Foster, Hon. G. E.-Continued.
Gov. Genl.'s Warrants, 1b73 to 1886, on M. for Rot.,

281 (i).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 1189 (ii).
Juan de Fuca Straits, Lighthouse at (Ans.) 102 (i).
Kingston General and St. Catharines Marine Hopital

(Ans.) 668 (ii).
Life-saving Station on Vancouver Island (Ans.) 45 (i).
Lighthouses, Maintenance, in Com. of Sup., 1065 (ii).
Liquors, Conveyance of, on board H. M.'s ships (B.

122, 1°) 638; 2°m, 814 (ii).
Lizzie Lindsay and Fishery Protection (Ans.) 526 (i).
Lobster Fishery in N. S., on M. for Cor., 317 ().
Marine, Deptl. Rop. (presented) 13 (i).
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 1068 (ii).
Miminegash Range Light keeper (Ans.) 372 (i),

1004 (ii).
Montreal -Harbor Commissioners (B. 92, 10) 442 (i).
Northern Light and Winter communication with P.E.I.

(Ans.) 206, 532 (i).
Port La Tour Harbor Light (Ans.) 785 (ii).
Port San Juan Harbor of Refuge (Ans.) 102 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Jamieson) 858 (ii).
Quebec River Police, appointment of (Ans.) 543 (i).
Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 181 (i).
Richelieu River Buoys, Contract award (Ans.) 321 (i).
Roy, Honoré, suspension (Ans.) 143 (i).
Sawdust in Rivers and Streams (Ans.) 257 (i).
Schooner owned by R. Lindsay and Fishery Protection

(Ans.) 527 (i).
Seizure of British Vessels in Behring's Sea (Ans.) 21 (i).
Shipping News and Telegraph Service (Ans.) 312 (i).
Sick and Distressed Mariners Act Amt. (B. 76,1') 360

(i) ; 2°, 643 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys, B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Comi,

1266 (ii).
Supplies to Str. Lansdowne, in Com. of Sup., 1062 (ii).
SUPPLY.

Civil Government (Fisheries) 1237 (i).
Fisries (Explorations in B. C., deep Sea) 1186; (Protection

Steamers, &c.) 1087; (Salaries, &c.) 1069 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Agencies, &c.) 1062; (completion

and construction) 1067; (Guinane, Mrs., gratuity) 1186;
(Maintenance and Repairs) 1065 ; (salaries, &c.) 1058 (ü).

Mail Subsidies (St. John and Basin of Minas) 1185 (ii).
Marine Bospitals, 1068 (ii).
fiecellaneous (Hudson Bay Expedition) 1189 (ii).

Ocean and River Service (Govt. steamers) 1057; (MePherson,
W. M., Refund) 1185; (Winter Service, P.E.I.) 1058 (i).

Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.S.) 920 (ii).
Scientiîc Institutions (Observatories, &c.) 1068 (ii).
Steamboat Inspection (expenses) 1068 (i).
Unprovided Item, 1199 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 474-476 (i).
West Head Harbor Light (Ans.) 786 (ii).
Winter Service, P. E.. , and Northern Light, on M. for

Ret., 532 (i).
3

Freeman, Mr. J. N., Queen's, 1.S.
Coal, conc. in Ways and Means, 509 (i).
Debt, Public (Ques.) in Deb. on Ways and Means,

484 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 2°, 542 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 112 (i).
I.C.R., Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sup., 827 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res.(Kr.

Jamieeon), 846-849, 944 (ii).
Queen's, N. B., Election, on M. (Mr. Thompson) to

allow J. B. Dunn Connsel, 619 (ii).
-- on Amt. (Mr. Daviea) to M. to conc. in Rep.

of Com. on Privileges and Elections, 696 (il).
SUPPLY:

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Agencies) 1064 (ii).
Railways-Capital.1I.0.R. (Rolling Stock) 827 (i).

Supplies to Str. Lansdowne, in Com. of Sup., 1064 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 509 (i).

0

Gauthier, Mr. J., L'Assomption.
C.P.R. Laurentides Branch Lines, Tariff Rates (Ques.)

525 (i).
Electoral Lists for L'Assomption (Ques.) 525 (i).
Revising Officer at L'Assomption (Ques.) 1004 (ii).

Gigault, Mr. G. A., Rouville.
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 728 (il).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Ourran) 121;

(explanation) 138 ().
North Shore Railroad, Purebase (M. for Ret.) 209 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts,Agriculture and Statistics (Experimental Farmia) 728(ii).

Gillmor, Mr. A. H., Charlotte.
Canadian Horses in U.S., prohibiting (Ques.) 1004 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Committee on Privi.
leges and Elections, 339 (i).

Fog Alarm and Lighthouse, Murr Ledges (Ques.) 205(i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1184 (ii).
Lighthouse Keepers, in Com. of Sup., 1060.
Port la Tour Harbor Light (Ques.) 785 (ii).
Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M. to

conc. in Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections,
701 (ii).

Shirts, Cotton or Linen, cono. in Ways and Means,
452 (i).

Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1124 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &c.) 1060 (ii).
Public Works--Incom: Buildings (P. E. I.) 924. Harbors ad

Rivers, 1184 (ii).

Ways and Keas-The Tariff, 452 (i).
West Head Uarbor Light (QuOe.) 786 (ii).
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Girouard, Mr. D., Jacques Cartier.
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquois, on prop. Res (Mr.

Jamieson) 845; (Amt.) 846; neg. (Y. 47, N. 136) 948.
(ii).

Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt (Mr. Thompson) to ref.
Rot. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 187 (i).

- on Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections
(remarks) 369 (i).

- on Res. summoning John R. Dunn to Bar of
House, 383 (i).

-- on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow J. R. Dann Coun-
sel, 620 (ii)

-- on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M. to conc. in Rep. of
Com. on Privileges and Elections, 688-690 (ii).

Unparliamentary Language (remarks) 705 (ii).

Gordon, Mr. D. W., Vancouver Island.
Chinese Immigration (M. for Ret.*) 110 (i).

-- amount collected, in Com. of Sup., 1134 (ii).
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. Co.'s lands on Vancouver

Island (M. for Ret.*) 110 (i).
Fisheries of B. C., deep Sea (Ques.) 102 (i).
Juan de Fuca Straits, Lighthouse at (Ques.) 102 (i).
Port San Juan, Harbor of Refuge (Ques.) 102 (i).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenue8 (Customs) 1134 (ii).
Indians (B.C.) 1098 (ii).

Telegraph Signal Service in B.C.(Ques.) 102 (i).
Yukon River Exploration (Ques.) 102 (i).

Grandbois, Mr. P. E., Témiscouata.
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Com.'s, attention of

Speaker called to member not voting, 299 (i).
Quebec and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s (B. 87, 1°*) 413 (i).
Quebec Ry. and Bridge Co.'s (B. 90, 1°*) 441 (i).
Témiscouata Ry. Co.'s (B. 81, lo*) 383 (i).

Guay, Mr. P. M., Lévis,
Customs Fraude, Whiskey vs. Vinegar (Ques.) 102 (i).
Ferry boats between Quebec and Lévis, &c. (Ques.)

258 (i).
1. C. R., St. Charles Branch Ry., Claims for Expropria-

tion of Land (M. for Ret.*) 803 (ii).
Leather and Raw ilides Inspector (Ques.) 258 (i).
L'Evecque, Areène, dismissal of (Ques.) 1200 (ii).
Mail Contracts in Lévis County (Ques.) 45 (i).
P.O. Inspector for Quebec, appointmen t (Ques.) 383 (i).
Quebec Central Ry. Co.'s Sabsidy (Ques.) 257 (i).
Revising Officer for Montmorency (Ques.) 45 (i).
St. Charles and St. Joseph de Lévis, Station-house

(Ques.) 101 (i).
St. Charles Branch Ry. Land Claims, in Com. of Sup.,

829 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Railways-Capital. I.C.R. (construction) 829 (ii).

Whiskey, unlawful Manufacture (Ques.) 20 (i).

Guillet, Mr. G., West Northumberland.
Cobourg, Blairton and Marmora Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.

103, 10*) 515; 20, 601 (i).
Dunn, J.R., examination, 631 (ii).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 511 (i).
Paper Manufactures, in Com. on Ways and Means,

518 (i).
Ways and Meas-The Tariff, 511, 518.

Haggart, Mr. J. G., South Lanark.
Concurrence, 1269 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., before Bar of House (remarks) on Ques.

of Order, 618 (ii).
Manitoba South-Western Colonisation Ry. Co.'s (B.

133, 10*) 782 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Canala-Income (Swing Bridge, Smith's Falls) conc. 1269 (ii).

Hall, Mr. R. N., Sherbrooke.
Alberta and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 59, 1°*)

300 (i).
Freehold Loan and Savings Co.'s Act Amt.(B. 156,1°*)

1028 (ii).
Manufacturers Life and Accident Co.'s B. 125 (Mr.

Small) in Com., 539 (i)
Pension Fund Societies incorp. (B. 52, 1°*) 277; in

Com., 1152 (ii).
Private Bills, reception of Reps. from Com. (M. to

extend time) 515 (i).
Public Bills, Rules respecting (M. for Sp. Com. to define

practice) 668 (i).
South-Eastern Ry. Co.'s (B. 58, 10*) 300;; 2° m., 369 (i).

Hesson, Mr. S. R., North Perth.
Agriculture and Colonisation Com., on M. to increase

quorum, 154 (i).
Arms in the N. W. T. (Ques.) 1199 (ii).
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 228, 231 (i).
Canadian Power Co.'s incorp. (B. 104, 1°*) 515 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 3°, 1201 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., examination, 627, 629 (ii).
Elm Logs, Export Duty, in Com. on B. 107, 1201 (i).
Floods in St. Lawrence (Ques.) 277 (i).
Fertilisers, artificial, conc. in W ays and Means, 460 (i).
Gas Moters, conc. in Ways and Means, 446 (i).
Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 2°, 290 (i).
Salt, cone. in Ways and Means, 437 (i).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 511 (i).
SURPLY :

Public Works-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 1243 (ii).
Quarantine, 745 (ii).

Vote on allowing Counsel for J. R. Dunn re Queen's
Election, 624 (ii).

Vote on Disallowance, on Mr. Mitchell's explanation,
588 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 437, 446,460, 511, 512 (i).
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Hickey, Mr. C. E., Dundas.
Butter, Daty and Inspection (Ques.) 154 (i).
Cornwall Floods, in Com. of Sup., 1190 (ii).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 358 (i).
Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services, on M. for Rot.,

366 (i).
Ways and ilïeans-The Tariff, 964 (ii).

Holton, Mr. E., Chateauguay.
Beauharnois P. O. Investigation (Ques.) 786 (ii).
Bergin, Surgeon-Gen., services (Ques.) 1003 (ii).
British American Bank Note Co.'s Contract (Ques.)

142 (i).
Customs Fines and Seizures, in Com. of Sup., 1135 (ii).
-- Laws Amt. (Ques.) 277 (1).
Indian and Colonial Exhibition and Geological Officers

(Ques.) 526 (i).
Painting, &c., Publie Buildings, Ottawa, amounts paid

(M. for Stmnt.) 144 (i).
Registered Letters, Loss ut Beauharnois P. O. (Ques.)

669 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 1135 (ii).

War Claims paid and rejected (Ques.) 1003 (ii).

Hudspeth, Mr. A., South Victoria.
Midland Ry. Co. of Canada (B. 75, 1°*) 360 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M. conc.

in Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections, 701 (ii).

Innes, Mr. J., -South Wellington.
Examining Warchouse in Ottawa (Ques.) 45 (i),
Franchise Act, cost of Voters' Lists (M. for

wthdn., 15 (i).
Guelh Junction Ry. Co.'s (B. 118, 1°*) 638 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Pensions (Militia, &c.) 747 (ii).

Rat.)

Ives, Mr. W. B., Richmond and Wolfe.
Business of the louse, on M. to take in Wednesdays,

953 (ii).
Banff National Park B. 16 (MIr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 242 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 46 (Mir. Edgar) on M.

for 24, 542 (1).

Dunn, J. R., examination, 634 (ii).
Iîdection Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 27 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Thompson) on M. to

introd. 590 (i).
Hereford Branch Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 105, 1°*) 515 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 128 (i).
Order (Ques. of) motives impnted, 1007 (ii).
Riddell, Fanny Margaret, Relief B. 145 (Mr. Tupper)

2° m., 926 (ii).

Jamieson, Mr. J., North Lanark.
Can. Temp. Act, 187, Amt. (B. 40, 10) 190 (i).
Order Ques. of, re Amt. (Mr. Cargill) to Res. on

Prohibition, 851 (ii).

Jamieson, Mr. J.-Continued.
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, Order for prop.

Res. postponed, 788; Res., 840-845; on Amt. (Mr.
Cargill) 946; Res. neg. (Y. 79, N. 112) 950 (ii).

Joncas, Mr. L. Z., Gaspé.
Lizzie Lindsay and Fishery Protection (Ques.) 526 (i).

Jones, Hon. A. G., Halifax.
Ammunition, Clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 752 (ii).
Annapolis Fort, purchase of Military Lands (M. for

Cor.) 379 (i).
Banff National Paîk B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 232 (i).
Bartiett's work on Coal and Iron, in Com. of Sup., 1247.
British Gum, conc. in Ways and Means, 445 (i).
Civil Service Officials and Elections, in Com. of Sup.,

660, 663, 666 (ii).
Concurrence, 126S (ii).
County Court Judges, in Con. of Sap., 654 (ii).
Criminal Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 718 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com,,

1144, 1146; on M. for 30, 1207 (ii).
(justoms Detectives, in Com.of Sup., 1130 (ii).
Debt of Can., in deb. on Ways and Means, 467, 472 (i).
Digby, N. S., represontation of (M. to issue Writ)

1074 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 115 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 885 (ii).
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 764 (ii).
Eloction Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 26 (i).
Experimental Farmis, in Com. of Sup., 722 (ii).
Fishories Protection, additional Cruisers (Ques.) 382

in Com. of Sup., 1084 (ii).
--- Bounty, in Com. of Sup., 1073 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Thomp.

son) on M. for 2°, 1223 (ii).
Franchise Act Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 1165 (ii).
Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s B. 165

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1030 (ii).
Garrison Mr., appointment as Surveyor of Castoms,

Halifax, in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
Halifax and West Indies Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup4 ,

991, 996, 999 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1246 (i).
High Commissioner's Taxes, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

652 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Reg. (Mr. Curran) 71 (i).
Imperial Institute, in Com. of Sup., 729 (ii).
Insolvent Debtor s B. 9 (Ur. Edgar) on MI. for 20, 384 (i).
I. C. R., Capital Expenditure, 1873 to 1886 (M. for

Stmnt.*) 110 (i).
Branch Lines, in Com. of Sap., 1241 (ii).
Grain Shipments, on M. for Ret., 38 (i).
Halifax Extension, in Com. of Sap., 768, 777,

1174 (i).
-- Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sap., 823, 1177 (ii).
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Jones, Hon. A. G.-Continued.
I.C.R., Supplies furnished by Contract or otherwise

(M. for Ret.) 210 (i).
Iron, bar, rolled, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 499 (i).

- Drawbacks, in deb. on Ways and Means, 467,
472 (i).

Industries, in Com. on B. 107, 1207 (ii).
Joggins Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Pope)

1259 (ii).
Military Branch and District Staff, in Com. of Sup.

750 (ii).
Military Properties, in Com. of Sup., 765 (ii).
Millsdi, Col. (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 1171 (ii).
Montreal Cotton Co.'s Irregularities (remarks) on M.

for Com. on Ways and Means, 959 (ii).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 168

(Sir Charles Tupper), in Com. on Res., 1156 (ii).
Mounted Police, Gratuities, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1186.
N. S. Better Terms (M. for Cor.) 215 (i).
N. S. Central Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Pope) 1264 (il).
--- onM. for Cor. 215 (i).

Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kenny) re Rep. of Official
Debates, 784 (ii).

Oxford and New Glasgow Branch, I. C. R , B.77 (Mr.
Pope) on M. for Com. on Res., 302; on M. for 20,
646 (ii).

Perley, H. F., services, in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
Public Stores B. 20 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 273 (i).
Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services, on M. for

Ret., 367 (i).
Riddell, Fanny M., Relief B. 145 (Mr. Tupper, Pictou)

on M. for 20, 926 (ii).
Rogers' Fish Ladder, in Com. of Sup.,l1069 (ii).
Rolling Stock, C. P. R. (B. C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1049 (ii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 755 (ii).
Salt, conc. in Ways and Means, 439 (i).
Seizure of Vessels in N.S., &c. (M. for Ret.*) 110 (i).
Senate Reprosentation for the N. W. T. B. 17 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20, 203; in Com., 248,
254 (i).

Shirts, Cotton or Linen, conc. in Ways and Means,
450 (i).

Short Line Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1178 (ii).
Shovels and Spades, conc. in Ways and Meaus, 464 (i).
Sick and Distressed Mariners Act Amt. B. 76 (Mr.

Poster) in Com., 644 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in

Com., 1259 (il).
Sugar, in deb. on Ways and Means, 464, 472 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (County Courts, N.B.) 654 (ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Experimental Farms) 722;

(Imperial Institute) 729 (ii).
Canals-Income (St. Peter's) 1180 (ii).
Cimi Govt. (Righ Commissioner's Taxes, &c.) 652 (ii).
Collection of/Revenues (Oustomo) 1130 ; (Post Office) 1136 (ii).

Jones, Hon. A. G.-Continued.
SuprmY-Continued.

Fi.sheries (Protection Steamers) 1084 ; (salaries, &c.) 1069 (il)
Legislation: House ot Gommons (salaries, &c.) 660. Fran-

chise Act (expenses) 1165 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Maintenance and Repairs) 1065;

(ealaries, &c.) 1058 (il).
Mail Sub8idies, 4'c. (Halifax and Murray Harbor, P.E.I.)

991 (ii).
Militia (Ammunition, Clothing, &c.) 752; (Baird, Lieut.-Col ,

gratuity) 1171; (contingencies, &c.) 754; (Drill Sheds and
Rifle Ranges) 764; (Military Branch and District Staff) 750;
(Military College) 755; conc., 1268; (Military Properties)
765 (il).

Miscellaneous (Bartlett's work on Coal, Iron, &c.) 1247 (il).
Mounted Police (Gratuities) 1186 (ii).
Pensions (Militia, &c.) 747 (ii).
Public Works-lncome : Buildings (N.W. T ) 1245; (N.S.) 918;

(Ont.) 1183, 1243; (Que.) 1183. Harbors and Rivers (N.S.)
978, 1246 (il).

Quarantine, 746, 1170 (ii).
Railways-Capital: I.O.R. (Branch Lines) 1241 ; (Halifax Exten-

sion) 766, 777, 1174; (Rolling Stock) 823, 1177. Short Line
Ry., 1178 (il).

Scientific Institutions (Observatories, &c.) 1068 (il).
Trade and Commerce, Dept. of, B. 7 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com., 867 (ii).
Transport of Volunteers to Rifle Matches, in Com. of

Sup., 754 (ii).
Vote to allow J. R. Dann Counsel re Queen's Elec-

tion, 624 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 438, 445, 450, 464, 467,

468, 472, 474, 477, 488, 498, 499 (i).
Weighers, Licensed, B. 136 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

1·, 804; in Com., 1121 (ii).
Western Counties Ry. B. 157 (Sir Charks Tupper) on

M. for 2°, 1127 (ii).
West Indies, Rop. of Commissioner (Ques.) 74, 278 (i).
Windsor and Annapolis Ry. Co. and Ry. Dopt., &c.

(M. for Ret.) 147, 149 (i).
Winter Port of C.P.R. (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 970 (ii).
Yarmouth and Annapolis Ry. B. 157 (Mr. Pope) in

Com. on Res., 1031 (ii).

Kenny, Mr. T. E., Halifax.
Cornr-meal, conc. in Ways and Means, 509 (i).
Customs Appraisers, in Com. of Sup., 1131 (ii).
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 764 (ii).
Eastern Can. Savings and Loan Co.'s incorp. (B. 55,

1*) 300 (i).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mir. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 28 (i).
Halifax and West.Indies Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

991,993,997 (ii).
and West India Steamship Co.'s incorp. (B.

72, 1°*) 359 (i).
Home ]Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 55 (i).
Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 20, 289 (i).
I. 0. R., Grain Shipments, on M. for Ret., 381 (i).

in Com. of Sup., 767, 779, 1241 (ii).
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Kenny, Mr. T. E.-Continued.

Iron Industry, in deb. on Ways and Means, 473 (i).
Londonderry Iron Co 's incorp. (B. 83, 1°*) 413 (i).
Mounted Police Gratuities, in Com. of Sup., 1186 (ii).
Privilege (Ques. of) re Rep. of Official Debs., 784 (i).
Royal Comn. on Rys., in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
Senate Representation for N. W.T. B. 17 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) in Com., 246 (i).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (customs) 1131 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, ec. (Halifax and Murray Harbor, P. E. I.) 991;

(Liverpool, &c., and St. John, &c.) 989 (ii).
Militia (Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges) 764 (ii).
Railways-Capital: I. C. R. (Branch Limes) 1241 ; (Halifax

Extension) 767, 779. Income (Royal Commission on Rys.
1180 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 473, 509 (i).
Windsor and Annapolis -Ry. Co. and Ry. Dept., &c., on

M. for Ret., 149 (i).
Winter Port of C.P.R., on M. for Com. of Sup., 971 (ii)

Kirk, Mr. J. A., Guysboro'.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 231 (i).
Customs Collector at Guysboro' (Ques.) 321 (i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1069 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Sert>ice (completion and construction)

1067 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, ec. (Liverpool, kc., and St. John, &c.) 989 (ii).
Public Works-Income : Buildings (N.S.) 923. Dredging, 981.

Harbors and Rivers (N.S.) 978 (ii).

Lobster and Oyster Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
Lobster Fishery in N.S., on M.for copies of Cor.,317 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., on M. for Com. on Res.,

310; in Com., 312 (i).

Kirkpatrick, Hon. G. A., Frontenac.
Boiler Tubes, con-c. in Ways and Means, 506 (i).
Locomotives, cone. in Ways and Means, 505 (i).
Midland Ry. Co.'s B. 75 (Mr. Hudspeth) on M. for 2',

444 (i).
Kincardine and Teeswater Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt.

B. 26 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. to conc. in Son. Amts.
925 (ii).

(B. 149) 1', 2°* and 3°*, 926 (ii).

Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 63, 1°*) 300 (i).-
Penitentiaries, reorganisation of Salaries, in Com. on

prop. Res., 275 (i).
Waterloo and Memphremagog Ry. Co.'s (B. 100, 10*)

515 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 504, 505 (i).

Labelle, Mr. J. B., Richelieu.
Marine School (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 757 (ii).
Richelieu and Ont. Navigation Co.'s (B. 101, 10*)

515 (i).

v

Labelle, Mr. J. B.-Continued.
Sorel Harbor, Improvement in Management, Provision

(B. 148, 10*) 925 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Militia (Royal Military College) 757 (ii).

Labrosse, Mr. S., Prescott.
Prescott and Russell County Court (remarks) 1077 (ii)
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1259 (ii),
Vaudreuil and Prescott Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on

Res. (Mr. Pope) 1259 (ii).

Landerkin, Mr. G., South Grey.
Cigars and Cigarettes, conc. in Ways and Means,

439 (i).
Civil Servants and Elections, in Com. of Sup., 666 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery, increase of salary, in

Com. of Sup., 612 (i).
Colonisation Co.'s, N.W.T. (Ques.) 1002 (ii).
Creighton, Mr. J., Indian Agent, Saugeen, on M. for

ReL, 314 (i).
Debt, Publie, Interest, in Com. of Sup., 593 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 2°, 542 (i).
Lands Act Amt, B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

on M. to conc. in Amts., 1014 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., before Bar of House (remarks) on Ques.

of Order, 618 (ii).
Fifteen Point, P.E.L, Breakwator (Ques.) 312 (ii).
Fisheries Protection, Instructions (Ques.) 1002 (ii).
Franchise Act, Costs of Voters' Lists (M. for Ret.) 15,

16 (i).
High Commissioner's Taxes, &c., in Com.of Sup., 652 (i).
Homo Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 77-79 (i).
O'Donoghue, M.P., Claim of (remarks) on M. for Com.

of Sup., 1017 (ii).
Post Office at Corinth (Ques.) 320 (i).
Queen's County, N.I., represontation (Ques.) 1002 (ii).
ReturLLg Officors Expcnses (remarks) 669 (ii),
Sawdust in Rivers and Streams (Ques.) 257 (i).
Settlement of N.W.T., encouragement of (Ques.)

1002 (ii).
Solicitor Genl., appointment of, B. 42 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 1', 191 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (High Commissioner's Taxes, &c.) 652 (ài); (Justice)
612 (i).

Charges of Management (Debt, Public, Interest) 593 (i).
Legislation: House of Commons (salaries, &c.) 666 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 977 (ii).

Trade and Commerce, Dept. of, B. 7 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) on M. for ,, 193 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 439 (i).

Landry, Mr. P. A., Kent, A.B.
Civil Servants and Elections, in Com. of Sap., 665 (i).
Cornwall Floods, in Com. of Sup., 1190 (ii).
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on M. for Com. on

Res., 582 (i).
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INDEX.
Landry, Mr. P. A.-Continued.

Dunn, J. R', examination, 636 (ii).
Interest Act Amt. (B. 95, 1°) 443 (i).
Lobster Fishery in N.S., on M. for copies of Cor., 317 (i).
Order, Ques. of (explanation) to Mr. Speaker of Ruling,

1011 (ii).
Penitentiaries, reorganisation of Salaries, in Com. on

Res., 27 5 (i).
Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thoupson) to

ref.'iRet. to Com. on Privileges and Elections,170-173 i
(explanation) 176 (i).

- on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow J. IR. Daunn
Counsel, 623 (i).

Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1124 (ii).

SUPPLY :
Legislation: louse of Commons (salaries, &c.) 665 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Oornwall Floods) 1190 (ii).

Vote on Disallowance, on Mr. Mitchell's explanation,
588 (i).

Langelier, Mr. C., fontnorency.
Gaspé Basin Mail Service (Ques.) 526 (i).
Revising Officer for Montmorency (Ques.) 45 (i).
Ste. Anne, schooner, Seizure (M. for Ret.*) 803 (ii).
St. Charles Branch, Land Claims, in Com. of Sup.,

829 (ii).
St. François and Ste. Famille Wharves (Ques.) 21,

526 (i).
Schooner owned by R. Lindsay and Fishery Protec-

tion (Ques.) 527 (i).
Sheppard, E. E.,and Toronto Magistrates'conduct(Ques.)

1199 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Railways-Capital : C. P. R. (construction) 8.9 (ii).
Unparliamentary Language, attention of Speaker called

to, 704 (ii).
Voters' Lists for County of Montmorency (M. to lay on

Table) 528 (i).

Langelier, Mr. F., Centre Quebec.
Electric Light, Montreal P.O., in Com. of Sup., 973 (ii)
1. C. R., River du Loup Branch, in Com. of S2p.,

1174 (ii).
-- St. Charles Branch, in Com. of Sup., 1176 (ii).

Perley, H. F., services, in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 158

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com., 1125 (ii).
Quebec River Police, appointment of Constables (Ques.)

543 (i).
St. Charles Branch Ry. Land Claims, in Com. of Sup.,

830 ci).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1122 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1266 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Income (St. Peter's ) 1180 (ii).
Public Works-iTncome : Buildings (Que.) 971 (ii).
Railways-Capital: C. B. Ry. (construction) 830. I. O. R. (River

du Loup Brand) 1174; (St. Ohales Branch) 1176 (ii).

Langelier, Mr. F.-Continuted.
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 873, 880 (ii).
Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thonpsn) on

M. for 20, 1075 (ii).
Water Supply to Govt. Buildings, Que., in Com. of

Sup., 973 (i).

Langevin, Sir H. L., K.C.M.G., Three Rivers.
Ascension Day, Adjnmt. for (MI.) 839 (ii.)
Ashcroft and Barkerville Telegraph Service (Ans.)

1005 (ii).
Bracket Boards on Chisholm's Bay (Ans.) 669, 786 (i).
Brae Harbor, P. E.I., Dredging (Ans.) 321 (i).
Blanche River, completion of Wharf (Ans.) 205 (i).
Boilers in Parlt. Buildings, Inspection, &c. (Ans.) 383.
Cable to Pelee Island (Ans.) 786 (ii).
Cap à la Corneille Booms (Ans.) 1001 (ii).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 918 (ii).
Canadian Horse Insurance Co.'s B. 88 (Mr. Snall) in

Com., 850 (ii).
Chambly Canal, widening (Ans.) 142 (i).
Chinook Belt and Peace River Ry. B. 34 (Mr. Perley,

Assiniboia) on M. to ref. back to Com. on Rys., 479.
Concurrence, 1269 (ii).
Customs and P.O. Building in Picton (Ans.) 322 (i).
Debates, Official, distribution to Municipalities (Ans.)

1005 (ii).
Delahanty, Patrick, Claim for Injuries (Ans.) 669 (ii).
Dep. Speaker and Chairman of Com.'s, on prop. M. to

rescind Order of Standing Com., 298 (i).
Dionne, Joseph, employment by Govt. (Ans.) 321 (i).
Dipper Harbor Breakwater, construction (Ans.) 785 (ii)
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) on M. for °.

804 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 1°, 204 (i).
Dredging Murray Harbor, P.E.I. (Ans.) 669 (ii).
Electric Light, Montreal P.O., in Com. of Sup., 972 (ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock and Claim of McNamee & Co.,

on M. for Sp. Com., 527 (i).
Examining Warehouse in OttaWa (Ans.) 45 (i).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 982 (ii).
Father Point, Harbor of Refuge (Ans.) 144 (i).
Ferry Boats between Quebec and Lévis, &c. (Ans.)

-58 (i).
Fifteen Point, P.E.I., Breakwater, 312 (i).
Fisheries, papers &c., re negotiations (remarks) 74 (i).
Floods at Montreal and vicinity (Ans.) 101, 277 (i).
Goderich and Can. Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 24 (Mr.

Porter) on M. for 30, 538 (i).
Gov. Genl.'s Warrants, 1873-86, on M. for Rot,, 262, 264.
Harbors and Breakwaters, Moneys voted by Parlt.

since Confederation (Ans.) 10O2 (ii).
Harbors and River&, in Com. of Sup., 980, 1184, 1215

(ii).
Histoire Généalogique des Familles Françaises, in Com,

of Sup., 1247 (ii).

xi
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INDEX.
Langevin, Sir H. L.-Continued.

L C. R., dismissal of Officials, on M. for Rot., 22 (i).
Tender for Station at Cap St. Ignace, on M. for

Stmnt., 377 (i).
Kamouraska Wharf (Ans.) loi, 526 (j).
Kentville, N.S., Public Buildings (Ans.) 101 (i).
Kincardine and Teeswater .Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt B.

26 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 926.
Library of Parlt., in Com. of Sup., 1165 (ii).
- - on M. to conc. in Reps. of Com., 1249 (ii).
Longueuil, construction of Wharves (Ans.) 16, 142 (i).
Lunenburg Public Building (Ans.) 154 (i).
- - amount paid for Site (Ans.) 1003 (ii).

grant for same (Ans.) 1004 (ii).
Matane, Wharf repairs (Ans.) 205 (i).
McGrath, I. J., employment by Govt. (Ans.) 527 (i).
Miminegash, P.E.I., Breakwater, repairs (Ans.) 371 (i).
Model Bill re Rules on Private Bills, 1272 (ii).
Montmagny, P. O. in Town (Ans.) 45; on M. for

Ret., 152 (i).
Monteilh, John, Relief B. 144 (Mr. O'Brien) on M, for

2°, 926 (ii).
Neguac Wharf (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 1242 (ii).
Noel, Marie Louise, Relief B. 108 (Mr. Small) on M.

for 10, 804 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry. (prop. Res.) 273 (i).
Painting, Public Buildings, Ottawa, amounts paid, on M.

for Stnmt., 144 (i).
Penotanguishene Harbor Improvements (Ans.) 1004.
Perley, H. F., services, in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, &c., in Com. of Sup., 917 (ii).
P. E. I. Piers, condition of (Ans.) 669 (ii).
- - public Wharf, Reps. as to state (Ans.) 257 (i).
Printing Com.'s iRep. (objection taken to conc.) 1156 (ii).
Private Bills, reception of Rep. from Com., on M. to

extend time, 515 (ii).
- - Rales respecting (9.) Sp. Com. to revise,

G38 (i).
-- M. to conc. in Rep. of Sp. Com., 1115, 1270 (ii).

M. to suspend Rule 60 respezting posting, 862
(ii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquora, on Order for Res.
(remarks) 788 (ii).

Public Works, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 13 (i).
Liabilities for (Ans.) 14 (i).

Quebec Central Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ans.) 258 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 158

(Sir Charles Tupper) on M. for Com., 1031 ; in Com.,
1032, 1125 (ii).

Red Point Wharf, repairs (Ans.) 786 (ii).
Rideau River Floods (Ans.) 15 (i).
Rimouski River Improvements (Ans.) 205 (i).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 1185 (ii).
St. Andrew's Rapids, Red River Improvements (Ans.)

1004 (ii).
Ste. Anne de la Pocatière Wharf, repairs (Ans.) 1002.

Langevin, Sir H. L.-Continued.
Ste. Céaile du Bic Wharf (Ans.) 526 (i).
St. François and Ste. Famille Wharves (Ana.) 21,

526 (i).
St. Jérôme de Matane Wharf, amount expended, on M.

for Stmnt., 788 (ii).
St. John and Iberville Manufacturing Co.'s B. 119

(Mr. Ooursol) on M. for 2°, 875 (ii).
St. Mary's and Sturgeon Bay Wharves (Ans.), 143 (i).
St. Roch and St. Louise Wharf, repairs (Ans.) 1003 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

1183 (ii).
Select Standing Com.'s, on M. to conc. in List, 18 (i).
Senate, in Com. of Sup., 1238 (ii).
Short Line Ry., Materialsa used in construction (Ane.)

383 (i).
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1246 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, 4riculture and Statistics (Experimental Farms)982 (ii).
Canals-Income (St. Peter's) 1180 (ii).
Legialation: House of Commons (salaries) conc., 1269. Senate

(salaries) 1238. Miscellaneous (<istoire Généalogique des
Familles Françaises) 1247. Library of Parlt., 1165 (ii).

Public Worka-Capital: Buildings (additional Block, Ottawa)
916; (Farquhar & Co., settlement of claim) 1242. Harbors
and Rivers (Cape Tormentine Harbor) 918; (Port Arthur
Harbor) 918. Income: Buildings (B. G.) 977; (N. B.) 971 ;
(N. W. T.) 977, 1245 ; (Ont.) 975, 1183, 1243; (Que.) 924, 971,
1183, 1242. Dredging, 980. Harbors and Rivers (B. C.) 980 ;
(Kan.) 980 ; (N. B.) 979; (N. S.) 978, 1215; (Ont.) 980, 1184;
(Que.) 980, 1184. Miscellaneous, 982, 1185. Repairs, Furni-
ture, &c., 978; cono., 1269. Roads and Bridges, 1185. Slides
and Booms, 1246. Telegraphs, 932; (B. G.) 1114 (ii).

Telegraphie Signal Service, B.C. (Ans.) 102 (i).
Toronto Harbor Improvements, on M. for Rot., 793 (ii).

Trent River Booms and Piers, repairs (Ans.) 708 (ii).
Ventilation of House of Com., on M. for Cor., 787 (ii).
Water Supply to Govt. Buildings, Que., in Com. of

Sup., 973 (ii).
Wellington Harbor of Refuge, on M. for Ret., 369 (i).
Westpoint, P.E.I., Wharf, repairs (Ans.) 2 t (i).
White Mad River, Man., Improvenents (Ans.) 102 (i).
York Village Public Works (Ans.) 1005 (ii),

Laurier, Hon. W., East Quebec.
Address to Her Majesty (seconded) 783 (ii).
Briton Medical and General Life Association, policy-

holders Claims (Ques.) 786 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 344 (i).

Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.
for 3°, 1219 (ài).

Flour, Inspection of, Legislation respecting (Ques.)
143 (i).

Franchise Act, on Res. to Repeal, Order called, 364 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 1224 (ii).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Mondays, 1116 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 74-77 (i)'
Laviolette, Godefroi, allowance to, on prop. Re&. (Mr.

Thompson) 111 (i); in Com. on Ras., 806 (ii).

ifs
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INDEX.

Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Libel, Imprisonment for (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1234 (ii).
N. W. T. Council B. 163 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

M. for 1°, 1076 (ii).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Mills) re Amt. on Prohibition,

on Mr. Speaker's ruling, 949 (ii).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 659 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors (Amt.) 949 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 158 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on prop. Res., 952; on M. for Com.
on Res., 1031; in Com., 1032 (ii).

Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow
J. R. Dunn Counsel, 620 (ii).

Revising Officers' salaries (Ques.) 21 (i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 659.
South.Eastern Ry. Co.'s B. 58 (Mr. Hall) objection

taken to 20, 369 (i).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 1124 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 659 (i).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Que.) 972, 1242. Harbors

and Rivers (Que.) 980 (ii).
Unparliamentary Language (remarks) on ruling of Mr.

Speaker, 704 (ii).
Vole on M. to allow J. R. Dunn Counsel re Queen's

Election, 624 (i).

Lavergne, Mr. J., Drummond and Arthabaska.
Prohibition of lntoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Jamieson) 940 (ii).

Lister, Mr. J. F., lWest Lambton.
Ammunition, Clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 751 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers,

on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privi.
leges and Elections, 338 (i).

Coal Oil, Importation in Bulk, in Com. on B. 107, 1145,
1148 (ii).

Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for
Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 32 (i).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1246 (ii).
Newspapers, partly Printed, conc. in Ways and Means,

449 (i).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Cam. of Sup., 917 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Janieson) 930 (ii).
- on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M. to conc. in Rep. of

Com. on Privileges and Elections, 700 (ii).
Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Phompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 180 (i).
Slides on the Mattawa River, Contracts (M. for Ret.*)

803 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Militi2 (àmmunition, Clothing, &c.) 751 (ii).
Pub'ic Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Port Arthur

Harbor) 917. Income: Buildings, (N. S.) 920; (Ont.) 1244.
Harbors and Rivera (Ont.) 1246 (ii).

Lister, Mr. J. P. -Continued.
Unparliamentary Language (remarks) 705 (i).
Ways and .Means-The Tariff, 449 (i).

Lovitt, Mr. J., Yarmouth.
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (Oustoms, steam launches) 1195 (ii).
Indians (N.S.) 1186 (ii).
Mail Sub8idies, ec. (Liverpool, &c., and St. John, &c.) 990 (ii).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A., G.C.B., Carleton,
Ont., and Kingston.

Address to Her Majesty (prop. M. to consider) 706;
(M.) 782; conc. in, 784 (ii).

The, 11 ; M. for Com. to draft, 13 (i).
His Ex.'s reply (presented) 153 (i).

Agent and Contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup.,
1114 (ii).

Agriculture and Colonisation Com., on M. to increase
quorum, 154 (i).

Agriculture, Dept. of, Act Amat. (B. 110, 10) 590 (i).
Adjnmt, Ascension Day and Queen's Birthday (remarks)

300, 319; (M.) 320 (i).
Banif National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 233, 245 (i).
Bélanger and Caron, dismissal (Ans.) 1003 (ii).
Blue Books and Deptl. Reps., Distribution of, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Charlton) to suspend Rule, 296 (i).
Budget, The (remarks) 300 (i).
Business of the Hodse (remarks) 100 (i).

M. to take in Thursdays, 479 (i).
--- M. to take in Wednesdays, 953 (ii).

M. to take in Mondays, 1116 (ii).
M. to take in Saturdays, 804, 1076 (ii).

Campbell, Mr., late, M. P. for Digby, decease of
(remarks) 543 (i).

Campbell, Mr., late, M. P. for South Renfrew, decease
of (rerarks) 1006.

Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 91 (Mr. Tyrwhitt) on M. for
10, 442 (i).

C. P. R., Onderdonk Contract in B. C. (Ans.) 1003 (ii).
- Sale of Lands by Co., on M. for Ret., 222 (i)

Canadian workingmen in the U. S. (Ans.) 1046 (ii).
Chairman of Coms., &c. (remarks) J20 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 51 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 642 (ii).
Chouinard, D., payment of Award of Arbitrators (Ans,)

1006 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Roturning Officers

(Ans.) 205; (remarks) 300 (i).
-- on M. (Mr. Mills) to ref. Ret. of Clerk of Crown

to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 324; (Amt.)
325; agreel to (Y. 104, N. 74) 359 (i).

Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 1113 (ii).
Concurrence, 1270 (ii).
Cornwall Floods, in Com. of Sap., 1190 (ii).
Creighton, Mr. J., on M. for Ret., 314; authority on

procodure quoted, 316 (i).

xxiv



INDEX.

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. reorganisation

(B. 41, 1°) 190; 2e m., 884; prop. Res., 953; in
Com. on B., 1029 (ii).

Customs Laws, Changes (Ans..) 954 (ii).
Deptl. Reps., distribution, on prop. M. to change Rule,

145 (i).
Dep. Speaker, &c., on prop. M. to rescind Order of

Standing Com., 297 ().
(M.) to appoint Mr. C. C. Colby, 370 (i).

Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters (remarks) 370 (i).
-- on Order for Com., 150 (i).
- - on M. to make first Order of the day, 384, 480.
..- on M. for Com. on Res., 576-579 (i).

Dom. Klections Act Amt. (B. 115, 10) 590; 2°, 884 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., examination (remarks) 624, 630 (ii).
Durantaye Senatorship, applicants for (Ans.) 708.
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for pro-

duction of papers, 25; (remarks) 32, 45 (i),
Finance and Treasury Board Act Amt. (B. 93, 10)

442 (i) ; 2°, 884 (ii).
Fish and Fish Oil, refund of Duties, in Com. of Sup.,

1191 (ii).
Fisheries, papers, &c., re negotiations, 19, 99 (i).

Protection Steamers,in Com. of Sup., 1086 (ii).
-- additional Cruisers (Ans.) 382 (i).
Giasson, Napoléon, dismissal (Ans.) 364 (i).
Govt. Officials in Northumberland, N.B., removal of

(Ans.) 321 (i).
Gov. Gen.'s residence in Ottawa (Ans.) 154 (i).
- - Warrants, 1873-1886, on M. for Ret., 265 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. to introd., 590 (i); in Com., 1227 (ii).
---- Repeal (Ans.) 205 (i).
--- On Order being called, 3G4 (i).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s B. 165
(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1030 (ii).

Freehold Loan and Savings Ca.'s B. 71 (Mr. Denison)
on M. for 2°, 444 (i).

- -- B. 156 (Mr. Ball) on M. to suspend Rules,1028 (ii).
High Commissioner, Acting (Ans.) 45 (i).

-- Resignation (remarks) 615 (i), 805 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland (Ms.) to make Res. first Order

of the day, 110 (i).
-- on Amt. (Mr. Davin) to Res. (Mir. Curran)

132-135; (explanation) 140 (i).
House of Commons, Ventilation, on M. for Cor., 787 (i).
Hudspeth, Mr., Election of (remarks) 44 (i).
Imperial, Naval and Military Officers, employed by Colo.

nial Govts., Mess. from His Ex. (prosented) 144 (i).
Imperial Trusts Co. B. 15 (Mir. Denison) on M. for

30, 638 (ii).

Indian Act Amt. (B. 160, 1°*) 1033; in Com,, 1228.
Indian Affairs, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 13 (i).
Indians, Caughnawaga Reserve, Survey (Ans.) 1006.
-- Annuities under Robinson Treaty, in Com. of

Sup., 1093 (il).
-- Chippewa's, Annuity (Ans.) 1005 (i).

Chippewa's Arrears due, on M. for Rot., 382 (i).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Indians, Christian Island, compensation for Penetan-

guishene Parchase (Ans.) 1005 (ii).
-- Christian Island, compensation for Timber out

on Lands (Ans.) 1005 (ii).
-- File Hill Reserve, Vaccination, on M. for Ret.

379 (i).
- - Indemnity to Caughnawaga's by C. P. R. Co.

(Ans.) 1200 (ii).
- - Lands, Sales in Ont. (Ans.) 1005 (ii).
- - N.W.T., Expenses of visit East, 1110 (i).
-- School at Qu'Appelle, Medical Attendant, on M.

for Rot , 379 (i).
-- Six Nation, Claim to Land on Grand River, on

M. for Sp. Com., 207 (i).
-- under Robinson Treaty (Ans.) 1199 (ii).
Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9 (Kr. Edgar) on M.

for 2°, 287 (i).
I. C. R., Notre Dame de Sacré Cour Station (Ans.)

1002 (ii).
- - proposals to Purchase (Ans.) 1004 (ii).
Internal Economy Commission, Mess. from His Ex.

(presented) 13 (i).
"Jamaica " Pullman Car expenses, on M. for Rot.,

314 (i).
Kennebec Senatorship, applicants for (Ans.) 708 (ii).
Labor Commission (remarks) 1273 (ii).
Liquor Permits in the N.W.T. (Ans.) à* (i).
Main Ducks and Walpole Islands, Lease of, on M. for

Ret., 369 (i).
Merritt, Lieut. W. H., on M. for Cor., &o., 788 (ii).
Mess. from Ris Ex. (presented) 13, 144, 153 (i).
Midland Ry. Co.'s B. 75 (Mr. ffudspeth) on M, for 2°,

444 (i).
Military Branch and District Staff, in Com. of Sup.,

750 (ii).
Moffatt, Mr., late M.P. for Restigouehe, decease of,

(remarks) 111 (i).
Morin, Dr. J., Claim (Ans.) 1004 (ii).
Mounted Police, Commissioner's Rep. (prosented)

784 (ii.)
Mounted Police Pensions (Ans.) 16 (i).
Newcastle, Duke of, presentation of Bnst by Sir Edward

Watkins (remarks) 1273 (ii)
N. W T. Council (B. 163, 10) 1075; 2° m., 1233 (ii).
Oaths of Office (B. 1, 1O1*) 3 (i)
Order (Ques. of) Independence of Members, 1011 (ii).
-- re Amt. (Mr. Cargill) to Res. on Prohibition,

852 (ii).
Pacific Mail Service (Ans.) 278 (i)
Pairing of Members (remarks) 358 (i).
Penitentiaries, Rep. respecting (presented) 15 (i).
Pinette, P.E.I., Harbor, Dredging (remarks) on M. for

copies of Cor., 146 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1196 (ii).

- Irregularities in N.B., in Com. of Sup., 1189 (ii)
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Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Prescott and Russell County Courts (ramarks ) 1077 (ii).
Printing Com.'s Reps., on Ms. to cono., 839, 952,

1198 (ii).
Privilege3 and Elections, Com.'s Rep. (remarks) 361.
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Shakespeare) 224 (i); (Mr.

Kenny) 785 (ii).
Prohibition, Govt. Policy (Ans.) 951 (ii).
Prorogation (Ans.) 804 (ii).
Public Bills, Rules respecting, on M. for Com. to define

practice, 668 (ii).
Public Officers Act Amt. B. 5 (Mr. McLelan) in Com,,

225 (i).
Public Morals Act Amt. B. 21 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.,

278 (i).
Queen's County, N. B., representation (Ans.) 1002 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. for Cterk of Crown to

attend flouse with Returns, &c., 4 (i).
on M. to read papers, 4 (i).
on M. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) for returning officer

to transmit papers, 5 (i).
-- payment of Costs and Expenses of Contest

(Ans.) 206 (i).
- on Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections

(remarks) 319 (i).
--- on ruling of Mr. Speaker (remarks) 704 (ii).

on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow J.R. Dunn Coun-
sel, 617; on Amt. (Mr. Edgar) 618, 622 (ii).

---- on prop. Res. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 640 (ii).
Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services, on M. for Rot.,

367 (i).
.Representation Act Amt. B. 140 (Mr. Thompson) on

M. to introd., 840 (ii).
Resignation of Lieut. Governor of Que. (Ans.) 669 (ii).
Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 1112 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costs, in

Com. of Sup., 1188 (ii).
St. Martin's and Upham Ry. Co.'s B. 134 (Mr. Skinner)

on M. to ref. back to Standing Com., 707 (ii).
SaIt in Barrels, Weight (Ans.) 205 (i).
Savings Banks, N.B., &e., in Com. of Sup., 592 (i).
Select Standiog Committees (M..) 4 (i).
- M. to substitute name of Mr. Mills for Mr.

Blake, 6 (i).
Lists reported, 13 (i).
M. to conc. in Rep. of Lists, 17 (i).

--- Ms. to add names, 74, 154 (i).
-- Mr. G. Moffat's name substituted for Mr. R.
Moffat, 668 (ii).

Sonate Representation for N. W. T. (B. 17, 1°) 74; 2°
m., 197; in Com., 257, 302 (i); M. to conc. in Sen.
Amts., 640 (ii).

Sittings of the House, on suggested change of tine,
(remarks) 1271 (ii).

Speaker, Election of (M.) 1 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1251 (ii).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Sabway to P. E.I. (Ans.) 101 (i).

--- Letter to Senator lowlan (Ans.) 521 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Canals-Capital (Carillon) 1179 (ii).
Charges of Management (Savings Banks, N.B., N.S., &c.) 592(
Civil Govt. (Indian Affaira) 1237 (il).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 1196; (Public Works, Age nt,

&c., B.C.) 1114 (ii).
Dom. Landa-Capital: Surveys (Ont. and Que.) conc., 1270 (il)
Fsiheries (Protection Steamers, &c.) 1086 (il).
Indians (Annuities, Robinson Treaty) 1093; (B. C.) 1094,

1186; (Man.) 1186; (N.W.T.) 1102, 1186; (N. S.) 1091, 1186;
(Ont. and Que.) 1186 (ii).

Legilation: Elections, 1240. Franchise Act, conc., 1270 (ii).
Militia (Military Branch and District Staff) 750 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 1113; (Cornwall Floods)

1190 ; (Dunscomb, Mr., Claim) 1248 ; (Fish and Fish Oil,
Refend of Duties) 1191 ; (Govt. in N. W. T.) 1112; (Prepara-
tion of Returns) 1112; (St. Catharines Milling and Lumber
Co.'s Law costs) 1187; (Saving Bank Fends) 1189(ii).

Mounted Police, 1111 (ii).

Unforeseen Expenses, 1111 (il).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.
Thompson) in Com., 874 (ii).

Trade and Commerce, Dept. of (B. 7, 1°) 20; prop.
Res. (Minister's Salary) 191; 2° m., 192; M. for
Com., 862; in Com., 867, 872, 890; in Com. on Res.,
884 (ii).

Unforeseen Expenses, in Com. of Sup, 1111 (ii).
Vote on allowing Counsel to J. R. Dann re Queen's

Election (remarks) 624 (ii).
Vote on Disallowance, on Mr. Mitchell's explanation,

588 (i).
Voters Lists, revision (remarks) on M. for •Com. of

Sup., 650 (ii).
Western Counties Ry. Agreement, on prop. Res.,

591 (i).
Winter Service, P. E. I., and Northern Light, on M. for

Ret., 534 (i).
Valuators services, payment to, in Com. of Sup.,

1179 (ii).

Macdonald, Mr. P., East Huron.
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers,

on M. (Mr. Mills) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges
and Blections, 328 (i).

Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 108 (i).

National Policy, in Cam. on B. 107, 1214 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mir.

Jamieson) 855 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow

J. R. Daunn Counsel, 623 (ii).

MacDowall, Mr. D. H., Saskatchewan.
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Nir. Whsite, Cardwell) in

Com., 903 (ii).
N. W. Central Ry., construction (Ques.) 1198 (i).
N.W.T. Act Amt. (B. 147, 10) 924 (ii).

xxvi



INDEX.

Mackenzie, Hon. A., East York.
Dunn, J. R., exainination (remarks) 624 (ii).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 168

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1156 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 445 (i).

McCarthy, Mr. D., North Simeoe.
Asb, Susan, Relief B. 135, on M. for Com., 1137; on M.

for 3° (Amt.) 1111 ; neg. (Y. 35, N. 85) 1141 (ii).
Can. Joint Stock Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 30, 10) 111 (i).
Can. Temp. Act. Amt. (B. 68, 11) 319 (i).
Collingwood General and Marine Hospit al incorp. (B.

14, 10*) 74 (i).
Companies' Act Amt. (B. 30, 1°) 1l (i) ; in Com.,

1143 (ii).
Crown Securities Act Amt. (B. 51, 1°) 277 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 115 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com., 884 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., examination, 631 (ii).
lome Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 92;

(Amt.) 98; (explanations) 122, 137; Amt. neg.
(Y. 49, N. 103) 126 (i).

Kincardine and Teswater Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 26, 1°*)
111 (i).

O'Donoghue, M. P., Letter read, 1080 (ii).
Private Bills, Rules respecting (K. to adjn. deb.)

1116 (ii).
Publie Bills, Rules respecting, on M. for Com. to define

practice, 668 (ii).
Queen's, N. B., Election (remarks) on Rep. of Com.

on Privileges and Elections, 319 (i).
Ry. Employés Protection (B. 112, 1°) 589 (i).
Rolling Stock, C. P. R. (B. C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1047 (ii).
Supreme and Exchequer Courns Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 877, 8E0 (ii).
Western Can. Loan and Saving Co.'s (B. 128, 1°*)

782 (ii).

Moculla, Mr. W. A., Peel.
SUPPLY.

Art, Agriculture and Satistics (Experimental Farms) 725 (ii).

McDonald, Mr. J. A., Victoria, N. S.
Qaeen's, NB., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to ref.

Rot. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 183 (i).

McDougald, Mr. J., Pictou.
Iron Industries, in Com. on B. 107, 1209 (ii).
- - conc. in Ways and Means, 499 (i).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 358 (i).

McDougall, Mr. H. F., Cape Breton.
Ry. construction in Cape Breton, on M. for Ret., 793 (ài)
SUPPLY :

Lighthouse and Coast Service (salaries, &c.) 1061 (i).
Railways-Capital: f. 0.EB. (RollingStock) 828 (ii).

Mcintyre, Mr. P. A., King's, P.E.I.
Winter Service, P.E.1., and Northern Light, on M. for

Ret., 531 (i).

McKay, Mr. A., Hamilton.
Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act

Amt. (B. 38, 1°*) 190 (i).
lHardware, Builders, &c., cono. in Ways and Means,

515 ().

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) on M.
for á , 1229 (ii).

Ways and Means -The Tariff, 515 (i).

McKeen, Mr. D., Cape Breton.
Iron Industiies, in deb. on Ways and Meana,468-470 (i).
Ry. construction in Cape Breton, on M. for Rot., 797 (ii).
Ways and Means -Tho Tariff, 463 (i).

McLelan, Hon. A. W., Colchester.
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 654 (ii).
Gaspé Basin Mail Service (Ans.) 526 (i).
Iron Drawbacks, in deb. on Ways and Means, 470 (i).
Laberge, A., Postmaster, charges against (Ans.)

1003 (ii).
Postmaster Genoral's Rep. (presented) 13; distribution,

668 (ii).
Dapt,, in Com. of Sup,, 614 (i) ; 654, 1135 (ii).

Post Office at Alexandre, complaint against Postmaster,
(Ans.) 526 (i).

Beauharnois Post Office, Investigation (Ans.)
786 (ii).

-C.P. R., sums paid for postal service, 1273 (ii).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sap., 654 (ii).
Corinth Post Offi3e (Ans.) 320 (i).

-- De Blois Postal Service (Ans.) 1004 (ii).

Inspector for Que., appointment (Ans.) 383 (i).
-- Mail Contracts in Lévis County (Ans.) 45 (i).

--- Milford, Postmaster appointment (Ans.) 322 (i).
Pickering, Ont., Postmaster (Ans.) 277 (i).
Registered Letters, loss at Beauharnois (Ans.)

670 (ii).
Public Officers Act Amt. (B.5, 1°*) 20; 2° m., 195; in

Com., 225 (i).
Rolling Stock, C.P.R. (B.C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1057 (ii).
Savings Banks, N.B., &c., in Com. of Sup., 592 (i).
Sagar, in deb. on Ways and Means, 471 (i).
Supplies to Str. Lansdowne, in Com. of Sup., 1062 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Chargea of Management (Savings Banks, N.B., N.S., &c.) 59J (i).
Civil GOut. (Postmaster Gen.'s Dept.) 614 (i) ; contingencies,

651; (Finance Dept.) contingencies, 654 (ii).
Collection of Revenaues (Post Office) 1135 (il).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (&gencies, &c.) 1083 (ii).

Uphill and Victoria Road Postal Service (Ans.) 364.
Ways and AMeans-The Tariff, 470-472 (i).

MeMillan, Mr. J., South Euron.
Agricultural Machines, conc. in Ways and Means,

497 (i).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup, 725 (ii).

National Policy, in Com. on B. 107, 1312 (ii).
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NKMi1an, Mr. J.-Continued.

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res.
(Mr. Jamieson) 936; (explanation) 939 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Experimental Farms) 725 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 497 (1i).

MoMullen, Mr. J., North Wellington.
Acgricultural Machines, conc. in Ways and Means,

481 (i).
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 2ý36 (i).
Bergin, Surgeon Gen., in Com. of Sup., 1240 (ii).
C.P. R., B. C. section, in Com. of Sup., 1171 (ii).
Canal Officers salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1113 (ii).
Civil Servants extra pay, in Conýi. of Sup., 1170, 1181 (ii).

and E!ections, in Com. of Sup., 667 (ii).
Staff, names and addresses, &c. (M. for -Ret.*)

383 (i).
--- Vacancies, Superannuations and Appointments

(M. for Ret.*) 44 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. (Kr. Mills) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 331 (i).

salary, in Com. of Sup., 603 (i), 1159 (ii).
Coal Oil, Importation in Bulk, in Com. on B. 107,

1146, 1149 (ii).
Colonial Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1169 (ii).
Cotton Sewing Thread, conc. in Ways and Means, 427 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) in

Con., 1146,1149 (il).
Custems, in Com. of Sup., 1132 (ii).
Debt, Public, Interest, in Com. of Sup., 593 (i).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1197 (ii).
Earthenware, &c., cono. in Ways and Means, 433 (i).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 41 (i).
Electric Light, Montreal P.O., in Com. of Sup., 973 (ii).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 723 (ii).
Export of Spirits and Imported Corn (Ques.) 143 (i).
Fabrics, Cotton, conc. in Ways and Means, 428 (i).
Financial Inspector, Can., in Com. of Sup., 596 (i).
Fish and Fish Oil, refunds, in Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses, in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 1226 (ii).
Gov. Gen.'s Warrants, 1873-1886, on M. for Ret., 282 (i).
HighCoinmissioner, Taxes, &c., in Com. of Sap., 651 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 89-91 (i).
I.C.R., Discriminating Freight Rates, in Com. of Sup.,

780 (ii).
--- Halifax Extension, in Com. of Sup., 780 (ii).

Indiantown Branch, in Com. of Sup., 1175 (ii).
- - Pictou Branch, in Com. of Sup., 1174 (ii).
-- Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sup., 826, 1177 (ii).
- - St. Charles Branch, in Com. of Sup., 1176 (ii).
Laviolette, Godefroi, allowance B. 138 (Mr. Thompson)

in Qom., 889 (ii).

MoMullen, Mr. J.-ontinued.
Mortgages, payment of (prop. M. to introd. B.) 111;

10, 142 (i).
Oil Cloth, conc. in Ways and Means, 434 (i).
Order, (Ques. of) digression from deb., 486 (i).
Perley, H. F., services, in Com. of Sup., 1181 (ii).
Postmaster Genl.'sRep., distribution (Ques.) 668 (il).
Preventive Officers on Frontier, appointment (M. for

Ret.*) 223 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Kr. Kenny) re Rep. of Official

Debs., 785 (ii).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 603 (i), 1159 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop, Res.

(Mr. Jamieson) 93.3 (ii).
Returning Officers' Expenses (Ques.) 663 (ii).
Rideau Hall, Expenditure on, in Com. of Sup., 978 (ii).
Rolling Stock, C. P. R. (B. C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1053 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costs, in

Com. of Sup., 1187 (ii).
Salt, cone. in Ways and Means, 435, 439 (i).
Savings Banks in N. B., &c., in Com. of Sup., 592 (i).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. ·Ghapteau) in Com.,

1122 (ii).
Revised, distribution to Justices (Ques.)

668 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1250 (ii).
Superannuation, in Com. of Sup., 1170 (ii).
Supplies to Indians of N. W. T., in Çom. of Sup.,

1109 (ii).
SUPPT:

Arts, Agriculture and Staistiis (Colonial Exhibition) 1169;
(Experimental Farme) 723 (i).

Charges of Management (Auditor and Receiver Gen., Winnipeg)
591; (Debt, Public, Interest) 593; (Finaucial Inspeetor,
Can.) 596; (Savings Banke, N.B , N.S., &c.)592 (j).

Canals-Ir.come (St. Peter's) 1181 (ii)
Civil Govt. (High Commissioner's Taxes, &c ) 651 (ii) ; (Privy

Council) 603 (i), 1159 (ii),
Collection of Revenues: Canals (salaries) 1113; Oustoms, 1132;

Dom. Lands, 1197 (ii).
Immigration (&gents salaries, &c.) 731 (ii).
Indians (N. W.T.) 1109 (ii).
Legislation: Franchise Act (expenses) 1166. louse of Com-

mons (salaries, &c.) 667. Senate, 1238 (ii).
Militia (Bergin, Surgeon Gen.) 1240; (Campbell, C., payment

to) 1170 (ii).
Miscellaneous (St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.) 1187 (ii)
Penitentiaries (salaries) 1237 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N. W. ) 977; (Ont.)976

1183, 1243; (Que.) 973. Repairs, &c., 978 (ii).
Railway-Capital; .P.R., 1171. I.C.R. (Halifax Extension)

780; (Indiantown Branch) 1175; (Pictou Branch) 1174;
(Rolling Stock) 826, 1177 (ii).

Territorial Ac couat8 (1886-87) 1198 (ii).

Toronto Harbor Improvements (MI. for Rot.) 797 (ii).
Wayo and Means-The Tariff, 427, 433, 450, 481, 486.

McNeill, Mr. A., North Bruce.
Agriculture and Colonisation Com., on M. to incroase

quorum, 153 (i).
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NcNeill, Mr. A.-Continued.

Civil Service Act Amt., prop. introduction of B., 413;
S(B. 49, 10) 442 (i).

Promotion Exami nations (Ques.) 1199 (ii).
Customs Fines and Seizures, in Com. of Sup., 1135 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Hr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 914 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 52;

(Amt.) 55; (explanation) 61; Amt. neg. (Y. 56, N.
133) 137 (i).

House of Coms. Ventilation, on M. for Cor., 788 (ii).
Imperial Institute, in Com. of Sup., 729 (ii).
Order (Ques. of) on M. for 2° of B. 17, 200 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Jamieson) 934 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Imperial Institute) 729 (i).
Collection of Repenues (Oustoms) 1135 (ii).

Madill, Mr. F., North Ontario.
Cattle, diseased, Importation (Ques.) 204 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery, increase of salary, in

Com. of Sup., 605 (i).
Debt, Public, and recent Elections, in deb. on Ways and

Means, 481-483 (i).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 29; (explanation)
32 (i).

SUtPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Privy Council) 605 (ii).
Militia (&ilitary Branch and District Staff) 751 (il).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 481-483 (i).

Mallory, Mr. A. E., East Northumberland, Ont.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 237 (i).
Bracket Boards on Chisholm's Bay (Ques.) 669,786 (ii).
Clork of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. (Mr. MiUs) to ref., Ret. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 329 (i).

-- increase of salary, in Com. of Sup , 607 (i).

Cibourg, Blairton and Marmora Ry. Co.'s B. 19 (Mr.
Guillet) on M. for 21, 601 (i).

Cod Liver Oil Bounty, in Com. of Sap., 1071 (ii).
Colonisation Companios, amounts paid (Ques.) 786 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 115 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com, 887 (ii).
Flasks, Phials, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 433 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 1226 (ii).
Fish Fry deposits in Streams, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
Imperial institute, in Com. of Sup., 729 (ii).
Iron Industries, conc. in Ways and Means, 508 (i).
Iron, bar, rolled, &c , conc. in Ways and Means, 500 (i).
Murray Canal, in Comi. of Sup., 832 (i).
Peiley, H. F., services, in Com.'of Sup., 1180 (ii).
Picks, Mattocks, &o., conc. in Ways and Means, 462 (i).
Printing Dom., Notes, in Com. of Sup., 596 (i).

Mallory, Mr. A. E.-Continued.
Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sap., 607 (i).
Sait, conc. in Ways and Means, 436 (i).
Skates, conc. in Ways and Means, 507 (i).
Slates, School, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 439 (i).
Stevenson, Mr. R., employment by Govt. (Ques.) 669 (i).
SutPPLY :

Arts, AgricuUure and Statistica (Imperial Institute) 729 (il).
Canas-Capita (Carillon) 1179; (Murray) 832. Income (St.

Peter's) 1180 (ii).
CÀarges f Management (Printing Dom. Notes) 596 (î).
Civil Gout. (Privy Council) 607 (i).
Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1070 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, 4'. (France and Quebec) 987 (ii).
Public Works-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 977 (ii).

Trent River, Booms and Piers, repairs (Ques.) 708 (il).
Valuators services, in Com. of Sup., 1179 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 433 436, 439,500, 507 (i).
Wire, Steel Spring, conc. in Ways and Means 501 (i).

Mara, Mr. J. A., Yale.
C.P. R. Rates in B.C. (Ques.) 320 (i).
Dom. Oil Pipe Line Manufacturing Co.'s incorp. (B.

96, 1°*) 479 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in

Com., 1257 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Oounty Court Judges) 657 (il).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Experimentai Farms) 728 (il).
Fisheries (salaries, &o.) 1071 (ii).
Indians (B.C.) 1097 (ii).

Upper Columbia Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 49, 1°*) 223;
2° m., 320 (i).

Masson, Mr. J., North Grey.
Grange Trust, Limited (B. 39, 10*) 190 (i).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 51t (i).
National Policy, in Com. on B. 107, 1205 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Jamieson) 932 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tarif, 511 (i).

Mills, Hon. D., Bothwell.
Agriculture, Dept. of, Act Amt. B. 116 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 11, 590 (i).
Agriculture Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1164 (ii).
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) on If for 2°,

1027; in Com., 1139; on M. for 3, 1221 (i).
Axes, &c., conc. in Ways and bleans, 462 (i).

Ballot Box Patents, on M. (Mr. Brown) for Sp. Cor.
to examine, 786 (ii).

Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on M.
for 2°, 196; in Com., 234 (i).

Bedson, Mr., complaints against, in Com. of Sup., 659,
1237 (ii).

Bremner, Charles, Fars seized from, in Com. of Sup.,
1237 (ii).

Business of the House, on M. to take in 'Ihursdayu,
479; (remarks) 804 (ii).



INDEX.
Mill8, Hon. D.-Continued.

Busincss of the House, on M. to take in Wednesdays, 953.
Can. HfLorse Ins. Co.'s B. 88 (Mr. Small) in Com., 850 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 40 (MIr. Jamieson) on

M. for 1°, 190 (i).
-- B. 91 (Mr. Tyrwhitt) on M. for 1°, 442 (i).

Violations of (remarks) on M. for adjnmt.,
1115 (ii).

C.P.R., B.C. section, 1178; in Com. of Sup., 766 (ii).
Valuators services, in Com. of Sup., 1179 (ii).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sap., 1178 (ii).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Chapleau)

in Com., 642 (ii).
Clerk of Crown and Returning Officers, Ms. to ref. Ret.

to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 299, 322;
(remarks) 337; on Amt. (Mr. Davies) 343 (ii).

-- salary, in Com. of Sap., 597 (i), 1159 (ii).
-- gazetting Members (Ques.) 205 (i).

Collars, Cotton or Linen, conc. in Ways and Means, 445.
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1166.
Commercial relations with France (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 822 (ii).
Concurrence, 1266 (ii).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 651 (ii).
Cotton Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 429 (i),
Counterfeit and Imitation Notes B. 123 (Mir. Thompson)

in Com., 808 (ii).
Creighton, Mr. J., Indian Agent at Saugeon, on M. for

Rot., 314 (i).
CustomB Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 30, 1217 (ii).
Customs and Inland Rev. Depts., reorganisation B. 41

(SirJohnA. Macdonald)on M, for 1°, 190 (i); in Com.,
1029 (ii).

Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.,
1144 (ii)è

Debates, Official Rep. (remarks) re Rep. of Com., 1155.
Defences ofOCan., in Com. of Sup., 1171 (ii).
Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. 126 (Mr.

Thompson) on M. to introd., 708 ; in Com., 910 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Edgar) on M. for

2j, 541 (i).
-- B. 115 (SirJohn A. Macdonald) in Com., 885 (ii).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in
Com., 898, 900, 912 (ii).

in Com. of Sup., 1197 (ii).

Dann, J. R., examination, 632 (ii).
Elections, General, 1887, Votes polled (M. for Stmnt.*)

110 (i).
Election Rets., Gazetting of (M.) for Clerk of Crown to

produce papers, 23; (reply) 43 (i).
1874, onM. for Rot., 209 (i).
on production of papers (M. to read) 45 (i).

Esquimalt Graving Dook and Claim of McNamee &
Co., on M. for Sp. Com., 537 (i).

Financial Commissioner, Eng., in Com. of Sup., 595 (i).

Mils, Hon. D.-Continued.
Finance Dept. and Treasury Board B. 93 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for l°, 442 (i).

Fish and Fish Oil, refund of Daties, in Com. of Sup,
1193 (ii).

Fisheries, Dept. Rep., distribution (remarks) 805 (ii).
Protection, in Com. of Sup., 1073 (ii).

Franchise, Electoral, Amt. Act B. 114 (Ur. Thompson)
on M. to introd., 589 (i); on M. for 2°, 1222; in
Com., 1227 (ii).

-- Cost of Voters' Lists, on M. for Rot., 16 Ci).
Expenses, in Com. of Sap., 1165 (ii).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s B. 165
(Sir Charles Tapper) in Com. on Res., 1029 (ii).

Free List, conc. in Ways and Means, 508 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sap., 1162 (ii).
Gov. Gen.'s Warrants, 1873-1S76, on M. for Rot., 266 (i).
--- 186-87,on M. to ref. to Pub. Acets. Com.,294(i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sap., 1246 (ii).
Hardware, Builders, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

516 (i).
High Commissioner's Commission, papers respecting

(Ques.) 708 (il).
--- Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 651 (ii).

--- Resignation (M. for Rot.) 376; (remarks) 615
(i), 805 (i).

Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 114-120;
on Amt. (Mr. Davin) 135 ; (explanation) 139 (i).

Homesteads cancelled (Ques.) 784 (ii).
in Ry. Blts (Ques.) 670 (ii).

House of Coms., salaries, in Com. of Sup., 1164 (ii).
Imperial Institute, in Com. of Sup., 728 (il).
Imperial Trusts Co.'s B. 15 (Mr. Denison) in Coin., 637.
Indian Act Amnt. B. 160 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Con., 1228 (ii).
Indian Affairs, in Com. of Sap., 1237 (ii).
lnland Rev. Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1163 (ii).
Insane Asylum, Man., in Com. of Sup., 1247 (ii).
I.C.R. (accommodation at St. John) in Com. of Sup.,

1174 (ii).
- - Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sup., 825, 1177 (ii).
-- S.. Charles Branch, in Com. of Su p., 1176 (ti).
Windsor and Annapolis Ry., Legal expenses, in Com.,

of Sap., 1178 (ii).
Iron Drawbacks, in deb. on Ways and Mean, 473 (i).
Iron Industries, conc. in Ways and Meang, 50 t (i).
Justice and Fisheries Depts., in Com. of Sap, 1 37 (ii).
Kincardine and Teoswater Ry. Co.'s incorp Act Amt.

B. 26 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. to conc. in Sen. Aimts.,
926 (ii).

Labels for Fruit, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 508 (i).
Libel, Imprisonment for (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1234 (ii).
Library of Parlt., in Com. of Sup., 1165 (ii).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 1197 (ii).
Locomotives, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 50-1 (i).
Locomotive Tires, conc, in Ways and Means, 506 (i).

XI
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Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.

Maccaroni, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 460 (i).
MoLean, T. A., indemnity, in Com. of Sup., 1187 (ii).
Malleable Iron Castings, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

503 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 168

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1158 (ii).
National Policy, in Com. on B. 107, 1217 (ii).
Newspapers, partly Printed, conc. in Ways and

Means, 446 (i).
N. W. T. Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

809 (ii).
- - Council B. 163 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M.

for 1°, 1076; on M. for 30, 1233 (ii).
- - Expenses of Govt., in Com. of Sup., 1112 (ii).
N. S. Permanent Building Society's B. 131 (Mr.

Tupper) in Com., 1142 (ii).
Oil Cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 516 (i).
Oranges and Lemons, conc. in Ways and Means, 460
Order, Ques. of, re Independence of Members, 10 10 (ii).
-- re Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Cargill) to Res. on Pro-

hibition, 852 (ii).
- - re Amt. (Mr. Sproule) relevancy of (Ques.) 949.
- - Mr. Speaker's attention called to B. to repeal.

Can. Temp. Act, being on Order paper, 858 (ii).
- digression from deb (remarks) 486 (i).

Oxford and New Glasgow Branchi, I.C.R., B. 77 (Mr.
Pope) on M. for 2°, 649 (ii).

Paper Manufactures, in Com. on Ways and Means,
517, 519, 520, 522 (i).

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 65 (Mr. Thonpson) 2, 641.
Penitentiaries, reorganisation of Salaries B. 65 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com. on prop. Res., 275 (i).
Pension Fund Societies B. 52 (Mr. Hall) in Com., 1152.
Picks, Mattocks, &o., conc. in Ways and Means, 462 (i).
Pontiac Pacifie Junetion Ry. Co.'s B. 102 (Mr. Bryson)

in Com., 1090 (ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 917 (ii).
P. O. Irregularities in N.B., in Com. of Sup., 1189.
P. E. I. Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1178 (ii).
Printing Com.'s Reps., on M. to conc. in 3rd and 4th

RHeps., 952 (ii).
Prisoners, Release of, on prop. Res. to exorcise Executive

clemency, 801 (i).
Pi ivate Bills, reception of Reps. from Com., on M. to

extend time, 515 (i).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 597 (i), 1159 (ii).
Procedure in Criminal Cases Act Amt. B. 19 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 644 (il).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. (Mr.

Sproule) 949 (ii).
Prohibition, Govt. policy (Ques.) 951 (ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1170 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 160 (i).
- - on Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections

(remarks) 319 (i).

xxxi
Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.

Queen's, N.B., Election, on Rep. of Com. on Privileges
and Elections (remarke) 369 (i).

on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow J. R. Dunn
Counsel, 617 (i).

Red Wood, in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 ().
Representation Act Amt. B. 140 (Mr. Thompson) on

M. to introd., 839 (ii). See " Senate."
Revising Barristers' Clerks salaries (remarks) 371 (i).
Rolling Stock, C.P.R. (B.C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1056 (ii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup , 758 (ii).
St. Charles Branch Ry. Land Claims, in Com. of Sup.,

S29 (ii).
St. Gabriel Levee Ry. Co.'s B. 12 (Mr. Curran) in Com.,

538 (i).
Salt, cone. in Ways and Means, 436 (i).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1162 (ii).
Select Standing Com.'s, on M. to conc. in Rep. of Liste,

18 (i).
Senate Representation for N. W. T. B. 17 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 197; in Com., 301 ; on M.
to conc. in Amt s., 641 (i).

Shingle Bolts, Cedar Loge, &c., conc. in Ways and
Mens, 512 (i).

Shirts, Cotton or Linen, conc. inWays and Means, 450.
Shovels and Spades, cono. in Ways and Moans, 463 (i).
Sittings of the Ilse. (suggested change of time) 1270.
Six Nation Indians, Claim to Lands on Grand River,

on M. for Sp. Com., 208 (i).
Skates, conc. in Ways and Means, 506 (i).
South Norfolk Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 56 (Mr. Tiadale) on

M. for 19, 318 (i).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1122 (ii).
Statutes Revised, distribution of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for 1", 1033 (i).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. in N.W.T. B. 164 (Mr.

White, Cardwell) in Com. on Res., 1118 (hi)
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 1255 ; in Com. on B., 1266 (ii).
Superannuation, in Com. of Sup., 1170 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Imperial Institute) 729 (ii).
Charges of Management (Financial Commissioner, Eng.)59ô (î).
Civil Govi. (Agriculture) 1161; (High Commissioner's Taxes)

652 ; contingencies, 651 ; (Geological Survey) 1162 ; (Inland
Revenue) 1163; (Indian Affairs) 1237; (Justice and Fisheries)
1237 ; (Privy Council) 597, 1159, conc., 1266; (Sec. of State's
Dept.) 1162 (ii).

Collection of Revenues : Janals (salaries, k.) 1114. Dom'
- Lands, 1197. Liquor License A ct, 1197 (ii)

Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1071 (ii)
Indian8 (Annuities, Robinson Treaty) 1093; (B. 0.) 1095 ; (N.

W.T.) 1106; (N.S.) 1094 (ii).
Legislation: Franchise Act (expenses) 1165. Bouse of Com

mons (salaries) 1164. Library of Parliament, 1165 (ii).
Lighthou'e andCoastService (Maintenance and Repair) 1067 (i).
Militia (Oampbell, C., payment to) 1171; (Kilitary College)

758 (ii).
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Mills, Hon. D.-ontinued.
StUPPLY-Continued.

Nicellaneous (Oornwall Floods) 1190; (Fish and Fish Oil, re-
fund of Duties) 1193; (Govt. in N.W.T.) 1112; (McLean, T.
A., indemnity) 1187; (Man. Insane Asylum) 1247; (Revised
Statutes) 1247; (Savings Banks Funds) 1189; (Statutes, con-
solidation) 1190, (i).

Penitentiaries (Man.) 659, 1237 (ii).
Publie Worka-Capital: Harbors and Rivera (Port Arthur

Harbor) 917. Income: Building. (N. 8.) 920; (Ont) 977,
1184, 1244. Harbors and Rivera (Ont.) 1246; (Que.) 1184.
Miscellaneous, 982. Telegraphs, 982 (i).

Quarantine, 1170 (ii).
Railways-Capital: .P.R. (B.O.) 766. C.B. Ry. (construction)

829. I.C.R. (Halifax Extension) 1174 ; (Law Costs) 1178;
(Rolling Stock) 825, 1177; (St. Charles Branch) 1176. P.E.I.
Ry., 1178 (ii).

Superannuation (gratuity to 0. B. Neville) 1170 (ii).
Territorial Aecounts *(1886-87) 1197 ; (1887-88) 1248 (ii).
Unforeseen Expenses, 1111 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.
Thompson) on M. for 1°, 525 (i); in Com., 873,
877 (ii).

Trade and Commerce, Dept. of, B. 7 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) on M. for 2°, 192 (i) ; on M. for Com., 865;
in Com., 869 (ii).

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) in
Com., 1155 (ii).

Trunks, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 445 (i).
Unparliamentary expression (wthdn.) 66 (i); Mr.

Speakar's attention drawn to, 618 (ii).
Voters Lists, Revision (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 649 (ii)..
Ways and .Mans-The Tariff, 429, 436, 445, 446, 450,

460, 462, 473, 486, 497, 500, 501, 502, 503, 505, 506,
507, 512 (i), 964-966 (il).

Western Counties Ry. Co.'s Agreement, on prop. Res.,
591 (i).

Williams, barge, payment to Owners, in Com. of Sup.,
1182 (ii).

Woollen Goods, in Com. on Ways and Means, 522 (i).

Mills, Mr. J. B., Annapolis.
N.S. Central Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, on M. for Cor., 215 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Jamieson) 939 (ii).
SUPPLY:

FIaheriâs (salaries, &c.) 1072 (ii).
Militia (Military Properties, care of) 764 (ii).

Western Counties Ry. Co.'s Agreement (B. 117, 1°*)
638 (ii).

Mitchell, Hon. P., Northumberland, N.B.
Anticosti Island, in Com. of Sup., 1169 (ii).
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) in Com., 1138;

on M. for 3° 1141 (ii).
Baird, Col. W. T., gratuity, in Com. of Sup., 1171 (ii).
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Uardwell) on M.

for 20, 195; on M. for Com,, 226; in Com., 230,239 (i).
Banff Springs Reservation, in Com. of Sup., 1189 (ii).
Bank Circulation, Security for (Ques.) 205 (i).
Behring's Sea, papers respecting (Ques. and remarks)

455 (i).

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Behring's Sea, Seizure of British Vessels (Ques.) 21 (i).
Butter, Duty and Inspection (remarks) 154 (i).
C.P.R., B. C. Section, in Com. of Sup., 1172 (ii).
Coal Oil Importation in Balk, in Com. on B. 107,

1144, 1147 (ii).
Collars, Cotton or Linen, conc. on Ways and Means,

446 (i).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1169.
Corn-meal, conc. in Ways and Means, 509 (i).
Cornwall Floods, in Com of Sap., 1190 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.,

1144, 1147; on M. for 30, 1218 (hi).
Customs, in Com. of Sap., 1195 (ii).

iRegulations respecting Baggage (Ques.) 101 (i).
County Court Judges, in Com. of Sup., 655 (ii).
Dalton, Wm., Services on Lightship (Ques.) 1200

(remarks) 1249 (ii).
Dep. Speaker and Chairman of Com.'s, on M. to appoint

Mr. C. C. Colby, 371 (i).
Division on Queen's, N.B., Election (remarks) 702 (ii).
Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. 126 (Mr.

Thompson) on M. to introd., 708 (ii).
-Elections Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 20, 542 (i).
Dunn, J. R., examination, 629 (il).
Election Rets. of 1874, on M. for Ret., 210 (i).
Excise, in Com. ofSup., 1195 (ii).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 723, 982 (ii).
Ferro-manganese, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 488.
Fertilisers, artificial, conc. in Ways and Means, 456.
Finance Dept. and Treasury Board Act Amt. B. 93

(Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 10, 442 (i).
Financial Commissioner, Eng., in Com. of Sap., 594.
Fisheries Bounty, in Com. of Sup., 1073 (ii).

--- Hatcheries, in Com. of Sap., 1069 (ii).
--- Papers, &c., re negotiations (Ques.) 21, 112, 141.

Protection, Instructions (Ques.) 21 (i).
-- Steamers, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1087 (ii).

--- Vessels boarded, &c., by Officers in Protection
Service, on M. for Ret., 221 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)
on M. for 2°, 1225; on M. for 30, 1228 (ii).

Free List, conc. in Ways and Meane, 508 (i).
Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s B. 165

(Sir Charles Tupper)) in Com. on Res., 1030 (ii).
Geographical nomenclature in Reps., on M. for Ret.,

802 (ii).
Geological Survey, in Com, of Sup., 1074.
Goderich and Can. Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 24

(Mr. Porter) on M. for 3°, 538 (i).
Govt. Businesp, on M. to take in Thursdaye, 480 (i).

Officials in Northumberland, N. B., removal
(Ques.) 321 (i).

Gov. Genl.'s Warrante, 1873-1886, on M. for Ret.,
262-264, 282 (i).

-- 1886-87, on M. to ref. to Pub. Acets. Com.,
293 (i).
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G.T.R., Georgian Bay and Lake Brie Ry. Co.'s B. 74
(Mr. Tisdale) on M. for 2°, 444 (i).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1245 (i).
ligh Commissioner's Taxes, in Com. of Sup., 652. (ii).

Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 129 (i).
Imperial Institute, in Com. of Sup., 729 (i).
I. C. R., Indiantown Branch, in Con. of Sup., 1174, 1177.

-- in Con. of Sap., 1173, 1196, 1241 (ii).
--- Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sup., 1177 (ii).

-- Supplies furnished by Contract or otherwise,
on M. for Ret., 211 (i).

Interest, payment of, by Crown B. 95 (Mr. Landry)
on M. for 10, 804 (ii).

Iron Industries, in Com. on B. 107, 1218 (ii).,
Iron, Ry. bars, conc. in Ways and Means, 502 (ii).
Jacques Cartier Union Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on

Res. (Mr. Pope) 1261 (ii).
Laviolette, Godefroi, allowance to, B. 138 (Mr. Thomp-

son) in Com. on Res., 808 (ii).
Lighthouse Keepers, in Com. of Sup., 1060 (ii).
Locomotives, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, b04 (i).
Locomotive Tires, conc. in Ways and Means, 505 (i).
Manhood Suffrage (remarks) 515 (i).
Meteorological Service, Chatham, N.B., in Com. of Sup.,

1198 (ii).
Midland Ry. Co.'s B. 75 (Mr. Hudspeth) on M. for 2°,

414 (i).
Minudie Branch Ry. Co.'s Sabsidy, in Com. on Res.,

(Mr. Pope) 1263 (ii).
Moffat, Mr., M.P., decease of (remarks) 111 (i).
Montreal Cotton Co.'s Irregularities (remarks) on M.

for Cem. on Ways and Means, 957, 959 (ii).
National Policy, in deb. on Ways and Means, 490 (i).
Neguac Wharf (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 1242 (ii).
New Brunswick and P.E.I. Mail Subsidy (remarks)

in Con. of Sup., 986, 989, 997 (ii).
N. W. T. Council B. 163 (Sir Jhn A. Macdonald) on M.

for 1°, 1076 (ii).
Order (Ques. of) unparliamentary reference, 998 (ii).
Paper Hangings, in Com. on Ways and Means, 516 (i).
Paper, News, in Com. on Ways and Means, 519, 521.
" Parliamentary Companion," in Com. of Sup., 1189.
Petroleum, conc. in Ways and Means, 516 (i).
P.O. Irregularities in N.B., in Com. of Sup., 1189 (ii).
Prohibition, compensation to dealers (remarks) 951 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 178 (i).
- on M. (Mr. Thompson) to allow J. R. Dunn

Counsel, 616, 622 (ii).
Rebellion, N.W. (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 1187 (ii).
Reciprocity Treaty with the U.S. (Ques.) 669 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costs, in

Com. of Slp., 1187 (ii).
Senate Representation for N.W.T. B. 17 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 197 (i).
Shipping, News and Telegraph Service (Ques.) 312 (i).
Shirts, Cotton or Linen, conc. in Ways and Means,

450, 452 (i).

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Shovels and Spados, conc. in Ways and Means, 463 (i).
Solicitor Gen., appointment of, Provision B. 42 (Mr.

7hompson) on M. for 1°, 191 (i).
Subsidies (foney) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

1261 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration o/ Justice (Oounty Courts, N.B.) 655 (il).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibition) 1169;

(Experimental Parmi) 723; (Imperial Institute) 729 (ii).
Charges of Manabement îFinancial Commissioner, Eng.) 594 (i).
Civil Govt. (Geological Survey) 1074; (High Commissioner's

Taxes, &c ) 652 ; (Interior) 1074 (ii).
Collection oj Revenues (Cuatoms, steam launches) 1195; (Excise)

1195; (Railwaya) 1196 (il).
Dominion Land8-Capital (Surveys, & 3.) 1197 (ii).
Fisheries (Protection Steamers, &c.) 1(87; (salaries, &c.) 1069.
Indians (N. W. T.) 1107 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Agencies, &c.) 1064 ; (salaries,
&c.) 1060 (il).

Mail Subsidies, 4c. (<Ùampbellton and Gaspé) 991; (France and
Quebec) 986 ; (Liverpool, &c., and St. John, &c.) 989; (Port
Mulgrave and East Bay, O.B.) 991 (ti).

Militis (Baird, Lieut. Col., gratuity) 1171 (il).
Miscellaneous (Cornwall Floods) 1190; (Hot Springs, Banff)

1189; (" Parliamentary Companion ") 1189; (Royal Society's
Proceedings) 1248; (8t. Qatharines Milling and Lumber
Co.'s Law Coste) 1186 ; (Savings Banks Funds) 1189 (il).

Mounted Police (Gratuities) 1186.
Public Workc-Income: Buildings (N. W. r.) 1245; (Ont.) 976;

(Experimental Parmi) 982. Harbors and Rivers (N.B.)
1245 (ii).

Railways-Capital: 0. P. R., 1172. I. 0. R. 112, 1241 ; (In-
diantown Branch) 1174; (Rolling Stock)'1177 (ii).

Territorial Account8 (1886-87) 1198.
Unprovided Items, 1198 (ii).

Supplies to Str. Lansdowne, in Com. of Sap., 1064 (ii).
Tenders for Supplies to Indians in N.W.T., in Com.

of Sup., 1107 (ii).
Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (&ir. Thompson) on

M. for 2', 1075 ; in Com., 1231 (ii).
Trade and Commerce, Dept. of, B. 7 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 20, 193 (i) ; on M. for Com , 865 (ii).
Vote on Disallowance (personal explanation) 588 (i).
Wall Paper, conc. in Ways and Means, 514 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 446, 452, 456, 463, 464,

488, 490, 502, 504, 505, 508 (i).

Moncrieff, Mr. G., East Lambton.
Queen's, N.B., Election, on M. to conc. in Rep. of Com.

on Privileges and Elections, 698 (ii).

N ontague, Mr. W. H., fHaldimand.
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 3°, 1217 (ii).
Haldimand Blection, Returning Oficer's Ret., on M.

for copies, 373 (i).
York Village Public Works (Ques.) 1005 (ii).

Mulock, Mr. W., North York.
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) on M. for 3°,

12.31 (ii).
Can. Accident Ins. Co.'s incorp. (B. 78, 1°*) 370 (i).
C.P.R., B.C. Section, in Com. of Sup., 1172 (ii).
Civil Servants extra salaries, in Com. of Sup., 1181 (ii).
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Clerk of Crown in Chancery, in Com. of Sap., 1161 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Oardwell)

in Com., 900 (ii).
Electric Light in Mointreal P.O., in Com.of Sap., 972(ii).
Exchange Bank, amts. owing Govt. (M. for Ret.*) 110.
Fertilisers, artificial, conc. in Ways and Means, 454 (i).
Fish and Fish Oil, refund of Daties, in Com. of Sup.,

1192 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 1225 (ii).
Freehold and Loan and Savings Co.'s B. 71 (Mr. Den-

ison) on M. for 2°, 443 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1162 (ii).
Bouse of Coms. Ventilation, on M. for Cor., 787 (ii).
I. C. R., Discriminating Freight Rates, in Com. of

Sup., 770 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 770, 1174 (ii).

Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 1197 (ii).
Order, Ques. of, Independence of Members, 1011 (ii).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 358 (i).
Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 65 (Mir. Thompson) in Cem.,

641 (ii).
Post Office, in Cem. of Sup., 1196 (ii).
Privy Council Office, in Cem. of Sup, 1161 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. (B. 31, 10) 142 (i).

B. 6 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 2°, 192 (i).
B. 47 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 362 (i).

Ry. Commission, appointments (M. for Ret.*) 110 (ii).
Rolling 9tock, C.P.R. (B.C.) Valuation, on M. for

Cem. of Sup., 1034 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costs, in

Com. of Sup., 1187 (ii).
Schreiber, C., services, in Com. of Sup., 1181 (ii).
Shirts, Cotton, &-., conc. in Ways and Means, 452 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canali-Income (St. Peter's) 1181; (Williama, barge, payment
to Ownere) 1182 (ii).

Civil Gopt. (Interior, Geological Survey) 1162; (Privy Gouncil
Office) 1161 (ii).

Collection of Revenues (Liquor License Act) 1197; (Post Office)
1196 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (salaries, &c.) 1059 (ii).
Jiscellaneous (Fish and Fish 011, Refund of Daties) 1192; (St.

Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costa) 1187 (ii).
Pensions (Militia, &c.) 747 (ii).
Publie Works-Incorm: Buildings (Ont.) 1183; (Que.) 972 (ii).
Quarantine, 746 (i).
Railways-Capital : 0. P. R., 1172; 1. 0. R. (Halifax Extension)

770, 1174 (ii).
Travis, J., Rep. of Judge Taylor respecting (M. for

Ret.*) 803 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tarif, 452, 454 (ii).
Williams, barge, payment to Owners, in Com. of

Sup., 1182 (ii).
York and Simeo Battalion of Volunteers (remarks) on

M. for Com. of Sup., 715 (ii).

O'Brien, Mr. W. E., Muskoka.
Chamberlin, B , extra pay, in Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
Chippewa Indians, arrears due (M. for Ret.) 381 (i).
Civil Service Promotion Examinations (Ques.) 1199 (ii).

O'Brien, fr. W. E.-Continued.
County Court Judges, in Con. of Sup., 656 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 115 (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) in Com., 885 (ii).
Drill Instruction, in Con. of Sap., 753 (il).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 58-62 (i).
Kit allowance to Volunteers (Ques.) 525 (i); (remarks)

716 (ii).
Lavell, W. R, Relief B. 155 (Mr. Ferguson, Leeds) on

M. for 3°, 1131 (ii).
Military Branch, &c., in Com. of Sup., 749 (ii).
Monteith, John, Relief (B. 144, 1°) 876 (ii).
Newspapers, partly Printed, cone. in Ways and Means,

447 (i).
Paper Manufactures, in Com. on Ways and Means, 517 (i)
Penetanguishene Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 1004.
Queen's, N. B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M.

to conc. in Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections,
695 (ii).

Riparian Rights, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
St. Martin's and Upham Ry. Co.'s B. 134 (Mr. Skinner)
. on M. to ref. back to Standing Com., 707 (ii).

Salt, conc. in Ways and Means, 436 (i).
SUPPLT:

Administration of Justice (County Courts) 656 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 1196 (ii).
Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1070 (il).
Indian8 (N.W.T.) 1110; (Ont. and Que.) 1186 (ii).
Militia (Drill Instruction) 753; (Xilitary Brauch and District

Staff) 749 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Ohamberlin, B., extra pay) 1195 (ii).
Public orks-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 975 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tarif, 436, 441, 447 (i).
Woollen Fabries, conc. in Ways and Means, 441 (i).
York and Simcoe Battalion of Volunteers (remarks)

716 (i).

Paterson, Mr. W., South Brant.
Agricultural Machines, &c., conc. in Ways and Means,

480, 497 (i).
Boiler Tubes, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 506 (i),
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res. (Mr. Pope) 1260 (ii).
Clork of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 350 (i).

-- salary, in Com. of Sup., 611 (i), 1160 (ii).
Cornwall Floods, in Com. of Sup., 1190 (ii).
Castoms Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charl-s Tupper) on M.

for 3Q, 1219 (i).
-- Dept., in Com. of Sup,, 613 (i).
-- Detectives, in Com. of Sup., 1132 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Ami. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Com., 906 (i).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1227 (ii).
Free List, conc. in Ways and Means, 508 (i).
Fish Fry, distribution, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
Gov. Gen.'s Warrants, 1873-1886, on M. for Ret., 264.
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Paterson, Mr. W.-Continued.
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 132 (i).
Indian Act Amt. B. 160 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com., 1228 (ii).
Indians, N.W.T., expenses of visit East, in Com. of

Sup., 1110, (ii).
Inland Revenue Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1163.
Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 2°, 285 (i)
Iron, bar, rolled, &c. cono. in Ways and Means 500 (i).
Iron Industries, in Com. on B. 107, 1219 (ii).
Malleable fron Castings, conc. in Ways and Means, 503.
Montreal Cotton Co. and Customs Dept. (Ques.) 102;

(M. for Rep.) 222 (i).
Irregularities (remarks) on M. for Com. on

Ways and Means, 954-957, 959 (ii).
Mowing Machines, conc. in Ways and Means, 479 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1136 (ii).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 611 (i), 1160 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to ref.

Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 184 (i).
Six Nation Indians, Claim to Lands on Grand River (M.

to ref. to Sp. Com.) 206 ; wthdn., and Order for

papers, &c., issued, 208 (i).
Skates, cone. in Ways and Means, 506 (i).
Steel Ingots, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 502 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1260 (ii).
Sugar, in deb. on Ways and Means, 465 (i).
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 874 (ii)
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Oustoms) 613 (i); (Inland Revenue) 1163 (ii);
(Privy Council) 611 (i), 1160 (ii).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 1132; (Excise) 1195; (Post
Office) 1136 (ii).

Fisheries (salaries, &c.) 1070 (ii).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 737 (ii).
Indians (N.W.T.) 1099 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Cornwall Floods) 1190; (Fish and Fish Oil,

Refund of Duties) 1193 (ii).
Quarantine, 743 (il).

Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) in
Com., 1154 (ii).

Vote on M. to allow J. R. Dunn Counsel re Queen's
Election, 624 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 465, 475, 497, 503 (i),
966 (ii).

Patterson, Mr. J. C., North -Essex.
Canadian Workingmen in the U. S. (Ques.) 1045 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges
&n: Elections, 344 (i).

Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.
1151; on M. for 3°, 1214 (ii).

Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (àfr. Mills) for
Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 33 (i).

Elm Logs, Export Duty, in Com. on B. 107, 1151, 1214.
Ontario and Quebec Ry. Co.'s (B. 27, 1o*) 111 (i).

Patterson, Mr. J. C.-ContinueL
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res.,

(Mr. Jamieson) 852-855 (il).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 176 (i).
on Amt. (Kr. Davies) to M. to conc. in Rep. of

Com. on Privileges and Elections, 690-692 (ii).

Perley Mr. W. D., East Asiniboia.
C.P. R., Land Sales by Co. (M. for Rot.) 317; (Quesé)

527 (i).
Chinook Bolt and Peace River Ry. (B. 34) M. to ref.

back to Com. on Rys., 479 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwel)

in Com., 894, 897 (ii).
Judge of East Assiniboia, residence (Ques.) 102 (i).
Liquor Permits in the N.W.T (Ques.) 527 (i).
National Policy and Free Trade, in dob. on Ways and

Means, 484, 486 (i).
Returns, enquiries for, re C.P.R. Land Sales, 1249.
SUPPLY:

Indians (N.W.T.) 1105 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 484-486 (i).

Perley, Mr. W. G., Ottawa City.
Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 132, 1°*) 782 (ii).
Elm Loge, Excise Duty, in Com. on B. 107, 1152,

1203 (ii).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., cono. in Ways and

Means, 511 (i).
Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) on

M. for 2', 1229 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 511, 512 (i).
White Fish River Indian Reserve, on M. for Rot.,

803 (ii).

Perry, Mr. S. F., Prince, P. .L
De Blois Postal Service (Ques.) 1004 (ii).
Fifteen Point, P.E.I., Breakwater (Ques.) 312 (i).
Fish Traps at Tignish (M, for Cor.) 788 (ii).

Licenses in P. E.I. (Quies.) 1001 (ii).
Ice-boat Service, P.E.I. (M. for Ret.*) 210, 223 (i).
Miminegash, P. E.I., Breakwater (Ques.) 371 (i).
--- Range Light, appointment of Keeper (Ques.)

372 (i), 1004 (ii).
Neptune and Winter communication with P.E.I. (M.

for Ret.*) 153 (i).
Northern Light and Ice-boats botwoon mainland and

P.E.I. (M. for Rot.) 210, 223 (i).
- Winter communication with P. B. I. (11. for

Rot.) 150; on M. for Ret., 383 (i).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Kr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1124 (ii).
Straits of Northumberland Subway, Survey3, &c. (M.

for Ret.*) 803 (ii).
Subway and Letter to Senator Howlan (Ques.) 527 (i).
Subsidy (Koney) to P.E.I. (Ques.) 206 (i).

xxxv



INDEX.

Perry, Mr. S. F.-Continued.
SUPPLY:

Public Works-Income : Harbors and Rivera (P.E.I.) 979 (ii).

West Point, P.E.L, Wharf, repairs (Ques.) 21 (i).
Winter Service and Northern Light, on M. for Ret.,

150, 538 (i).

Platt, Mr. J. M., Prince Edward, Ont.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. W/ite, Cardwell) in

Com., 245 (i).
Bridge across St. Lawrence at Coteau Subsidy, in Com.

on Res. (Mr. Pope) 1265 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers,

on M. (Mr. Mills) to ro. Ret. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 327 (ii).

- - salary, in Com. of SUp., 609 (i), 1160 (ii).
CuBtoms and P. O. Building in Picton (Ques.) 321(i).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for Clerk

of Crown to produce papers, 41 (i),
Fishing Licenses in East and West Lakos, Prince

Edward Co. (Ques.) 322 (i).
Histoire Généalogique des Familles Françaises, in Com.

of Sup., 1247 (ii).
Inland Revenue Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1163 (ii).
Lighthouse Keepers, in Com. of Sup., 1061, 1165 (ii).
Main Ducks and Walpole Islands, Leases (M. for Ret.)

369 (i).
Murray Canal, Contracts for completion (Ques.) 322 Ci).
Postmaster at Milford, appointment (Ques.) 322 (i).
Privy Couneil, in Com. of Sup., 609 (i), 1160 (ii).
Riparian Rights, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1265 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Civil Govt. (Inland Revenue) 1163 (i); (Privy Council) 609 (i),
1160 (i).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Maintenance and Repaire) 1065;
(salaries, &c.) 1061 (ii).

Aliscellaneous (Histoire Généalogique des Familles Françaises)
1247 (ii).

Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1243. Dredging, 980.
Superintendence of insurance (expensep) 1073 (ii).

Voters' Lists in P.E. County, Cost of Revision, &c. (M.
for Ret.*) 369 (i).

Wellbanks, Danl., charges against as Mail Carrier (M.
for Ret..*) 803 (ii).

Wellington ilarbor of Refuge (M. for Rot.) 369 (i).

Pope, Hon. J. H., compton.
C.P.R., Extension to Quebec Har bor (Ans.) 44 (i).

in B.C., in Com. of Sup. 766 (ii).
Laurentides Branch Lines, Tariff Rates (Ans.)

252 (i).
- Rates in B.C. (Ans.) 321 (i).
Cap St. Ignace Station house, on M. for Ret., 103 (i).
Civil Servaiats and Elections, in Com. of Sup., 661 (1).
Concurrence, 1269 (ii).
C0ntingencies, in Com. of Sup., 751 (ii).
Govt. Officials in Northumberland, N.B. (Ans.) 321.
House of Coms., salaries, in Com. of Sup., 661 (ii).
I.C.R., Capital Account (Ans.) 102 (i).

Pope, Hon. J. H.-Contiued.
I . R., Complaint against Employés (Ans.) 20 (i).

Discriminating Freight Rates, in Com. of Sup.,
769 (ii).

Grain Shipments, on M. for Ret., 380 (i).
Halifax Extension, in Com. of Sap., 769 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1241, 1269 (ii). •

Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sup., 824 (ii).
Supplies furnished by Contract or otherwise, on

M. for Rot., 211 (ii).
L'Evecque, Arsène, dismissal (Ans.) 1200 (ii).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 168

(Sir Charles Tupper) prop. Res., 1142; in Com. on
Res., 1158 (ii).

Murray Canal, Contracts for completion (Ans.) 322 (i).
North Shore Ry., purchase of, on M. for Ret., 209 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry. (B. 77) M. for Com. on

Res., 302; in Com., 312; cone. in and 1°* of B.,
361 (i) ; 2° m., 646 (ii).

P.E.I. Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1178 (ii).
Public Works, Liabilities (Ans.) 14, 15 (i).
Rys. (Govt.) Act Amt. (B. 6, 10*) 20; 2" m., 192; in

Com., 226 ; 3Q m., 361 (i).
Ry. (General) Act Amt. (B. 47, 1°*) 204; in Com.,

361 (i); M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1031 (ii).
Rys. and Canals, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 15 (i).
Rolling Stock, C.P.R. (B.C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1043 (ii).
Royal Commission on Canal Leases, in Com. of Sup.,

1180 (ii).
St. Charles and St. Joseph de Lévis Station-house

(Ans.) 101 (i).
St. Lawrence Canals, Enlargement (Ans.) 313 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. (B. 170) prop. Res, 1112;

M. foi Com. on Res., 1249; in Com., 1250, 1257,
1259, 1266 (ii).

Subsidies, Ry., Liabilities (Ans.) 14 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canals-In come (Royal Oommission on Leases) 1180 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (I.C.R.) 1269 (ii).
Legislation: House of Commons (salaries, &c.) Qîl (ii).
Militia (contingeicies, &c.) 754 (ii).
Railways-Capital: C.P.R. (B.C.) 766. I.C.R., 1241; (Halifax

Extension) 769, 781 ; (Rolling Stock) 824 (ii).
Quarantine, 743 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111
(Mr. Thompson) in Com., 879 (ii).

Trade and Commerce, Minister of (prop. Res.) 361 (i).
Transport of Volunteers to Rifle Matches, in Com. of

Sup., 754 (ii).
Trent Valley Canal, construction works (Ans.) 669 (i).
Valuators services, in Cbm. of Sup., 1179 (ii).
Welland Canal Bridge, on M. for Ret., 295 (i).
Western Counties Ry. Co.'s confirmation of Agreement

(prop. Res.) 591 (i); 1°* of B., 1031 (ii).
Wharf in Richelieu River (Ans.) 321 (i).
Windsor and Annapolis Ry. Co. and Ry. Dept., on M.

for Ret., 149 (i),
Yarmouth and Annapolis Ry., in Com. on Res., 1031 (ii)
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Porter, kr. R., West Huron.
Address in ans. to His Ex.'s Speech (moved) 7 (i).
Goderich and Can. Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 24, 1°*) 111; in Com., 538 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Jamieson) 938 (ii).
Fertilisers, artificial, conc. in Ways and Means, 459 (i).
Salt, conc. in Ways and Means, 436 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 436, 459 (i).

Préfontaine, Mr. R., Chambly.
Bourinot's " Parliamentary Procedure " (Ques.) 14 (i).
Chambly Canal, appointment of Supt. (M. for Rot.*)

19 (i).
- widening of (Ques.) 142 (i).

Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers,
on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M. to ref. Ret. to Com. on
Privileges and Elections, 353 (i).

Dumont, Gabriel, and recent Amnesty (Ques.) 525 (i).
Elcotion Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 42 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 3Q, 1223 (ii).
Longueuil Wharves, construction (Ques.) 16, 143 (i).
Mon treal Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 168

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1158 (ii).
Sheppard, E. E., Warrant for Arrest (Ques.) 45 (i).
Statutes, Revised, of Can., French Ed. (Ques.) 142 (i).
SUPPLY .

Public Works-Income; Buildings (Que.) 974 (ii).

Purcell, Mr. P., Glengarry.
-Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services (M. for Rot.) 366.
Scrip to Veterans of 1837 (Ques.) 320 (i).
Vote on Disallowance (explanation) 616 (ii).

Putnam, Mr. A., Bants.
Joggins Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Pope)

1260 (ii).

Reid, Mr. J., Cariboo.
Asheroft and Barkerville Telegraph Service (Ques.)

1005 (ii).

Rinfret, Mr. C. I., Lotbinière.
Boisvert, Louis, appointment as Lighthouse keeper (M.

for O. C., &c.*) 803 (ii).
C.P.R., Laurentides Branch Lines Tariff Rates (Ques.)

525 (i).
Commercial relations with France (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sup, 823 (ii).
Customs and Excise Tariff, distribution (Ques.) 708 (ii).
Dumont, Gabriel and recent Amnesty (Ques.) 525 (i).
Electoral Lists for L'Assomption Co. (Ques.) 525 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act, Repeal (Ques.) 205 (i).
Resignation of Lieut. Gov. of Que. (Ques.) 669 (ii).
St. Esprit Postmaster, dismissal (M. for Ret.*) 153 (i).
St. Lawrence River Fioods, Engineers Reps., &c. (l.

for Ret.*) 803 (il).

Rinfret, Mr. C. I.-Continued.
Sheppard's case and Toronto Magistrates' conduct

(Ques.) 1199 (ii).
Stilis, Illicit, Seizures, &c., 1878-1886 (M. for Stmnt.*)

153 (i).
Tobacco, Illegal Sales and Seizures (M. for S(mnt.*)

153 (i).

Robertson, Mr. A., West Hastings.
Bay of Quinte Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 73, 1°*) 359 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 340 (i).

Collars, Cotton or Linen, conc. in Ways and Means, 446.
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Iills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 26 (i).
Ways and -Means-The Tariff, 446 (i).

Robertson, J. E., King's, P.E.I.
Dredging in Murray Harbor, P.E.I. (Ques.) 669 (ii).
1. C. R., Discriminating Freight Rates, in Com. of Sup.,

781 (ii)
P. E. I., Publie Wharf, Reps. as to state (Quos.) 257 (i).
St. Mary's Bay, Sturgeon Bay, &c., Wharves (Ques.)

143 (i).
SUPPLY

Public Work8-Ir.come: Buildings (P.E.I.) 924 (ii).
Raihways-Capital: I.C.R. (Halifax Extension) 781 (ii).

Winter Service, P.E.I., and Northern Light (M. for
Rot.) 530 (i).

Robertson, Mr. T., sShelburne.
Barrack Lands, Shelburne Harbor, N.S. (Ques.) 668.
Barrington Harbor, Tenders for Lightship (Ques.) 383.
Geological Survey in N.S. (Ques.) 383 (i).
Lunenburg Public Building, amoant paid for Site

(Ques.) 1003 (ii).
Port la Tour Harbor Light (Ques.) 785 (ii).
Shelburne Harbor Islands (Ques.) 668 (il).
SUPPLY:

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Maintenance and Repaira) 1066;
(completion and construction) 1068 (il).

West Head iHarbor Light (Ques.) 786 (ii).

Robillard, Mr. H., Ottawa City.
Gov. Gen.'s residence in Ottawa (Ques.) 154 (i).
Rideau River obstructions (M. for O. C., &c.*) 803 (ii).

Roome, Mr. W. F., West Middlesex.
Elm Logs, Export Duty, in Com. on B. 107, 1203 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Public Works-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 1244 (i).

Ross, Mr. A. W., Lisgar.
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Jardwell)

in Com., 902 (ii).

Royal, Mr. J., Provencher.
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on M. for Com.

on Res., 583 (1).
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Rykert, Mr. J. C., Lincoln and Niagara.

Atlantic and North-West Ry. Co's. (B. 44, 10*) 204 (i).
Can. Pac. Ry. Co's. Act Amt.(B. 45, 1°*) 204 (i).
Niagara River Bridge Co's. incorp. (B. 43, 10*) 204 (i).
Ontario Pacifie Co.'s (Bill 124, 1*) 667 (ii).
Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) on

M. for 2°, 1229 (ii).

Scarth, Mr. W. B., Winnipeg.
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 30, 1220 (ii).
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on Order for Com.,

149 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell)

on M. for Com., 891; in Com., 915; on M. to conc.
in Amts., 1007 (ii);

Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land Co.'s (B. 84, 1°*)
413 (i).

Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 109, 10*)
524 (i).

Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Watson) Official Debates and
newspaper report, 1156 (ii).

-.«-Disallowanco of Man.. Ry. Charters, re rep. of
deb. in Globe, 615 (ii).

Saskatchewan and Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 110, 1°*)
524 (i).

Subsidies (Land) to Rys. in N.W.T. B. 164 (Mr.
White, Cardwell) in Com. on Res., 1119 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Indians (N.W. T.) 1106 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Refund of Duties, Fish and Fish Oil) 1193; (St.

Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costa) 1188 (ii).
Penitentiaries (salaries) 1237 (ii).

Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Ry. and Steamship Co.'s
(B. 79, 10*) 383 (i).

Scriver, Mr. J., Huntingdon.
Coal Oil Importation in Bulk, in Com. on B. 107,

1146 (ii).
Concurrence, 1267, 1269, 1270 (ii).
Prescott Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 57, 1°*) 300 (ii).
Private Bills, Rules respecting, on M. to conc. in Rep.

of Sp. Com., 1272 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 47 (51r. Pope) in Com., 363 (i).
Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services, on M. for Rot.,

366 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in

Com., 1266 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Dominion Landi-Capital : Surveys (Ont. and Que.) conc.,
1270 (ii).

Legislation: House of Cominons (salaries) conc., 1269 (ii).
Quarantine, conc., 1267 (ii).

Ways an Means -The Tariff, 502, 503 (i).

Semple, Mr. A., Centre Wellington.
Iron industries, in Com. on B. 107, 1207 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Experimental Farms) 727 (ii).

Shakespeare, Mr. N., Victoria, B. C.
Behring's Sea, protection of British subjects (Ques.)

45 (i).
Black Cod Banks, B. C., Rep. of Expedition (Ques.)

527 (i).
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 764 (ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, and claim of MeNamee &

Co. (M. for Sp. Com.) 527 (i).
Experimental Farm in B. C. (Ques.) 527 (i).
Fortifications of B. C., Rep. of Col. O'Brien (Ques.)

102 (i).
Immigration into Dom. during 1886 (Ques.) 45 (i).
Life-saving Station on Vancouver Island (Ques.) 45 (i).
Privilege (Ques. of) on rumored adjnmt. of Hse. for one

week, 224 (i).
SUPPLY:

Indian8 (B. C.) 1097 (ii).
Jlilitia (Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges) 764 (ii).

Shanly, Mr. W., South Grenville.
Alberta and B. C. Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 56,

10*) 300 (i).
Alberta Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 70, 10*) 359 (i).
Anticosti Island, in Com. of Sup., 1169 (i).
Canadian Society of Civil Engineers incorp. (B. 22, 10*)

111 (i).
Canal Officers àalaries, &c., in Com. of Sap., 1114 (ii).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sap., 1169.
Montreal Harbor Commissioners further Loan B. 168

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1156 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, 1169 (ii).
Collection of Revenues: Canals (salaries, &c.) 1114 (i).

Skinner, Mr. C. N., St. John, NB., City and County.
C.P.R., Winter Port, on M. for Com. of Sup., 970 (ii).
N. B. Ry. Co.'s.(B. 120, 10*) 638 (ii).
Procedure in Criminal Cases Act Amt. B. 19 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 645 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election (M.) Clerk of Crown in Chancery

to attend with papers, &c., 100 (i).
notice given of Res. to amend Ret., 111 (i).
prop. Res. to amend Ret. by inserting name of

Mr. King instead of Mr. Baird, 155 (i).
St. Martin's and Upham Ry. Co. (M.) to suspend Rules,

706; (B. 134, 10*) 782 (ii).

Small, Mr. J., East Toronto.
Ash Susan, Relief (B. 135) 10 on a div., 804; 20 m.,

1017 ; agreed to (Y. 50, N. 42) 1028; 3 m.,
1141; neg. (Y. 56, N. 61) 1142; M. to place on
Order paper for 39, 1155; in Com. and 30, 1221 (ii).

Brandon, Souris and Rock Lake Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.
28, 1°*) 111 (i).

British Canadian Loan and Investment Co.'s Acts Amt.
(B. 61, 10*) 300 (i).

Canadian Horse Ins. Co.'s incorp, (B. 88, 1°*) 413 (i).
Governor Gen., reception of (M. to adju.) 543 (i).
Manufacturers Accident Insurance Co.'s incorp. (B.125,

1°*) 667 (ii).



INDEX.
Small, Mr. J.-Continued.

Massawippi Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 67, 1°) 318.
Noel, Marie Louise, Relief (B. 108, 10) 804; !° agreed

to (Y. 81, N. 49) 876 (ii).
Primitive Methodist Colonisation Co.'s (B. 121, 1°*)

924 (il).
Standard Printing and Publishing Co.'s incorp. (B. 106,

10*) 515 (i).

Smith, Sir D. A., K.C.M.G., West -Montreal.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) in

Coma, 238 (i).
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on M. for Com. on

Res., 581 (i).
Harbors and Breakwaters, money voted by Parlt. since

Confederation (Ques.) 1002 (ii).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 130 (i).
Kingston General and St. Catharines Marine Hospital

(Ques.) 668 (ii).
Marine and Immigrant Hospital at Quebec, Expendi.

ture (M. for Ret.*) 803 (ii).
South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp (B. 80, 1°*) 383 (i)
Unparliamentary Language (remarks) 705 (ii).

Smith, Mr. W., South Ontario.
Cattie, diseased, Importation of (Ques.) 204 (i).
Oshawa Ry. and Nav. Co.'s incorp. (B. 82, l'*), 413 (i).
Ways and -Means-The Tariff, 438 (i).

Somerville, Mr. J., .North Brant.
Cjerk of Crown in Chancery, increase of salary, in Com.

of Sup., 611 (ii).
Creighton, Mr. J., Indian Agent at Saugeen (M. for

Ret.) 314 (i).
Elections of 1887, Returning Officers' Names, &c. (M.

for Ret.*) 223 (i).
Indian Affairs in the N.W., conduct of Govt. Officors

(M. for Cor.*) 369 (i).
"Jamaica" Pullman Car expenses (M. for Ret.) 313 (i).
Rebellion of 1837, Volunteers services, on M. for Ret.,

367 (i).
Statutes, Revised, Commissioners (Ques.) 205 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civi Govt. (Privy Council Office) 611 (i).

Speaker, Mr. (Hon. JosEPH ALDRIC OUIMET) Laval.

Address, His Ex.'s Reply (read) 153 (i).
Address to Her Majesty on 50th anniversary of Reign,

Mess. from Sen. (announcement) 680 (ii).
Agriculture and Colonisation Com., notice must be

given to change quorum, 154 (i).
A.sh Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) on M. for 20,

804 (fi).
Beauce Controverted Election, Judge's Rep.(read) 3 (i)
Civil Service Act Amt., on prop. introd, of B.,

ruled out of order, 413 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery, letter to Clerk (presented)

370 (i).

Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Disallowance, Vote on, Member asked to explain, 583 (i)
Election as Speaker (thanks returned) 3 (i).
Election Re t., Gazetting of, personal explanation

allowed by Members in deb., 32 (i).
personal attacks (ruling) 36 (i).
ref. to previous deb. checked, 40 (1).
papers produced by Clerk of Crown, 45 (i).

Estimates, The, by Mess. (read) 318 (i); 1886-87 and
1887-88, 952, 1152 (ii).

Evanturel, Lieut.-Col. A., on M. for Ret., 1199 (fi).
Gov. Gen., reception of, on M. to adju., objection

(Mr, Blake) sustained, 543 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, Member requested to wthdw.

expression, 66 (i).
- - ruling: Mover cannot amend his own motion,

&c., 140 (i).
Hse. of Com., salaries, in Com. of Sup., 1164,1239 (ii).
Imperial, Naval and Military Officers employed by

Colonial Govts., Mess. from His Ex. (read) 144 (i).
Internal Economy Commissioners, appointment by

Mess. (read) 13 (i).
Judges, Reflections on, ruled unparliamentary, 373 (i).
Library of Parlt., Librarians' Rep. (prosented) 4 (i).
-- on M. to cone. in Reps., 1249 (ii).

Members, new, notification of return of Members Elect:
South Victoria, Ont., 277 ; Restigouche, 588 (i).

Mess. from His Ex., 13, 144, 153, 318 (i); 952, 1152 (ii).
Mortgages, payment of, prop. M. to introd. B. ruled ont

of order, 111 (i).

Order, Ques. of, decorum in debate (ruling) 1011 (ii).
- expressions respecting Upper Chamber con-
sidered objectionable, 200 (i).

-- Independence of Members (ruling) 1010 (if).
-- Indian Agent at Saugeen (ruling) 315, 316 (ii).
- - Member has right to ask questions, 615 (i).

--- Mem ber misquoting, 1014 (ii).
---- Muber being called on to wthdw. stmnt.

1012 (ii).
-- Prohibition (rùlpg) re B. on Order paper te

repeal Can. Temp. Act, 858 (ii).
-- re Amt. (Mr. Cargill) to Res. on Prohibition

(ruling) 852 (ii).
-- re Amt. (Mr. Girouard) to Res. on Prohibition,

846 (ii).
-- re personal explanation on Prohibition (ruling)

939 (ii).
-- re Amt. (Mr. Sproule) on Prohibition, relevancy

of deb. (ruling) 949 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Branch Ry. B., on objec-

tion (Mr. Mills) to 20 (ruling) 649 (ii).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 358; (ruling) 360 (i).
Pontiac and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B., on objection

to M. to place on Orders, 1001 (ii).
Previous deb., ref. to checked, 40, 474 (i).
Privileges of Commons claimed from His Ex. and

confirmed, 3().

xxix'



IN»BX,
Speaker, Mr.-Continued.

Privilege, Ques. of, re Official Rop. and report in
Man. Sun (remarks) 1156 (ii).

Prorogation, communication from Gov. Gen.'s Sec.,
1269 (il).

Queen's, N.B., Election, papers, &c., respecting, laid on
Table, 100 (i).

on Amt. (Kr. Thompson) to ref. Ret. to Com. on
Privileges and Elections, 185 (i).

- - on prop. Res. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) to dis.
agree in 2nd Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elec-
tions, 640 (ii).

-- Sitting Memaber called on to explain, 610, 671.
-- John R. Dunn, announcement of presence, 524.

-- ordered to appear before Bar of louse, 616 (ii).
examination, 627 (ii).

--- Unparliamentary Language (remarks) 703;
(ruling) 704 (ii).

Restigouche Electoral Dist., return of Member Eloct
annonneed, 588 (i).

South Victoria, Ont., Electoral Dist., return of Member
Elect announced, 277 (i).

Speech from the Throne (Rep.) 3 (i).
SUPPLY:

Legislation : House of Commons (salaries) 1164, 1239 (ii).
Upper ColumbiaRy., attention called to B. not being

printed in French (remarks) 320 (i).
Vacancy, notification of, in Restigouche, 277 (i).
Vote on M. to allow J. R. Dunn Couasel, re Queen's

Election (remarks) 624 (ii).
>Unparliamentary Language and Conduct (reproofs)

110, 180, 298, 333, 353, 374 (i), 619, 704 (ii).
Vote on Disallowance, Mr. Mitchell's name ordered to

be inserted in Div. List, 588 (i).
Writ for Restigouche, Isue of (Ans.) 361 (i).

Sproule, Mr. T. S., East Grey.
BanffI National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on

M. for 2°, 197 (i).
Civil Servants Office fours (remarks) in Com. of Sup.,

1129 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers,

on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Priv-
ileges and Elections, 345 (i).

Insolvent »ebtors Disharge B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on M.
for 2', 286 (i).

Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 720, 726 (ii).
Prisoners, Release of (prop. Res.) exercise of Executive

clemency, 798 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Jamieson) Amt., 948 (ii).
Scrip for services in Rebellion, outside Militia, on M.

for Ret., 17(i).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 512 (i).
SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture and' tatistics (lxperimental Farms) 720, 726.
Cil Govt. (Iaterior Dept.) 1129 (ii).

Ways and Means -The Tariff, 512 ().

Stevenson, Mr. J., West Peteibnrough.
SUPPLY :

Canals-Capital (Trent River Nav.) 837 (ii).

Sutherland, Mr. J., Yorth Oxford.
Adjnmt., Ascension Day and Queen's Birthday

(remarks) 320 (i).
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Ry. Co.'s incorp.

Act Amt. (B. 25, 10*) 111 (i).
Guarantee and Pension Fund Society of the Dom.

Bank incorp. (B. 48, 1°*) 223 (i).
Niagara and Woodstock Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 89,

1°*) 441 (i).
Ont. and Qu'Appelle Land Co.'s (B. 62, 1°*) 300 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges and Elctions, 179 (i).

Taylor, Mr. G., South Leeds.
Anglo-Canadian Bank (B. 98, 1°*) 515 (i).
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) M. for Com.,

1137; 3° m., 1141; neg. (Y. 56, N. 61) 1142 (ii).
Butter Imports from U.S., 1883-1887 (M. for Ret.)

211 (j).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

M. (Mr. Mils) to ref. to Com. on Privileges and
Elections, 334; (explanation) 341.

Hardware, Builders, &c., cono. in Ways and Means,
507, 515 (i).

Home Rule for Ireland (personal explanation of Vote)
154 (i).

Hoop Nets on River Sf, Lawrence (Ques.) 101 (i).
Iron Manufacture, conc. on Ways and Means, 491(i).
Order (Ques. of) unparliamentary expressions,10 14 (ii).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 358 (i).
Shovels and Spades, conc. in Ways and Means, 461 (i).
SUPPLY:

Miscellaneous (Savings Banks Funds) 1189 (ii).

Ways and Means -The Tariff, 464,494, 507, 515 (i).

Temple, Mr. T., York, N.B.
SUPPLY:

Public Works-Income (Harbors and Rivers) 1184 (ii).
Ra ilways-Capital: I. 0. R. (Indiantown Branch) 1174 (ii).

Thérien, Mr. O., Montcalm.
Tobacco, increased Duty on (Ques.) 320 (i).

Thompson, Hon. J. S. D., Antigonish.
Ash, Sasan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) on 31. for 20,

1017-1021, 1027; in Com., 1140 (ii).
Bremner, Charles, seizure of Frs from, in Comn of Sup.,

12ý8 (ii).
Civil Service Officials and Elections, in Com. of Sup., 666.
Copyright, British1works, reprinting (Ans.) 15 (i).
Counterfeit and Imitation Notes (B. 123, 1°) 631; in

Com., 808 (ii).
Connty Court Judges, in Cam. of Sap, 654 (ii).
Criminal Cases, Procedure in (B. 19, 1°) 100 (i).



fl~IYEX.
Thompson, Hon. J. S. D.- -Continued.

Criminals, release of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Sproule) to
exorcise Executive clemency, 799 (ii).

David J. Adams, case against (Ans.) 313 (i).
Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. (B. 126, 10)

707; in Com., 809 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Bdgar) on M. for

2°, 541 (i).
Dumont, Gabriel, anid recent Amnesty (Ans.) 525 (i).
Dunn, J. R. (remarks) on Counsel's argument, 626, 628,

630 (ii).
DunscQmbe, Mr., pay ment to, in Com. of Sup., 1248 (ii).
East Assiniboia, residence for Judge (Ans.) 102 (i).
Elgin, Jr. County Jadge (Ans.) 143; applicants for

position, on M. for Ret., 368 (i).
Essex, Dep. Ju dge for County (Ans.) 786 (i).
Expropriation Act Amt. (B. 141, 1°) 862 ; (Crown com-

pensation for Costs) prop. Res., 952; cone. in, 1033.
Fisheries, Vessels boarded, &c., by Officers in Protec-

tion Service, on M. for Ret., 221 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. (B. 114, 1) 589 (i); 2°

m., 1222; in Com., 1227 (ii).
Gov. Gen.'s Warrants, 1873-1886, on M. for Ret., 269.
Imperial Trusts Co.'s B. 15 (Mr. Denison) in Com., 637
Insolvent Debtors Diecharge B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on

Order for 20, 272; on M. for 20, 285 (i).
Interest, payment of by Crown (B. 137, 1°) 804;

wthdn., 1121 (ii).
Justice Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1237 (ii).
Laviolette, Godefroi, allowance (B. 138) prop. Res.,

111 (i); in Com., 805; 1°* of B., 808; in Com, 889.
Libel, Imprisonment for (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1234 (ii).
North-West Ter. Act Amt. (B. 127, 11) 708; M. for 2"

and in Com., 809 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Branch, I. C. R., B. 77 (Mr-

Pope) on M. for 2°, 648 (il).
Penitentiary Act Amt. (B. 65) reorganisation of sala-

ries of Officers (prop. Res.) 223; in Com., 274; Res.
conc. in and 1° of B., 301 (i); 2° m., 641 (ii).

Penitentiaries, Cloth, &c., supplied (Ans.) 14 (i).
Publie Morals and Public Convenience B. 21 (Mr.

Charlton) in Com., 278 (i).
Public Debt and recont Elections, in deb. on Ways and

Means, 477 (i).
Public Stores (B. 20, 1°) 100; in Com., 273 (i).
Procedure in Criminal Cases Act Amt. (B. 19) 20 m.

and in Com., 644 (ii).
Províncial Courts Judges (B. 166) prop. IRes., 862; in

Com. and 1?*, 1127 (ii).
Quebec Ship Laborers (Ans.) in reference to B.,

1006 (i).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on prop. Res. (Mr. Skinner)

to amend Ret., 156 ; (Amt.) to refer to Com. on Privi-
loges and Elections, 160 ; agreed to (Y. 109, N. 77)
189 (i)
a

Thompson, Hon. J. S. D.-Continued.
Queen's, N.B., Election, Dunn, J. R., before Bar of

House (M. to allow Counsel) 616, 620; agreed to
(Y. 154, N. 2) 624 (ii).

--- on M. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) to disagree in
2nd Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections, 675;
(Amt.) 677 ; agreed to (Y. 105, N. 85) 706 (ii).

Real Property in the Territories Aet Amt. (B. 154, 10*)
1028 (ii).

Representation Act Amt. (B. 140, 1°) 839 ; 2° m.,
839 (ii).

Revising Officers' salaries (Ans.) 671 (ii).
Rolling Stock, C.P.R. (B. C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1054 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costs,

in Com. of Sup., 1188 (ii).
St. Charles Braich Land Claims, in Com. of Sup., 830.
Sheppard, E. E., Warrant for Arrest (Ans.) 45 (i).

Toronto Magistrates' conduet (Ans.) 1199 (ii).
Solicitor Gen., appointment, Provision (B. 42) prop.

Res. and 1°*, 191 (i).

Speedy Trials Act Amt. (B. 146, 1°*) 924 (ii).
Statutes, Consolidation,in Com. of Sup., 1190 (ii).
Statutes, Revised, Commissioners, &c. (Ans.) 205 (i).

distribution to Justices (Ans.) 668 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Administration oj Justice (N.W.T.) 654; (payment to Judge
Wood) 1161 (ii).

Cieil Govt. (Justice) 1237 (ii).
Legisation: House of Commons (salaries, &c.) 666; (Revised

Statutes) 1247 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Dunscombe, Mr., Claim) 1248; (St. Catharines

Milling and Lumber Co.'s Law Costs) 1188 ; (Statutes, con-
solidation) 1190 (ii).

Penitentiaries (B.O.) 660; (Kingston) 657; (Man.) 659,
1237; (St. Vincent de Paul) 659 (il).

Railways-Capital: 0. B. Ry. (construction) 830 (ii).

Sapreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. (B. 111,
1°) 524 ; prop. Res., 590 (i) ; 2° m., 810 ; in Com.,
873, 877, 890 ; M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1222 (ii).

Threats and Intimidations (B. 162, 10) 1075 ; 2° m.,
1152, 1154; in Com., 1229, 1232 (ii).

Travis, Mr. Jeremiah, appointment as Judge in N.W.T.,
(Ans.) 143 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 477 (i).
Western Counties Ry. Co.'s Agreement B. 157 (Sir

Charles Tupper) prop. Res., 591 (i); on M. for 20, 1128.
Wood, Judge, extra services, in Com. of Sup., 1164 (ii).

Tisdale, Mr. D., South Norfolk.
Adjnmt, Ascension Day, &c. (remarks) 320 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell)
in Com., 905 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. (B. 53, 10) 277 (i).
-- B. 114 (Mr. Thompson) on M. to introd., 589 (i).

Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s
(B. 74, 1°*) 359 (i).

South Norfolk Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 66, 1°*) 318 (i).

Ni



INDEX.

Trow, Mr. J., SouthPerth.
Banff National Park B. 16 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on

M. for 20, 196; in Com., 232, 242 (i).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Cor. on Privileges
and Elections, 339 (i).

Colonial Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1168 (ii).
Experimental Farm in Man. (Ques.) 101 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 114 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. to introd., 589 (i).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 358 (i).
Piers in P.E I., condition (Ques.) 669 (ii).
Prorogation (congratulatory rermarks) 1274 (ii).
Queen's, N. B., Election, payment of Costs and Expenses

(Ques.) 205 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statiutica, 1166 (ii).
Indiana (N.W.T.) 1109 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Miscellaneous, 1185 (ii).

Statutes, Revised, distribution of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau)
on M. for 1°, 1033 (ii).

Vote on Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters (remarks)
on Member not voting, 588 (i).

White Mud River, Man., Improvements (Ques.) 102 (i).

Tupper, Mr. 0. H., Pictou.
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) in Com., 1138;

on M. for 3°, 1221 (ii).
Can. Atlantic Steamahip Co.'s (B. 151, 1°*) 1001 (i).
Civil Servants and Elections, in Com. of Sup., 622 (ii).
Clerk of (Jrown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 836; (explanation) 341 (i).

-- increase of salary, in Com. of Sup., 601 (i).
County Court Judges, in Com. of Sup., 655 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., examination, 633 (ii).
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 26 (i).
of 1874 (M. for Ret.) 209 (i).

Oxford and New Glasgow Branch, I. C. R., B. 77 (Mr.
Pope) on M. for Com. on prop. Res., 303 (i); on M.
for 2°, 647 (ii).

Pairing of Members (remarks) 358 (i).
Personal Explanation re Vote on Clerk of Crown in

Chancery question, 360 (i).
Pictou Bank, Winding-up (B. 85, 1*) 413 (i).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 601 (i).
Riddell, Fanny Margaret, Relief (B. 145, 1°) 884 (ii).
Rolling Stock, C. P. R. (B.C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1051 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, on Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to

ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges and Elections, 161-167;
(explanation) 173 (i).

St. Martin's and Upham iRy. Co.'s (B. 134, 10*) 782 (i).
Senate Representation for N.W.T. B. 17 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 251 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (County Courts, N.B.) 655 (II).
Civil Govt. (Privy Council) 601 (i).
Legislation: House of Gommons (salaries, &c.) 662 (il).
Militia (contingencies, &c.) 754 (ii).

Tupper, Mr. C. H.-Continued,
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. (B. 18,10) 74.

B. 111 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 883 (ii).
Transport of Volunteers to Rifle Matches, in Com. of

Sup., 754 (ii).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles, G.C.M.G., Oumbertand.

Agent and contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup., 1114.
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 614 (i).
Anticosti Island, in Com. of Sup., 1169 (ii).
Asst. Receiver Gen., Halifax, in Com. of Sup.,591 (i).
Auditor Gen.'s Rep. (presented) 13 (i).

Office, in Com. of Sup., 612 (i).
Bank circulation, security for (Ans.) 205 (i).
Bartlett's work on Coal and Iron, in Com. of Sup.,1247.
Beauharnois Canal, in Com. of Sup., 838 (ii).
British Aiïerican Bank Note Co.'s Contract (Ans.) 142.
Briton Medical and General Life Association, policy-

holders Claims (Ans.) 786 (ii).
Brokerage and Comn., in Com. of Sup., 593 (i).
Budget, The (Ans.) 258; (annual statement) 384-407

(i). Sec" Ways and Means."
Butter, Duty and Inspection (Ans.) 154 (i).
C.P. R. in B.C., in Com. of Sup., 766, 1171, 1178 (ii).
Canal Officers salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1113 (ii).
Carillon Canal Valuators services, in Com. of Sap., 1179.
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1178 (ii).
Civil Servants and Elections, in Com. of Sap., 660,

664 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery, salary, in Com. of Sup.,

597 (i), 1159, 1266 (ii).
Extra Clerks in Office, in Com. of Sup., 1165 (ii).

Clothes-wriugers, in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
Cotton Clothing, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 523.
Colonial Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
-- Oheese Exhibit, in Com. of Sup., 1167, 1240 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 1112 (ii).

relations with France (remarks) on M. for Com.
of Sup., 822 (ii).

Treaties, papers, &c., respecting (Ans.) 143,
154 (ii).

Concurrence, 1266-1269 (ii).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 651, 653, 1154 (ii).
Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sap., 832 (ii).
Cornwall Floods, in Com. of Sup., 1190 (ii).
Cooper, R. W., extra services, in Com. of Sup.,1179 (ii)
Criminal Statisties, in Com. of Sup., 718 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 147, in Com., 1144; 30 m., 1200;

(remarks) 1207, 1217 (ii).
Customs, in Com. of Sap., 1129 (ii).
Debt, Public, gros@ and net (Ans.) 14 (i).

Interest on, in Com. of Sup., 593 (i).
- - National, of Canada, in Com. on B.107,1217 (i)
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, on M. for Com.

on Res., 553-559 (i).
on M. to make First Order, 480 (i).

Drain pipes, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
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INDEX.

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charle.-Contined.
Duties on Iron, extension of time for entering goode, in

Com. on B. 107, 1220 (ii).
Elm Logs, Export Duty, in Com. on B. 107, 1150 (ii),
Estimates, The, bringing down (Ans.) 100, 192; (pro-

sented) by Mess., 318 (i).
-- Supplementary, 1886-87, 1887-88 (presented).

by Mess., 952 (ii).
- further Supplementary 1887-88 (presented).

by Mess., 1152 (ii).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sap., 720 (ii).
Financial Commissioner, Eng., in Com. of Sup., 594 (i),
Fish and Fish Oil, refund of Duties, in Com. of Sup.,

1191 (ii).
Franchise Act, Costs of Voters' Lists, on M. for Ret., 15,

16 (i).
expenses, in Com. of Sup., 1165 (il).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s (B. 165)
prop. Res., 862; in Com., 1029; conc. in and 1°* of
B, 1120 (ii).

Free List, conc. in Ways and Means, 508 (i).
Garrison, Mr., appointment as Surveyor of Customs, in

Com. of Sup., 1131 (ii).
Geological Survey, in Com. of SUp., 1162 (il).
Gov. Gen's. Sec.'s Office, in Com. of Sup., 596 (i).
Gov. Gen.'s Warrants, 1873 to 1886, on M. for Rot.,

261, 266, 279 (i).
1886-87, on M. to ref.to Puab. Accts.Com.,292 (i).

Hardware, Builders, &o., cono. in Ways and Means,
515 (i).

Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 719 (il).
Higb Commissioner's Commission, papers respecting

(Ans.) 708 (ii).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 651 (ii).

House of Coms., salaries, in Com. of Sup., 1239 (ii).
Imperial Institute, in Com. of Sup., 728 (ii).
I.C.R., Discriminating Freight Rates, in Com. of Sup.

771, 778 (ii).
---- Freight Earnings, in Com. of Sup., 778 (i).

in Com. of Sup., 1113, 1173, 1196, 1241 (ii).
Indiantown Branch, in Com. of Sup ., 1175 (ii).
Machinery, in Com. of Sup., 1177 (ii).
Moncton, accommodation at, in Com. of Sup.

781 (ii).
Passes to Members (remarks) 524 (i).
Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sup., 823, 1177 (il).
St. Charles Branch, in Com. of Sup., 1176 (ii).
St. John, accommodation at, in Com. of Sup.,

1174 (ii).
- - Servis Tie Plates in Com. of Sup., 829 (ii).
Interior Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1129, 1162 (ii).
Inland Revenue Dept., in Com. of Sup., 612. (i).
Iron Drawbacks (remarks) in deb. on Ways and

Means, 467, 473 (i).
Iron Daties, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1080 (hi).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles.-Continued.
Iron and Steel Industries, in Com, on Ways and Means,

488, 522 (i). Bee " Ways and Means."
Jones, L. K., salary as Priv. Sec., in Com. of Sup.,

766 (il).
Justice Dept., in Com. of Sup., 612 (i).
Lachine Canal, in Com. of Sup, 832, 838 (i).
Like St. Francis Road Dyke, in Com. of Sap., 1242 (ii).
Locomotives, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 504 (i).
Maccaroni, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 460 (i).
Mail Subsidies, &o., in Com. of Sup., 986-991, 999 (ii).
Marine Dept., in Com. of Sup., 614 (i).
Mess. from His Ex., 318 (i), 952, 1152 (ii).
Military Properties, care of, in Com. of Sup., 764 (ii).
Millson, Col. (remarks) in Com. of Sap., 1171 (ii).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners further Loan (B. 168).

Res. in Com., 1156; 10* of B., 1159 (ii).
Mounted Police gratuities, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1186 (ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 832 (ii).
N. S. Central Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Pope) 1264 (ii).
Oil Cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 516 (Î).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. -Wilson, Blgin) latitude of deb.

affrmed, 454 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Branch, I.C.R., B. 77 (Mr.

Pope) on M. for Com. on prop. Res., 302, 304 (i)
on M. for 2°, 646 (ii)

Paper Hangings, in Com. on Ways and Means, 516 (i)
Paper, News, in Com. on Ways and Means, 520, 522 (i).
Personal Explanation, re letter of Mr. Ross, 1077 (ii).
Perley, H. F., services, in Com of Sup., 1180 (ii).
Pianofortes, in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
P.E.I. Railway, in Com. of Sup., 1178 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Dept., in Com. of Sup., 612 (i).
Printing Bureau, in Com. of Sup., 1113 (ii).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup., 596 (i).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 597 (i), 1159, 1266 (ii).
Privilege (Ques. of) paragraph in Toronto Mail, re in

terview at Washington, 781 (ii).
Public Accounts (presented) 13 (i).
Postmaster Gen.'s Dept., in Com. of Sap., 614 (i).
Post Offce and Finance Depts., contingencies, in Com.

of Sup., 653 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners further Loan (B. 158)

prop. Res., 592 (i) ; in Com. and 1°* of B., 1032 ; in
Com., 1124 (ii).

Railway, Street, bars or rails, cono. in Ways and Means
507 (i).

Rapide Plat Locks, in Com. of Sup., 832 (ii).
Reciprocity with the U .S. (Ans.) 669 (ii).
Red Wood, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
Returning Officers' expenses (Ans.) 669 (il).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 838 (ii).
Rolling Stock, C.P.R. (B.C.) Valuation, on M. for

Com. ofSup., 1038, 1046 (ii). Bee "I.C.R."
Royal Comn. on Canal Leases, in Com.of Slip., 1180 (ii).

- on Bys., in Comn. of Sup., 1179 (i).
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Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles.-Continued.

Ste. Anne's Canal, residence, &c., in Com. of Sap.
1180 (ii).

St. Charles Branch Ry. Land Claim8, in Com. of Sup.,
829, 830 (ii).

St. Lawrence River and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 832.
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

1159 (ii).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com. of Sup., 832; cono.,

1268 (ii).
Savings Banks Funds, in Com. of Sup., 1189.
Savings Banks, N. B., &c., in Com. of Sup., 592 (i).
Schreiber, C., services, in Com. of Sup., 1181 (ii).
Screws, conc. in Ways and Means, 507 (i).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sup., 612 (i), 1162 (ii).
Senate Representation for the N.W.T. B. 17 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) in Com., 257 (i).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 513 (i).
Short Line Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1179 (ii).
Skates, conc. in Ways and Means, 507 (i).
Steam Engines, cono. in Ways and Means, 505 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

1252, 1264 (ii).
Subsidy to P.E.I. (Ans.) 206 (i).

(Money) to P.E.1 (B. 139) prop. Res., 708;
in Com., 814 (i).

Subway from P. E.I. to Mainland (Ans.) 142 (i).
Superannuation, in Com. of Sup., 1170, 1183 (ii).
SUPPLY : (Ms. for Com.) 13, 591 (i), 649, 708, 817, 916,

967, 1034, 1077, 1129, 1233 (ii).
Administration oJJustice (N.W.T.) 654 (ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Agricultural Societies in

N.W.T.) 1240 ; (Archives, care of l 745; (Colonial and Indian
Exhibition) 11(6 ; (Criminal Statistics) 718 ; (Experimental
Farms) 720 ; (Health Statistics) 719 ; (Imperial Institute)
728, 1267 (ii).

Canals-Capital (Carillon) 1179 ; (Cornwall) 832; (Culbute)
838; (Lachine) 832; (Murray) 832 ; (St. Lawrence River) 832;
(Sault Ste. Marie, construction) 832, conc., 1268 ; (Tay) 838,
1179 ; (Trent Riv. Nav.) 836 ; (Welland) 835 ; (Williamsburg)
832. Income (Beauharnois) 838 ; (Lachine) 8388; (Lake St.
Francis) 1242; (payment to Owner of barge Williams) 1182;
(Rideau) 838; (Royal Commission on Leases) 1180 ; (Ste.
Anne's) 1180 ; (St. Peter's) 1180; (Williamsburg) 838 (ii).

Charges of Management (Asst. Receiver Gen., Halifax) 591
(Auditor and Receiver Gen., Winnipeg) 591; (Brokerage and
Commission) 593; (Financial Commissioner in Eng.) 594;
(Debt , Interest on) 593; (Printing Dom. Notes) 596; (Savings
Banks, N.B., N. S., &c ) 592 (i).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture) 614; (Auditor Gen.'s Office) 612 (i)
(Finance, contingencies) 653 (ii); (Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office)
596 (i) ; (Geological Survey) 1162; (Eigh Commissioner's con-
tingencies)651, Taxes, 652 (ii); (Inland Revenue) 612 (i), 1267;
(Interior) 1129, 1162 (ii) ; (Justice) 612 ; (Marine) 614; (Post-
master Gep.'s Dept.) 614 (i), contingencies, 653 (il) ; (Privy
Council) 597 (i); 1159, conc., 1266 (ii). (Public Printing,
&c.) 612; (Public Works) 614; (Sec. of State) 612 (i),
1162 (ii).

Collection of Revenues (Canais) 1113; (Customs) 1129; (Excise)
1195; (Post Office) 1196; (Public Works, Agents, &c., B.O.)
1114; (Railways, LC.R.) 1113, 1196, conc., 1269 (ii).

Immigration (Agena salaries, &c.) 732 (ii),

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles.-Continued.
SUPPL-Continued.

Indianss (B.0.) 1098; (N.W. T.) 1099 ; (Ont., Que., and Mar.
Provs.) 1093 (ii).

Legialation: Elections, 1165. Franchise Act (expenses) 1165.
House of Gommons (salaries, &o.)660, 1239. Library (salaries,
&c.) 667. Senate, 660, 1238; conc., 1267 (ii).

Lighthuse and Coast Service (salaries, &c.) 1058 (ii).
Mfail Subsidies, 4Jc. (Campbellton and Gaspé) 991;: (France and

Quebec) 986, 1057, 1269; (Halifax and Murray Harbor, P.E.I.)
999; (Liverpool, &c., and St. John, &c.) 989; (Port Malgrave
and Est Bay, C.B.) 991 (if).

Militia (Baird, Lieut.-Col., gratuity) 1171 ; (&ilitary Proper-
ties, care of) 764 (ii).

Miscellaneous (Bartlett's work on Coal, Iron, &c.) 1247; (Com-
mercial Agencies) 1112; (Cornwall Floods) 1190; (Duns-
combe, Mr., Claim) 1248; (Fish and Fish Oil, refund of Duties)
1191; (Printing Bureau) 1113; (Rand's Micmac Dictionary)
1247; (Savings Banks Funds) 1189 (ii).

Mounted Police (0rozier, Major, gratuity) 1186 (ii).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 1159 (ii).
Public Works-Income : Buildings (N. S.) 919; (Ont.) 1183;

(P.E.I.) 924. Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) conc., 1269 (ii).
Quarantine, 743, 1267 (ii).
Railways-Capital: C.P.R. (B.C.) 766; C.P. R., 1171, 1267;

(L. K. Jones, salary as Private Sec.) 766. 0. B. Ry. (con-
struction) 829. I. C. R. (accommodation at Moncton) 781;
(accommodation at St. John) 1174; (Halifax Extension) 771,
778; (Indiantown Branch) 1175; (Law Costs) 1178; (Machin-
ery) 1177; (St. Charles Branch) 1176; (Rolling Stock) 823,
828, 1177; (Servis Tie Plates) 829. Miscellaneous, 1173,
1241. P. E. I. Ry., 1176. Short Line Ry., 1179. Income
(Royal Commission on Rys.) 1179 (if).

Superannuation (gratuity to 0. S. Neville) 1170, 1182 (ii).
Territorial Accounts (1886-87) 1197 (ii).

Supply (B. 169) Res. in Com., and 10*, 2°* and 3°*,
1273 (ii).

Tacks, Brads, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 516 (ii).
Tay Canal, in Com. of Sup., 838, 1179 (ii).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 836 (ii).
Tobacco, Increased Duty on (Ans.) 313 (i).
Valuators, payment to, in Com. of Sup., 1179 (ii).
Ways and .Means,-Ms. for Com., 13 (i), 954 (ii).
--- Budget Speech, 384-407 (ii).

-- The Tariff, 413, 426, 444, 480, 515 (1), 963 (ii).
TARIFF CHANGES:' (advertising pictures) 426 (1), 965 (ii); (agri-

cultural machines) 480; (axes) 461 (i), 965 (i); (axles and
springs) 462; (barrels, pork) 446; (blacking) 426; (blueing)
426; (boiter tubes) 506 (i), 965 (ii); (braces) 427; (British

' gum, dressing, &o.) 445; (buggies, carriages, k.) 427; (but-
tons, ivory, &c.) 427; (carboys and demijohns) 433; (cigare
and cigarettes) 439; (collars, cotton or linen) 445; (cotton
fabrics) 428 ; (cotton sewing thread) 427; (cuffs) 428, 440,
446; (cutlery) 435; (earthenware, -&c.) 432; (gas metres)
446; (glue, sheet, &c.) 446; (gold and silver leat) 434;
(grape vines) 479; (hammers) 462; (hardware, builders, &c.)
507, 515; (harress and leather dressing) 426; (hoes, rakes,
&c.) 462 (i), 965 (if); (ferro-manganese) 488; (fertilisers)
452; (fiagstones) 433; (fiasks and phials) 433; (free list)
508 ; (Iron, pig, &c.) 498 ; (iron industry) 488, 498, 504, 507,
522 (i), 965 (if); (jeans and coutilles) 428 ; (labels for fruit,
&c.) 508; (leather, belting) 434; (liquorice root) 434; (loco-
motives, &c.) 504; (maccaroni, &v.) 460; (mowing machines,
&c.) 479 ; (newspapers, partly printed) 446; (oil cloth) 434;
(oil cloth, floor) 516; (oranges and lemons) 460; (paper
hangings) 434, 516 ; (paper manufactures) 520; (paier, al
kinds) 435; (paper, tarred) 461; (photographie dry plates)
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Tupper, Hon. Sir C1arles.-Continued.

449; (pickles) 435; (picks, matteeks, &c.) 462; (plumbago)
435; (pOtatoes) 440; (Salt) 435; (sand paper) 439; (screws)
507; (sewing machines) 434; (shingle bolta) 513; (shirts)
450 ; (shoe and shoemakera' ink) ý26; (shovels and spades)
463 (i), 965 (i); (skates) 506; (slates) 439 (i), 965 (ii);
(sledges, track tols, &c.) 507 ; (steam engines) 505; (steel
ry. bars) 507; (tacks and brado) 516; (telegraph, &c.,
insulators) 433; (tomatoes) 440; (trunke, &c.) 445; (var-
niahes) 440; (vegetables) 440; (veneers of wood) 452 ; (watch
actions, &c.) 440; (wire, iron and steel) 501 (i), 985 (fi);
(woollen goods) 522 (1).

Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 835.
Western Counties Ry. agreement B. 157 (Mr. .Pope) in

Com., 1129 (ii).
West Indies, Rep. of Commer. (Ans.) 74, 278 (i).
Williams, barge, payment to Owners, in Com. of Sup.,

1182 (ii).
Williamsburg Canal, in Com. of Sup., 832, 838 (ii).
Winter Port of C. P. R. (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 970 (ii).
Woollen Goods, in Com. on Ways and Means, 522 (i).

Turcot, Mr. G., Mégantic.
Debates, Official, distribution to Municipalities (Ques.)

1005 (ii).

Tyrwhitt, Mr. R., South Simcoe.
Cain. Temp. Act Amt. (B. 91, 1°) 442 (i).
Kit Allowance to Volunteers, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

717 (i).

Vanasse, Mr. F., Yamaska.
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers (remarks) 36 (i).
Evanturel, Lieut. Col. A., indemnity (Ques.) 1199 (ii).

Waldie, Mr. J., Halton.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 20, 1226 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Jamieson) 861 (ii).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1124 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 431 (i).

Wallace, Mr. N. C., West York, Ont.
Home ]Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 65 (i).
Military Drill at Ottawa College (Ques.) 1033 (ii).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com,,

1122 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 429, 433 (i).

Watson, Mr. R., JM*quette.
Agricultural Machines, cono. in Ways and Means, 481,

487 (i).
C. P. R., Sale of Lands in Man. (M. for Ret.) 222 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 3°, 1220 (ii).
Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, Order for Com. on

Re., 149, 258; (remarks) 369 (i).
--- Ms. to make prop. Res. First Order of the

Day, 383, 480 (i).

xlv
Watson, Mr. R.-Continued.

Disallowance of Man. Ry. Charters, M. for Com. on
Res., 543-553; (reply) 587; Res. neg. (Y. 65, N. 114)
587 (i).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 115 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com., 888 (ii).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. White, Cardwell)
in Com., 893, 897; on M. to conc. in Amts., 1016 (ii)

Duties on Iron, extension of time for entering goods,
in Com. on B. 107, 1220 (ii).

Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for
Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 40 (i).

Emerson and North-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 23,
1°*) 111 (i).

Experimental Farm in Man. (Ques.) 101 (i).
-- in Com. of Sup., 721 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for2", 1225 (ii).
I.C.R., Discriminating Freight Rates, in Com. of Sup.,

781 (ii).
Newspapers, partly printed, conc. in Ways and Means,

449 (i).
Northern Light (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 1112 (ii).
Paper, Tarred, conc. in Ways and Means, 461 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1196 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, Debates, Official Rep. and news.

paper report of proceedings, 1156 (ii).
St. Andrew's Rapids, Red River Improvements (Ques.)

1004 (ii).
Shingle Bolts, Cedar Logs, &c., conc. in Ways and

Means, 513 (i).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. in N.W.T. B. 164 (Mr. White,

Cardwell) in Com. on Res., 1119 (ii).
Supplies to Indians of N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 1108 (il)
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistic (Experimental Farme) 721 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 1198 (ii).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 742 (ii).
Indians (N.W.T.) 1108 (il).
Miscellaneous (preparation of Returns) 1112 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1111 (il).
Public Works--Income : Dredging, 981 (ii).
Quarantine, 743 (il).
Railwaye-Capital :I. (J. R. (Halifax Extension) 781 (ii).

Travis, Jeremiah, appointment as Judge in N.W.T.
(Ques.) 143 (i).

Vote on Disallowance re Mr. Scarth's remarks on Globe
newspaper report, 616 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 449, 481, 487 (i).
White Mud River, Man., Improvements (Ques.) 102.

Weldon, Mr. C. W., St. John N.B.
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) on M. for 2°,

1025 (ii).
Canned Goods Act Amt. B. 121 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

814 (i).
C.P.R., Winter Port (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 967 (i).
Civil Seivanta and Elections, in Com. of Sup., 667 (ii).

1



INDEX.

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-ontinued.
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Rat. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 341 (i).

-- increase of salary, in Com. of Sup., 604 (i).
County Court Judges, in Com. of Sup., 655 (ii).
Customs Dept., in Com. of Sup., 614 (i).
David J. Adams, case against (Ques.) 312 (i).
Dipper Harbor Breakwater, construction (Ques.) 785
Duffy, D. A., claims of, re Dorchester Penitentiary

(M. for Ret.*) 803 (ii).
Dunn, J. R., remarks on Counsel's argument, 626, 629.

See "Queen's, N.B., Election."
Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) fer

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 29 (i).
Franchise Act Amt. B. 114, on M. to introd. B. (Mr.

Thompson) 589 (i).
Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s B. 165

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1030 (ii).
Gov. Gen.'s Warrants, 1873-1886 on M. for Ret.,

272, 279 (i).
Imperial Institute, in Com. of Sup., 729 (ii).
Imperial Trusts Co.'s. B. 15 (Mr. Denison) in Com.,

637 (ii).
1.C.R., accommodation at Moncton, in Com. of Sup.,

781 (ii).
- - Casnalties, &o. (M. for Rat.*) 44 (i).
- - Oil, lubricating, furnished (M. for Ret.*) 44 (i)

-- Pullman and Parlor Cars (M. for Ret.*) 44 (i).
- - Rolling Stock, purchase of (M. for Ret.*) 44 (i).

Rolling Stock, in Com. of Sup., 824 (ii).
-- Supplies furnished by Contract or otherwise, on
M. for Rat., 211 (ii).

-- Wire, &o., Fencing, Contracts, (M. for Ret.*)

44 (i).
McGrath, H. J., employment by Govt. (Ques.) 527 (i).
Molasses, gauging of, at St. Stephen's, N.B. (M. for

Ret.*) 44 (i).

Paper Hangings, in Com. on Ways and Means, 516 (i).
Private Bills, reception of Reps. from Coms., on M. to

to extend time, 515 (i).
Privileges and Elections Com. (remarks) re Rep. of

Queen's Co., N.B., Election, 319; (Ques.) 369 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Kenny) re Rap. of Official

Debates, 785 (ii).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 604 (i).
Procedure in Criminal Cases Act Amt. B. 19 (Mr.

Thompson) in Com., 645 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., Election, M. for Clerk of Crown to

attend House with Rets., &c., 4 (i).
- - M. to have papers read, 4 (i).
-- M. that Returning Officer transmit papers, 5 (i).

- M. summoning John R. Dann to Bar of House,
588 (i).

-- on M. (Mr. Thomps5n) to allow Counsel, 619 (ii),
-- on Order for J. R. Dann to appear before Bar

of House, 616 (i).

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
Queen's, N.B., Election, J. R. fDunn before Bar and ques-

tioned, 616-636 (ii).
prop. M. to disagree in 2nd Rap. of Com. on

Privileges and Elections, 638, 671 (ii).
on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M. to conc. in Rep. of

Com. on Privileges and Elections, 697 (ii).
St. Martin's and Upham Ry. Co.'s B. 134 (Mr. Skinner)

on M. to ref. back to Standing Com., 707 (ii).
Scrip for Services in Rebellion, outside Militia, on M.

for Ret., 17 (i).
Shingle Bolts, Codar Logs, &o., conc. in Ways and

Means, 513 (i).
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 111 (Mr.

Thompson) on M. for 2°, 811; in Com., 877 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration ofjJutice (County Courts, N. B.) 655 (il).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Imperial Institute) 729 (il).
Civil Govt. (Customs) 614 ; (Privy Council) 604 (i).
Legislation: House or Commons (salaries, &c.) 667 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Maintenance and Repairs) 1065;

(completion and construction) 1067 (ii).
Militia (contingencies) 754 (il).
Mail Subsidies, 4dc. (Liverpool, &c., and St. John, &c.) 990 (ii)
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (additional Block, Ottawa
916; Income: Buildings (N.B.) 971. Harbors and Rivera (N.B.)

980 (il).
Railways.-Capital: I. 0. R. (accommodation at Moncton)

781; (Rolling Stock) 824 (ii).
Transport of Volunteers to Rifie Matches, in Com. of

Sup., 754 (ii).
Writ for Restigouche, Issue of (Ques.) 361 (i).

Weldon, Mr. R. C., Albert.
Address in answer to His Ex.'s Speech (seconded) 8 (i).
Ash, Susan, Relief B. 135 (Mr. Small) on M. for 2°,

1026; in Com., 1139 (ii).
Military Properties, care of, in Com. of Sup., 765 (ii).
Queen's, N.B., on Amt. (Mr. Davies) to M. to conc.

in Rep. of Com. on Privileges and Elections, 685 (ii).

Welsh, Mr. W., Queen's, P.E.1.
Civil Servants Office Hours (remarks) in Com. of Sup.,

1129 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery, inerease of salary, in Com.

of Supi, 597 (i).
Clothes.wringers, in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
Fertilisers, artificial, cono. in Ways and Means,

452-454 (i).
Ioes, &c., conc. in Ways and Means, 462 (i).
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 72 (i).
Lobster Fishery in N.S., on M. for copies of Cor., 316.
Northern Light, in Com. of Sup., 979 (ii).
Personal Explanation re vote on Clerk of Çrown in

Chancery question, 360 (i).
Pianofortes, in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
Piers in P.E.I., condition of (Ques.) 663 (ii).
Pinette, P.E.I., Harbor, Dredging (M. for copies of

Cor.) 146 (i).
Private Bills, reception of Reps. from Coms., on M. to

extud time, 516 (i).
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Welsh, Mr. W.-Continued.
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 597 (i).
Red Point Wharf, repairs, &c. (Ques.) 786 (ii).
Senate Representation for N.W.T. B. 17 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 256 (i).
Shirts, Cotton or Linon, conc. in Ways and Means, 450.
Subsidy to P. E. I. B. 139 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.

on Res., 817 (ii).
Subway to P. E. . (Ques.) 101, 142 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Interior) 1129 (ii) ; (Privy Council) 597 (i).
Mail Subsidies, 4c. (France and Quebec) 986; (Halifax and

Murray Harbor, P.E.I.) 991 (i).
Public Work-Income: Dredging, 981. Harbors and Rivers

(P.E.I.) 979 (ii).
Tarpaulins, in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com., 1231 (ii).
Tracadie Harbor, P.E.I., Dredging of (M. for Cor.)

213 (i).
Unparliamentary Language (remarks) 705 (il).
Ways and Means-The Tarif, 451, 452, 454, 463 (i).
Winter Service, P. E.Iy., and Jvorthern Light, on M. for

Rot., 531 (i).

White, Hon. T., Cardwell.
Banff National Park (B. 16, 1°) 74; 2° m., 194; M.

for Com., 226; in Com., 227, 229, 243 (i); Sen.
Amts. conc. in, 640 (ii).

Banff Springs roservation, in Com. of Sup., 1189,
1247 (ii).

Behring's Sea Outrages, papers respecting (remarks)
455 (i).

C. P. R, Land Sales by Co. (Ans.) 527 (i).
Colonisation Co.'s, amts. paid (Ans.) 786, 1002 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. (B. 113, 1°) 589; 21 m., 817;

M. for Com., 890; in Com., 892, 896, 908, 914 ; M.
to recom., 1007 (ii).

Election Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for
Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 37 (i).

Geographical nomenclature in Reps., on M. for Ret.,
802 (ii),

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1185 (ii)
in N.S. (Ans.) 383 (i).

Gilchrist, W. C., compensation to relatives for loss of
property during Rebellion (Ans.) 154 (i).

Hometeads Cancelled (Ans.) 784 (ii).
Homesteads in Ry. Belt (Ans.) 670 (ii).
Indian and Colonial Exhibition and Geological Officers

(Ans.) 526 (ii).
Insane Asylum, Man., in Com. of Sap., 1247 (ii).
Interior, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 13 (i).
Land Sales in the N.W.T. (Ans.) 14 (i).
MeLean, T. A,, indemnity, in Com. of Sup., 1187 (ii).
N. W. Central Ry., construction (Ans.) 1198 (ii).
N. W. Rebellion, payment of Claims (Ans.) 543 (1).
N.W.T., expenses of Govt., in Com. of Sup., 1112 (ii).

Encouragement of settlement (Ans.) 1002 (il).

White, Hon. T.-ontinued.
Paper, News, in Com. on Ways and Means, 519 (i).
Shelburne Harbor Island (Ans.) 668 (ii).
Stevenson, Mr. R , employment by Govt. (Ans.) 669(ii)
Sudsidies (Land) to Rys. Act Amt. (B. 161, 1°) 1074.

to Rys. in N.W.T. (B. 164) Bes. in Com.,
1117; M. for Com. on B., 1221 (ii).

SUPPLY :
Civil Govit. (Interior, Geological Survey) 1185 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (Dom. Lands) 1136, 1197 (11).
Dominion Lands-Capital (Surveys, &o.) 1197 (i).
Indiana (N.W.T.) 1106 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Banff Hot Springs) 1189, 1247; (Chamberlin, B.,

extra pay) 1195; (Govt. in N.W.T.) 1112; (Man. Insane
Asylum) 1247; (MeLean, T. A., indemnity) 1187 (ii).

Territorial Accounts (1886-87) 1198 ; (1887-88) 1248 (ii).

Writ for Restigouche, Issue of (Ans.) 361 (i).
Yukon River Exploration (Ans.) 102 (i).

White, Mr. P., -North Renfrew.
Agricultural and Colonisation Com. (M.) to employ

shorthand writer and to increase quorum, 153 (i).
Campbell, Mr., late M. P., decease (remarks) 1006 (ii).
Culbute Canal, in Com. of Sup., 838 (ii).
Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. 9 (Mr. Edgar) on M.

for 20, 290 (i).
Ottawa Ship Canal, in Com. of Sup., 831 (ii).
Pontiac and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s B. 102 (Mr.

Bryson) on M. to place on Order paper (objection)
1001; in Com., 1088, 1091 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Canal- Capital (Culbute) 838 ; (Sault Ste. Marie, construction)

831 (i).

Wilson, Mr. J. C., Argenteuil.
Eleetion Rets., Gazetting of, on M. (Mr. Mills) for

Clerk of Crown to produce papers, 39 (i).
Paper Manufactures, in Com. on Ways and Means, 517.
Order (Ques. of) digression from deb., 454 (i).
Ways and Means-Tho Tariff, 454, 517 (i).

Wilson, Mr. J. H., East Elgin.
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brio By. Co.'s Subsidy,

in Com. on Res. (Mr. Pope) 1261 (ii).
Clerk of Crown in Chancery and Returning Offleors,

on M. (Mr. Mills) to ref. Rot. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 331 (i).

-- salary, in Com. of Sup., 604 i), 1160 (ii).
County Court Judges, in Com. of Sup., 655 (à).
Elgin, Jr. County Court Judge (Ques.) 143 (i).

-- applicants for position (M. for Rot.) 368 (i).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1162 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1184, 1246 (ii).
Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 719 (ii).
Life-boat Service, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1057 (ii).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 604, 1160 (ii).
Short Line Ry., materials used in construction (Ques.)

383 (i).
Statutes, publication of, B. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1122 (ii).
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INIDIX.
Wilson, Mr. J. H.-Continued.

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 170 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,
1256, 12G1 (ii).

Swisher, Joseph, application for remuneration, 365,
368 (i).

SUPPLY:
Administration of.Tustice (County Courts) 655 (ii).
4griculture and Statistics (lealth Statisties) 719 (il).
Civil Govt. (Interior, Geological Survey) 1163 (H); (Privy

Council) 604(i), 1160 (i).
Indians (B.O.) 1099 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Rewards for Saving Life, &c.)1057(i).
Publie Work-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1184,

1246-(ii).
Threats and Intimidations B. 162 (Mr. Thompson) on

M. for 20, 1229; in Com., 1229, 1232 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 964 (ii).

Wood Mr. J. F., Brockville.
Glork of Crown in Chancery and Returning Officers, on

Amt. (Mr. Davies) to ref. Ret. to Com. on Privileges
and Elections, 349 (i).

Private Bille Petitions (Ms. to extend time) 74, 413 (i).
M. to reduce time for posting, 784 (ii).

Wood, Mr. J. P.-Continued.
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Jamieson) 931 (ii).
St. Martin's and Upham Ry. Co.'s B. 134 (Mr. Skinner)

on M. to ref. back to Standing Com., 706 (ii).
Subsidies (Land) to Rys. in N.W.T. B. 164 (Mr. White,

CardweU) in Com. on RS., 1119 (ii).

Wood, Mr. J., Westmoreland.
Home Rule for Ireland, on Res. (Mr. Curran) 120 (i).

Wright, Mr. A., Ottawa, County.
Financial Commissioner, Eng., in Com, of Sup., 594 (i).
Gowanlock, Mrs. (remarks) on cono., 1268 (ii).
Home Rule for Jreland, on Res. (Mir. Ourran) 132 (i).
Ottawa and Gatineau Valley Ry. Co.'s (B. 99, 1°*) 515.
Prorogation (congratulatory remarks) 1274 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Chargea of Managemenb (Financial Commissioner, Eng.) 594 (i).
Immigration (Ageng salaries, &c.) 732 (ii).
Pensions: conc., 1268 (ii).

Vote on Disallowance, on Mr. Mitchell's explanation,
588 (i).

Yeo, Mr. J., Prince, P.E.L
Brace Harbor, P.E.I., Dredging (Ques.) 321 (i).
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I N DEX.-PART

STJBJECTS.

ADDRESS IN ANSWgR TO HIS EX.'S SPEECH ; moved (Mr.
(Porter) 7; seconded (Mr. Weldon) 8 (i).

-- His Ex.'s reply, 153 (i).

--- TO HER MAJESTY: Receipt of Mes8. from Senate,

680; prop. M. to consider, 706; (M.) 782 (ii).

ADJOURNMENT, ASCENSION DAY AND QUEEN'S BIRTHDAT:

Remarks, 300, 319; M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 320 (i).
CORPUS CHR8TIS: M (Sir fHector Langevin) 839 (ii).

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE: in Com. of Sup., 654, 1164 (ii),
Administration of Oaths of Office B. No. I (Sir

John A. Macdonald). 10*, 3 (pro forma) (i).
ADVERTISING PICTURES, &C.: COnC. in Ways and Means, 4?6.

AGENT AND CONTINGENCIES, B.C.: in Cora. of Sup., 1114 (ii).
AGRICULTURE, IMMIGRATION, &c :

AGRICULTURAL MACHINES: COnC. in Ways and Means, 480-488 (i).
-- SOCIETIEs, AID TO: in Oom. of Sup., 1240 (ii).

AND COLONIZATION COM.: Ms. (Mr. White, Renfrew) to

employ shorthand writer an 0to increase quorum, 153 (i).
ARCHIVES, CARE or : in Com. of iup., 717 (ii).
ARTS, AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS: uinCoi. of Sup., 717,982,1166,

1240, 1267 (i).
CATTLU, DIsuso, IMPORTATIONS: Ques. (Mr. Smith, Ont.) 204-(i).

CENSUS RETURNE OF MIN. : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 44 (1).
COL. EXHIBITION, CHEEE EXHIBIT: in Com. of Sup , 1167, 1240 (ii).

CHINESE IMMIGRATION : M for Ret' (Mr. Gordon) 110 (i).
CHIPMAN, C. ., ITRA ISERVICES T COLONIAL EXHIBITION: in COM.

of Sup., 1166 (ii).
CHOLERA, PRECAUTIONS AGAINST : Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 670 (ii).
ORIMINAL STATISTICS : in COm of Sup., 718 (ii).
DEPTL. REP. : presented (Mr. Carling) 19 (i).
DEPT. : in 0om. of Sup., 614 (i), 1164 (ii).
DOMINION EXHIBITION: in COM. Of Sup., 718 (ii).
EXPERIMENTAL FARM, B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 527 (i).

- N.W.T : Ques. (Mr. Davin) 16 (i).
- MAN. : Ques. (Mr. rrow) 101 (i).

- Com. Of sup., 720, 982 (ii).
HEALTH STATISTICS : in COm of Sup., 718 (ii).
IMMIGRATION INTO DOM. DURING 1886; Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare)45 (i).

in Com. of Sup., 730 (ii).
IMPERIAL INSTITUTE: in Com. of Sup., 728, 1267 (ii).
INDIAN AND COLONIAL EXHIBITION AND GEOLOGICAL OFFICERS : QueS.

(Mr. Holton) 526 (i).
"PATENT RECORD " : in Com- of Sup., 717 (ii).

QUARANTIE : in Com. of Sup., 743, 1170 (i).
WEST INDIES, REP. OF COMM'SR. : Ques. (Mr. Jones) 74, 278 (i).
WHITE POPULATION OF MAN. : QueB.(Sir Richard Cartwright) 14 (i).

Agriculture (Dept.) Act Amt. B. No. 116 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). 10,590 (i); 2°*, in Com. and S°*,

1031 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 12.)

Alberta and Athabasca Ry.
Amt. B. No. 59 (lir. Iau).
Com.and 3°*, 601 (i). (50-51

7

Co.'s incorp. Act
1°*, 300; 2°*, 320 ; in
Tic., c. 78.)

Alberta and B. C. Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. B.
'&o. 56 (Mr. Shanly). 1°*, 300; 2°*, 369 (i); wthdn.,
707 (ii).

Alberta Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 70 (Mr. Shanly)
1°*, 359; 20*, 444 (i) ; wthdn., 707 (ii).

ALEXANDRE, COMPLAINT AGAINST POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr.
Dessaint) 526 (i).

AMMUNITION, CLOTHING, &c.: in Com of Sup., 751 (ii).

Anglo-Canadian Bank B. No. 98 (Mr. Tay;or). 1°*,
515 ; L.*, 601 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 925 (ii). (50-51
Vic., c.53.)

ANNAPOLIS FORT, PURCHASE OF MILITARY LANDS: M. for Cor.

(Mr. Jones) â79 (i).

ANTICOSTI ISLAND : in COM. of Sup., 1169 (ii).

ARCHIVES, CARE OF, : in Com. of Sup., 717, 745 (ii).
ARICHAT P. O. AND CUSToM Housi: M. for Cor. (Mré Flynn)

790 (ii).
ARMS IN THE NORTH-WEST: QUeS. (Mr. Besson) 1199 (ii).

ARTHABASKA AND WOLFE Rr. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res.,
1142 (ii).

ARTS, AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS: in CO. Of SUp., 717,
982, 1166, 1240; conc., 1267 (ii).

ASCENSION DAY, ADJNMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
320 (i).

ASECROFT AND BARKERVILLE, TELEGRAPH SERVICE : Ques.

(Mr. Reid) 1005 (ii).
ASH, SUSAN. See IlDIVoRCE."

ASsINIBoIA, EAST, RESIDENCE OF JUDGE: Ques. (Mr. Perley,
Assiniboia) 102 (i).

ASSISTANT RECEIVER GENERAL, HALIFAX: in COm. Of Sup.,
591 (i).

ASSURANCE. See " INSURANCE."

Atlantic and North-West Ry. Co.'s B. No. 44
(Mr. Rykert). 1°*, 204; 2°*, 369 (i); in Com. and 30*,
785 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 69.)

AUDITOR AND RECEIVER GENERAL, WINNIPEG: in Com. of

Sup., 591 (i).
AUDITOR GENERAL'S OFFICE: in Coin. of Sup., 612 (i)

REP.: Remarks (Mr. Blake) presonted (Sir Charles

Tupper) 13 (i).
AXES, CHOPPING, &C.: OOnOC. in Ways and Means, 461, 462

(i); 965 (ii).
AXLES AND SPRINGS: conc. in Ways and Means, 462 (i).
BAGGAGE, CUSTOMS IREGULATIONS RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

Mitchell) 101 (i).

I I.



INDEX.

BAIRD, LIEUT. COL. W. T., GRATUITY: in Com. of Sap.,
1171 (ii).

BALLOT Box PATENTS: M. (Efr. Brown) for Sel. Com. to
examine, 786 (ii).

Banif National Park B. No. 16 (Mr. White, Uardwell).
1°, 74; 2°, 194; M. for Com., 226; in Com., 227, 239;
30*, 301 (i). (50-51 Vic., c. 32.)

Deb. on M. for 20 (Sir Richard Cartwright and Mr. Edgar) 194, 197;
(Messrs. Mitchell and Casey) 195; (Messrs. Mills and Trow) 196;
(Mr. Sproule) 197 (i).

Deb. on M. for Com. (fr. White, Cardwell) 226; in Oom., 227,
229, 243; (Kr. Mitchell) on M. for Con., 226; in (om., 230,
239; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 227, 230, 234, 238, 242, 245;
(Mr. Casey) 227-229, 231, 237, 242, 245; (Mr. Ellis) 228; (tir.
Messon) 228, 231; (Mr. Blake) 229-231, 234; (Mr. Kirl4 231
(Mr. Trow) 232, 242, (Mr. Jones) 232; (Sir John A. Macdon-
ald) 233, 245; (Mr. Mils, Bothwell) 234; (Mr. Davin) 235;
(Air. Mfcfullen) 236; (4fr. Cockburn) 237; (fr. Mallory) 237;
(Sir Donald A. Smith) 238; (Kr. Davies) 240; (Kr. Burdett)
240 ; (Mr. Ives) 242 ; (Ur. Platt) 245 (i).

BANFF SPRINGS, ÇLAIMS T), 0&o.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Casey)
364 (i).

in Com. of Sap, 1189, 1217 (ii).
BANKS AND BAPNKING:

ANGLO-CANADIAN BANK. See B 98.
BANK CIRCULATION, SECURITY FOR : Que8. (qr. Mitchell) 205 (i).
BaITIsu CANADIAN LOAN AND INVTSTMENT CO. See B. 61.
CANADIAN PERMANENT LOAN AND SAVINGS 00. See B. 143.

EASTERN CANADA LOAN AND SATINGS 00. See B. 55.

EXCHANGE BANK, AMOUNTS OWING GOVT. : M. for Ret.' (Kr. >fulock)
110 (1).

FREEEOLD LOAN AND SAVING o00. See Bs. 71 and 156.

Nov SCOTIA PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SOIETY AND SAVINGS
FUND. See B. 131.

PENSION FUND SOCIETIES, &c. See B.

PENSION FUND SOCIETY oF' DOMINYON BANK. See B. 48.
P1CTO BANK WINDING-UP. Sée B 85.
SAVINGS BANKS FUNDSB: inC Co. Of S Up., 1189 (ii).

SAViNG BANKS, N.B, &c. : in Com. of Sup , 592 (i).

WESTERN CANADA LOAN AND SAVINGS CO. See B. 128.

[See also "FINANCE."]

BANK CIRCULATION, SECURITY FoR: Ques. (Mir. Mitchell)
205 (i).

BARGE"I WILLIAMS," PAYMENT TO OWNERS: in Com. Of Sup.,
1182 (ii).

BARRACK LANDS, SHELBURNE, N. S.: Ques. (Mr. Robertson,

Shelburne) 668 (il).
BARRACKS IN B. C.: in Com. of Sup., 766 (ii).
BARRELS, CONTAINING MEATS: con. in Ways and Means,

445 (i).

BARRINGTON HARBOR, N. S., TENDERS FOR LIGHTSHIP: Ques.

(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 383 (i).
BARTLET'S WORK ON COAL AND IRON PRODUCTION OF DOM.:

in Com. of Sup., 1247 (ii).
BATTERIES, ARTILLERY, &C , SCHOOLS: in Com. of Sup.,

759 (ii).
Bay of Quinté Bridge Co.'s incorp. B. No. 73 (Mr.

Robertson, Hastings). 10*, 359; 2°*, 444 (i); in Com.
and 3°*, 75 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 97.)

BEAUCE CONTROVERTED LECTION: Jadge's Rep. read (Kr.
Speaker) 3 (i).

BEAUHARNOIS CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 838 (ii).
JUNCTION BY. CO.' SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (r. Pope)

1143; in Com., 1260 (ii).
-PoST OFFICE INVESTIGATION; Ques. (Ur. Holton)

786 (ii).
-- Loss oF REISTERED LETTERS: Ques. (Mr. Holton)

669 (ii).
BED COMFORTERS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 964 (ii).
BEDSON, MR., COMPLAINTS AGAINST: in Com. of Sup., 659,

1237 (ii).
BEHRING'S SEA, SEIZURE oF BRITISH YESSELR IN: Ques. (Mr.

Mitchell) 2 t (i).
SPROTECTION OF BRITISH SUBJECTS: Ques, (5fr. Shake.

speare) 45 (i).
PAPERS RESPECTING: Ques. and remarks (Mr.

Mitchell) 455 (i).
BÉLANGEa, P., DIsMrssAL: QuOs (Mc. Dessaint) 1003 (ii).
BELTINo, LEATHER: conc. in Ways and Mens, 434 (i).
BELL-BUOY FOR ST. JOHN HARB>R: QuOs. (Ur. Ellis) 257 (i).

BERGIN, SURGEON GEN., POSITION: Ques. (Ur. Holton) 1003.
-- in Com of Sup., 1240 (ii).

Berlin and Canadian Pacific Junction Ry. Co.'s
incorp. B. No.35 (Mr. Bowman). 1*, 190; 2°*, 312
(i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 680 (u). (50-5i Vc., c. 89.)

BETTER TERMs. See "NOVA SCOTIA."
BILL (No. 1) Respecting the Admiristration of Oaths of

Office.-(Sir John A. Macdonald)
1°*, 3, pro formd (i).

BILL (No. 2) Respecting Local Governmont in the North-
West Territories.-(M&r. Davin.)

10, 13 (i).
BILL (No. 3) To amend "The Dominion Lands Act."-

(Mr. Davin.)
10, 19 (i).

BILL (No. 4) To amend "An Act (49 Victoria, Chapter 52)
to punish Seduction and like Offences, and to make
further provision for the protection of Women and
Gicls."-(Mr. Charlton.)

JO*, 20; Order for 20 dschgd. and B. wthdn., 312 (i).

BILL (No. 5) To amend the Act respecting Publie
Oficers.-(Mr. McLelan)

(0*, 20; 2°, 192; in Com., 225; 30*, 274 (i). (O-51
Vic., C. 9)

BILL (No. 6) To amend "The Government Railways Act."
-(Mr. Pope.)

10*, 20; 2°, 192; in Com., '26; .°, 364 (i). (50-5 1
Vic., c. 18.)

BILL (No. 7) Respecting the Department of Trado and
Commerce.-(Sir John A. Macdonald)

1°, 20; Res. prop. 191 ; 2°*, 192; M. for Com. on Res.,
361 (i); M. for Com. on B., 862; in Com., 867; Res.
in Com., 884; B. in Com., and 30*, 890 (i). (50-51
Vic , c. 10.)

BILL (No. 8) To amend the Territories ]Real Property Act.
-(Mr. Davin.)

10, 20 (i).



INDEX. l
BLL (No. 9) For the discharge of Insolvent Debtors whose

estates have been distributed rateably among their
Creditors.-(Mir. Edgar.)

10, 44; Order for 20 read, 272; M. for 2°, 282; 20,
291 (1).

BILL (No. 10) Raspeeting the Ontario Sault Ste. Marie
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

1e*, 74; 2°*, 153; in Com. and 30*, 426 (i). (50-51
Vic., c. 61.)

BILL (No. 11) To incorporate "The St. Catharines and
Niagara Central Railway Company."-(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 74; 2°4*, 153; in Com. and 30*, 426 (i). (50-51
cVic.,C. 60.)

BILL (No. 12) To revive and amend the Act to incorporate
the Saint Gabriel Levee and Railway Company.-(Mr.
Curran.)

1°*, 74; 2°*, 153; in Com. and 3°*, 538 (i). (50-51
Vic., c. 72.)

BILL (No. 13) Respecting the Gr and Trunk Railway Com-
pany of Canada.-()r. Curran.)

1°*, 74; 2°*, 153; in Com. and 3e*, 426 (i). (50-51
Vie., C. 57.)

BILL (No. 14) To incorporate " he Collingwood General
and Marine Hospital. "-(,Ur. McCarthy.)

1°*, 74; 20*, 153 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 758 (ii). (50-51
Vic., c. 126 )

BILL (No. 15) To incorporate the "Imperial Trusts Com-
pany of Canada."-(hir. Thompson.)

1°*, 74; 2°¥, 153 (i); in Com., 637 ; 3° m., 638; 3°*,
680 (ii). (50-51 Vie, c. 115.)

BILL (No. 16) Respecting the Banff National Park.-(Mr.
White, Cardwell.)

10, 74; 2°, 194; M. for Com., 226; in Com., 227, 239; 3°*,

301 (i). (50-51 Vie., c. 32.)
BILL (No. 17) Respecting the Representation of the North-

West Territories in the Senate of Canada.-(Sir John
A. Macdonald.)

1°, 74; 2°, 197; in Com., 246, 301; 30*, 302 (i). (50-51
Vic, C. 3.)

BILL (No. 18) To amend the Supreme and Erchequer Courts
Act.-(Mr. Tupper, Pictou.)

10, 74 (i).

BILL (No. 19) To amend the Law respecting Procedure in
Criminal Cases. - (Mir. Thompson.)

1°, 100 (i); 2°* and in Com., 644; 30*, 646 (ii). 50-51
Vic., c. 50.)

BILL (No. 20) Respecting Public Stores.-(Mr. Thompson.)
10, 100; 2, and in 00mo., 273; 30*, 301 (i). (50-51 Vic.,

c. 45.)
BILL (No. 21) To amend the Act respecting Public Morals

and Public Convenience.-(Mr. Charlton.)
1°, 100 ; 29, 273; in Com., 278 ; 39*, 312 (i). (50-51

Vic., c. 48.)
BILL (No. 22) To incorporate the Canadian S)ciety of Civil

E agineers.-(Xr. Bhanly.)
JO*, 111; 20*, 204 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 850 (ii). 50-51

Vic., c. 124.)

BILL (NO. 23) To incorporate the Emerson and North-
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Watson.)

1°*,) 111 ; 2°¥, 204 (i) ; wthdn., 707 (ii).
BILL (No. 24) To inoorporate the Goderioh and Canadian

Pacifie Junction Railway Company.-(%r. Porter.)
1°*, 111 ; 20*, 272 ; in Com., 538; 30, 539 (i). (50-51

Vie., c. 91.)
BILL (No. 25) To amend the Aût to incorporate the Brant.

ford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Railway Company.-
(Mr. Sutherland.)

10*, 111; 20*, 204 (i); in Com. and 30*, 680 (ii). (50-
51 Vie., c. 64.)

BILL (No. 2,;) To incorporate the Kincardine and Teeswater
Railway Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

1°*, 111; 2 °*, 272; in Com. and 30*, 539 (i) ; M. to cone.
in Sen. Amts., 925; cone. in and 30 , 926 (i). (50-
51 Vie., c. 83.)

BILL (No. 27) Respeeting the Ontario and Quebec Railway
Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

[0*, 111 ; 2°*, 272 ; in Com. and 3°*, 539 (i). (50-51

Vic., e. 62.)
BILL (No. 28) To incorporate the Brandon, Souris and Rock

Lake Railway Company.-(lr. Small.)
1°n, 111; 2°*, 272 (i); wthdn,, 707 (ii).

BILL (No. 29) To incorporate the Manufacturers' Life and
Accident Insurance Company.-(Mr. Brown.)

1°*, 111; 20*, 272; in Com. and 3°, 539 (i). (50-51 Vie.,
c. 104.)

BILL (No. 30) To amend "The Companies Act."-(Mr.
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1°* and 20*, 951; in Com. and 30*, 1142 (ii). (50-51

pic., c. 125.)
BILL (No. 15 1) To incorporate the Canada Atlantie Steam

ship Company.-(Mr. Tupper, Pictou.)
1°and20 *, 1001; in Com. and 3°*, 1142 (ii). (50-51

Vic., c. 99.)
BILL (No. 152) To amend the General Inspection Act.-

( Ur. Costigan.)
10 and 2°*, 100 1; in Com., 1120 , 30*, 1121 (ii). (50-51

Vic., c. 36.)
BILL (No. 153) To amend "The Immigration Act "-

(Q) from the Senate.-(Mr. Bowell.)
10*, 1028; 21*, in Com. and 3°*, 1228 (il). (50-51 Vic.,

c. 34,)
BILL (No. 154) To amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter

fifty-one, respecting Real Property in the Territories
-(N) from the Senate.-(Mr. Thompson.)

1°*, 1028; 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 1228 (ii). (50-51 Vie.,
c. 30.)

BILL (No. 155) For the relief of William Arthur Lavell
-(H) from the Senate.-(Mr. Ferguson, Ieeds.)

10 and 2° on a div., 1028; in Com. and 30 on a div., 1137
(ii). (50-51 Vie., c. 128.)

BILL (No. 156) To enable the Freehold Loan and Savings
Company to extend their business.-(Mr. Rall.)

10, 20* and 3°*, 1028 (ii). (50-51 Tic., c. 112.)
BILL (No. 157) To confirm a certain agreement between

Her Majesty and the Western Counties Railway Com.
pany, and for other purposes.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 591 (i); in Com. and 1°* of B., 1031; 2° m.,
1127; 2e, in Com. and 30*, 1129 (ii). (50-51 vic.,
c. 25.)

BILL (No. 158) To authorise the advance of certain sumo of
money to the Harbor Commissioners of Quebec, to
complete the Graving Dock and other improvements in
said harbor.-(Sir Charles Tupper)

Res. prop., 592 (i); M. for Com., 1031; in Com. and 10*
of B , 1032; 20*, 1124 ; in Com., 1125 ; 30*, 1127
(ii). (50-51 Vie., c. 41.)

BILL (No. 159) To amend Chapter two of the iRevised
Statutes of Canada, intituled: "An Act respecting the
publication of the Statutes."-(Mr. Chapleau.)

10, 1033; 2'*, 1121; in Com., 1122; 3° on a div., 1124
(ii). (50-51 Vie., c. 2.)

BILL (No. 160) To amend The Indian Act-(O) from the
Senate.-(Sir John A Macdonald.)

lo*, 1033; 20* and in Com., 1228; 30*, 1229 (ii). (50-
51 Vic., c. 33.)

BILL (No. 161) To amend an Act to authorise the grant of
certain Subsidies in land for the construction of the
railways therein mentioned.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

1Q, 20*, in Com. and 3.*, 1074 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 22.)
BILL (No. 162) To amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter 173,

respecting Threats, Intimidations and other Offences.-
(Mr. Thompson.)

10, 1075; 2° m., 1152; deb. adjd., 1155; deb. rsmd, 2°
and in Com., 1229; 3° on a div., 1233 (ii). (50-51
Vic., c. 49.)

BILL (No. 163) Respecting the Council of the North-West
Territories.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

10, 1075; 2°*, in Com. and 30 on a div., 1233 (ii). (50-
51 Vie., c. 29.)

BILL (No. 164) To authorise the grant of certain Subsidies
in land for the construction of the Railways therein
named.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Res. prop. and in Com., 1117; 1o* and 20* of B., 1120;
in Com. and 3°*, 1221 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 23.)

BILL (No. 165) to provide for advances to be made by tho
Government of Canada to the Fredericton and Saint
Mary's Railway Bridge Company.-(Sir Charles Tupper)

Bes, prop., 863; in Com., 1029; conc. in and 1°*, 2Q*, in
Com. and 30* of B., 1120 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 26.)

BILL (No. 166) to amend Chapter one hundred and thirty.
eight of the Revised Statutes, respecting the Judges of
Provincial Courts.-(Mr. Thompson.)

Res. prop., 862; in Com., 1°*, 2°*, in Com. and 30* of
B., 1127 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 15.)

BILL (No. 168) respecting the improvement of the River
St. Lawrence.-(Sir Charles Tupper.)

Res. prop., 1142; in Com., 1156; 1°*, 2°*., in Com.,
and 30* of B., 1159 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 43.)

BILL (No. 169) for granting to Her Majesty certain sums
of money required for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Servien, for the years ending respectively the
30th Juine, 1887, and the 30th Jane, 1888, and for other
purposes relating to the Public Service.-(Sir Charles
Tupper.)

10*, 20* and 30*, 1273 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 1.)

Ivi
9
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BILL (No. 170) to authorise the granting of Subsidies in aid

of the construction of lines of Railway therein men-
tioned.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 1142; in Com., 1249; 10* and 20* of B. in
Com. and 30*, 1266 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 170.)

jBILS ASSENTED TO, 1274 (ii).
BLACK OoD BANKS, B.C., Rp. ON EXPEDITION: QuIes (Mr.

Shakespeare) 527 (i).
BLACKING,& &.: conc. in WayB and Means, 426 (i).

BLANCHE RIVER, COMPLETION OF WHARF: Ques. (Mr. Fiset)
205 (i).

BLOUIN, LoUIS, DISMISSAL : QueS. (Mr. Langelier, Mont-
morency) 543 (i).

BLUE BOOKS AND DEPTL. REPS., DISTRIBUTION: prop. Res.
(Mr. Charlton) to change Rule, 295 (i).

BLUEINo, L&UNDRY: conc. in Ways and Means, 426 (i).
BOILERS IN PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS, INSPECTION, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Charlton) 383 (i).
BOILER TuBs, &a.: conc. in Ways and Means, 506 (i).
BoisvERT, L., APPOINTMENT As LIGHTHOUSE-KEEPER: M. for

O. C.* (Mr. Rinfret) 803 (ii).
BOLDUC, CAPT. L., DISMISSAL: Ques. (bir. Choquette) 525 (i).
BoOKS, EDUCATIONAL: in Com. on Ways and Means, 966 (ii).

BoOT ISLAND BREAKWATER : M. for Cor.* (Mr. Borden)

803 (ii).
BooMs AND PIERS IN TRENT RIVER: Ques. (Mr. Mallory)

708 (ii).
BoURINoT'S "PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE": Ques. (Mr.

Préfontaine) 14 (i).
BRACES: conc. in Ways and Means, 427 (i).

BRACKET BoARDS ON CHISHoLM's DAM: Ques. (Mr. .Mallory)
786 (ii).

BaE" HARaoR, P.E.I., DREDGING: QUes. (Mr. Yeo) 321 (i).

Brandon, Souris and Rock Lake Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 28 (Mr. Small). 1°*, 111; 20*, 272 (i);
wthdn., 707 (ii).

Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s
Act Amt. B. No. 25 (Mr. Sutherland). 1°*, 111;
20*, 204 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 680 (ii). (50-51 Vic.,
c. 64.)

--- SUBsIDY: prop. Rea. (Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com.,
1260 (ii).

BREAKWATERS, PIERs, &C. See " PUBLIO WORKS."
BRIcK, FIRE : in Com. on Ways and Means, 967 (ii).
BIIsH AmERicAN BANK NoTE CO.'s CONTRACT: Ques. (Mr.

ilolton) 142 (i).
- ESBELS, SEIZUEES. See "BEHRING's SEA."

British Canadian Loan and Investment Co.'s
Act A.mt. B. No. 61 (Mr. Small). 1°*, 300; 2°*,
320 (i); in Com. and 3°* 925 (ii). (50-51 Vic.,
c. 110.)

BRITISH COLUMBIA:
AaNT AND OoTINGuN: i nom. of Sup., 1114 (ii).
ABEOROFT AND BARKURVILLE TuLuGRAPE Suvi0: Ques. (1fr. Reid)

1005 (ii).
BàRKs: in Com. of Sup., 766 (H).
BATTUEmaß, o.: in Com. of Sup., 759 (i).

8

BRITISH COLUMBIA-Continued.
BLà ,cK0o BANKS, B. C., Rau'. orF EXrDITION: Que8. (Kr. Sake-

speare) 527 (i).
BEERING'S SUA, PROTEOTION OF BRITIEM SUBRUOETS: Ques. (Kr. Shake-

Speare) 45 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 21; Remarks, 455 (1).

CLOTH SUPPLIRD EUNITUNTIARIsU: Que. (Mr. Baker) 14 ().
"O " BATTEY, UOXAND OF: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 1001 (ii).
0. P. R. See general heading.

OHINES IMMIGRATION, AMOUNT COLLUCTED : in 00m. Of Sup.,
1134 (ii).

- M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gordon) 110 (i).

OUsTOus TARIFF ANo ENTERING GOODS : Remarks, 524 (i).
EXPERIMENTAL FARM IN B. C.: Ques. (Kr. Shakespeare) 527 (i).
DRILL 8HEDS: i COOM. Of Sap., 764 (i).
ESQUIKALT AND NANAIMO RY. Oo.'s LANDS ON VANCOUVER ISLAND

M. for Ret. (1Mr. Gordon) 110 (i).
EsQUIXALT GRATING DooK, AND OLAI OPF MoNAME & Co.: M. for

Sel. Com. (Kr. Shakeepeare) 527 (i).
FIsIUERIzD, DuEP SUA: Ques. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (1).
FORTIFICATIONS oF B. C., REP. OP COL. O'BRIBN: Ques. (Mr. Shako-

peare) 102 (i).
INDIANB: irCOom. of Sup., 1094 (ii)
JUAN DU FUCA STRAITS, LIGHTHOUSE AT: Que.. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (i).
LIF.-sAVING STATION ON VANCOUVER ISLAND: Ques. (Mr. Shake-

speare) 45 (i).
Nzw WESTMINSTER 8OUTUERN RY. 00. See B. 36.
PORT SAN JUAN HARBOR OF RUWUGE: QueS. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (i).
PUBLIC WORKS: in uOm. of Sup., 977, 980 (ii).
REPRUSENTATION ACT AT. Se# B. 50.
TELEGRAPHIC SIGNAL SERVICE IN B. C.: Quei. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (i).
YUKON RIVER EXPLORATION: Ques. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (i).

BRITISH COPYRIGHT WORKS, REPRINTS : Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
15 (i).

M. for Stmnt. of Sams collected (Mr. Edgar) 22 (i).
BRITISH GUM, DRESSINE, &o.: conc. in Ways and Means,

445 (i).
BRITON MEDICAL AND GENERAL LirE AssocIATIoN: Ques.

(Mr. Laurier) 786 (i).
BROKERAGE, &c., 4 PER CENT. LOANS, in Com. of Sap., 593 (i).
BROKoVSKI, E., COR. RESPECTING : M. for copies* (Mr.

Barron) 803 (ii).
BUDGET, T H E: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 192, 258.

Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald) 300 (i).
Annual Statement (Sir Charles Tupper) 384 (i).

See " WAYS AND MEANS."
BUGGIES, FARM WAGGoNs, &a. : cono. in Ways and Means,

427 (l).
BUOYS 1N RICHELIEU RIVER, CONTRACTS AWARDED: Ques.

(Mr. Clayes) 321 (i).
BUsINESs OF THE HousE : Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald

and others) 100, 110 (i).
-- M. (Sir John A.Macdonald) to take in Thursdays, 479

M. to take in Wednesdays, 952 (ii).
- M. to take in Mondays, 1116 (ii).

Ms. to take in Saturdays, 804, 1076 (ii).
BUTTER, DUTY AND INsPECTION: Ques. (Kr. Hickey) 154.

IMPORTS PROM THE U . B., 1883 TO 1887: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Taylor) 211 (i).

SUBsTITUTEs, IMPORTATION 0F, &.: Ques. (Mr.
Fisher) 205 (i).

- - SEIzUREs: Ques. (Mr. Fisher) 101 (i).
BUTTONS, YEGETABLE IVORY, &C. : con, fin Ways and

Means, 427 (i).



INDEX.
CABLE TO PELEZ ISLAND: Qnes. (Mr. Brien) 786 (ii).
CAMPBELL, C., PRÉcis ON DEFENCES COF CANADA: in Cora. of

Sup., 1170 (ii).
CAMPBELL, M., LATE M. P. FOR DIGBY: Remarks (Sir John

A. ilacdonald) on decease, 543 (i).
CAMPBELL, fR., LATE M. P. FOa RENFREW: Remarks (Sir

Richard Cartwright) on decease, 1006 (ii).
CAMPBELL, SIR ALEXANDER, COMMISSION TO : M. for Ret.

(Mr. Casey) 150 (i).
CAMPBELLTON AND GASPÉ MAIL SUBSIDY: in COm. of Sup.,

991 (ii).

Can. Accident and Indemnity Assurance Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 78 (Mr..Mulock). 1°*, 370; 2°*,
444 (i); in Com. and 30*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 106.)

Can. Atlantic Ry. Co.'s B. No. 132 (Mr. Perley,
Ottawa). 10*, 782; 2°*, 876; in Com. and 30*,
1016 (ii). (50-51 Tic., c. 67.)

Can. Atlantic Steamship Co.'s B. No. 151 (Mr.
Tupper, Pictou). 1° and 20*, 1001; in COm. and 30*,
1142 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 99.)

Can. Permanent Loan and Savings Co.'s B. No.
143 (Mr. Cockburn). 1°*, 876; 2°*, 926; in COm.,
1142; 3°*, 1221 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 108.)

Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. No. 68 (Mr. McCarthy.)
10, 319 (i).

Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. No. 40 (Mr. Jamieson),
10, 190 (i).

Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. No. 91 (Mr. Tyrwhitt).
10, 442 (i).

Can. Temp. Act Repeal B. No. 64 (Mr. Cargill).
10, 300 (i). *

CAN. TEMP. ACT, VIOLATIONS OF : Remarks (Mr. Mdls, Both-
well) on M. for Adjnmt., 1115 (ii).

- See "Prohibition."
Canadian Pacifie Railway Co.'s ±urther Act

Amt. B. No. 45 (Mr. Rykert). 10*, 204; 20*, 320
(i); in Com. and 30*, 680 (fi). (50-51 Vic., c. 56.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY:
EXTENSION TO QUEBEC HAREOR: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 44 (i).
IN CoN, oF SUp., 766, 1171; oonc., 1267 (ii).
LAND SALES : M. for Ret. (Mr. Perley, Assiniboia) 317 (f).

- Ques. (Mr. Perley, Asainiboia) 527 (i).
-- IN MAN: M. for Ret. (Kr. Watson) 222 (i).

LAURENTIDEs BRANCH LINES, TARIFF RATES: Ques. (Kr. Rinfret) 525
ONDERDONK CONTRACT: Ques. (Mr. Chiholm) 1003 (if).

in CoM. of Sup., 1171 (if).
on M. for Com. of Sup., 1034 (ii).

RATEs IN B.0.: Ques. (Kr. kara) 320 (i).
RUGINA TOWN SITE, AGREEMENT BETWEEN 00. AND GoVT. : M. for

Ret.* (Kr. Weldon, St. John) 803 (fi).
ROLLING STOCK. Se ".ROLLING STOCK.'
WINTER PORT: on M. for Oom. of Sup., 967 (i).

CAN. HMORS IN THE U.S., PRIonBIrIoN: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor)
104 (ii).

Can. Horse Ins. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 88 (fr.
Small). 1°*, 413; 20*, 539 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 850

Can. Power Co.'s incorp. B. No. 104 (Kr. Taylor).
1°*, 515; 2°*, 601 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 925 (ii). (50-
51 Vic., c. 120.)

Can. Society of Civil Engineers incorp. B. No.
22 (Mr. Shanly). 1°*, 111; 20*, 204 (i); in COm.
and 3°*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 124.)

CAN. WORKINGMEN IN THE U.S., PROHIBITION: QUOeS. (r.
Patterson, Essex) 1046 (ii).

CANALS:
BEAUHARNOIS: in Comi. of Sp, 838 (il).
CANAL OrFICERS' SALARIES, &C.: in CoM. Of SUp., 1113 (ii).
CARILLON: in Com. of SUp., 1179 (ii).
CHAMBLY, APPOINTMENT OF SUPERINTNDIENT: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Préfontaine) 19 (i).
- WIDE NING: Ques. (Mr. Prfontaine) 142 (i).

CORNWALL: in Com. of Sup., 832 (ii).
CooPER, R. W., EXTRA SERVICES: in CoM. of SUp., 1179 (ii).
CULBUTE . in OoM. of SUp., 838 (ii).
LACHINE: i CnDom. of Sup., 832, 838, 1182 (ii).
LAKE ST. FRANCIS: in Com. of Sup., 1242 (il).
MURRAY, CONTRAoTS FOR COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr. Plait) 322. (i).
-- in Com. of Sup., 832 (ii).
PERLEY, H. F., EXTRA SERVICES: in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
RIDEAU-: in Com. of Sp., 838 (ii).
RoYAL. CoMMIsSION ON LEASEBs: in Com. of Sup., 1180 (i).

ST. LAWRENCE CANALS ENLARGEMENT: Ques. (Mr. Brown) 313 (i).
STE. ANNE'S : in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
ST. LAWRENCE RIVER AND CANALS: in Com. of SUp., 832 (ii>
ST. PETER'S : in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
SÂULT STE. MARI: in Cnom. of Sup., 830; conc., 1268 (ii).
TAY: in Com. of Sup., 838, 1179 (ii).
TRENT VALLEY, CONSTRUCTION: Queo. (Mr. Barron) 669 ; in Com.

of Sup., 836 (ii).
TRENT RIVER NAVIGATION: in Com. of Sup., 835 (il).
VALUATORS SERVICES : in Com. of Sup., 1179 (il).

WELLAND CANAL BRIDGE: M. for Ret. (Kr. Blake) 295 (i).
- in Com. of Sup., 835 (fi).

"WILLIASI" BARGE, PAYMENT TO OWNERS: in CoM of Sup.,
1182 (ii).

WILLIAMSBURG: in Com of Sap., 832, 838 (if).

Canned Goods Act Amt. B. No. 121 (Mr. Costigan).
10, 638; 2*, in Com. and 30*, 814 (ii). (50-51 Vic.,
c. 38.)

CAPE BRETON RY.: in COm. Of SUp., 829 (ii).
CAP À LA CORNEILLE BOOMS : Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 1001(ii).
CAP ST. IGNACE STATION HOUSI: M. for Ret.(Mr. Dessaint)

103 (i).
CAPE TORMENTINE HARBOR: in COM. Of SUp., 918 (ii).
CARAQUETTE Ry. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Reg. (Mr. Pope)

1143; in Com., 1262 (ii).
CARILLON AND GRENVILLE Ry. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Reg.

(Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com., 1263 (ii).
CARmIAGES: cone. in Ways and Mean8, 427 (i).
CARON, G., DISMISSAL: Qies. (Kr. Dessaint) 1003 (ii).
CATTLE, DISEAiSED, IMPORTATION: Qus. (Mr. Smith,

Ont.) 204 (i).
CAUGHNAWAGA INDIANS See "INDIANS.

" " BATTERY, COMMAND OF: Q11es. (1r. Amyot) 1004 (ii).
CENSUS RETS. OF MAN.: Ques. (Sir Richard Carttoright) 44.
CENTRAL RY., N.B., SUBSIDY: M. for Cor. (Mr. Eisenhauer)

214 (i).
) CHAIRMAN oF COMITTES. d8ee 4IDEPuT SPEAKEL

lviii

(ii). (50-51 yic., 0. 107.)
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CMAXBLY CANAL, APPOINTMENT OF SIPERINTENDENT : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Prdfontaine) 19 (j).
WIDENING: QUes. (Mr. Préfontaine) 142 (j).

OIAMBERLInT, B., EXTRA SERVIos: in Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
CHARGES OF KANAGEMENT: in COm. of Sup., 591-597 (ii).
CHIOUTIMI AND LAKE ST. JOHN RY. Co 's SUBSIDY; prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com., 1262 (ii).

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. No. 54 (Mr.
Chapleau). 1°, 277 (i); 2°* and in Com., 642; 30*,
643 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 35.)

CHINESE IMMIGRATION: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gordon) 110 (i).
Chinook Belt and Peace River Ry. Co.'s incorp.

B. No. 34 (Mr. Davs). 1°, 153; 2°¥, 312; ref. back
to Com. on Rys., 479 (i) wthdn.

CHIPPEWA INDIANS. See " INDIANS."

CHIPMAN, C. C., PAYMENT FOR SERVICES re COLONIAL EX.:
in Com. Of Sup, 1166 (ii).

CHISHOLM'S DAM, RIVER TRENT: Ques. (Mr. Mallory) 669 (ii).
- BRACKET BOAVDS: Ques. (Mr. Mallory) 786 (ii).

CHRISTIAN ISLAND INDIANS. See " INDIANS."
CHOLERA, PRECAUTIONS AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 670 (ii).
CHOUINARD, D., CLAIx: Que8. (Mr. Fset) 1005 (ii).
CHROMOS, &3.: in Com. on Ways and Means, 965 (il).

OIGARS AND CIGARETTES: Conc. in Ways and Means, 439 (i).
CIVIL GOVT. : in Com. of Sup., 596-612 (i), 651, 1129, 1162

1237; conc., 1366 (ii).

Civil Service Act Amt. B. No. 94 (Mr. McNeill). M.
to introd. B.,) 412 ; 10>, 442 (i),

EXAMINERS REP.: presented (Mr. G'apleau) 44 (i).
- EXAMINATIONS, 1881: Ques. (Air. Casey) 143 (i).
--- PROMOTION EXAMINATIONS: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Casey) 383 (i).
Ques. (Mr. McNeill) 1199 (ii).

--- STAFF, NAMES AND ADDRESSES, &C.: M. for Ret.*
(ir. McMullen) 383 (i).

-- VACANCIES, SUPE RANNUATIONS AND APPOINTMENUTS

M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 44 ().
-- See " SECRETARY OF STATE."
CLERK OF THE CROWN IN CHANCERY:

List of Kembers presented to Clerk of House, 1 (i).
ordered to attend fouse with books, papers, &c., re

Queen's, N.B., Election, 4 (i).
M. (àfr. Mills) ordering Çlerk to attend with papers,

&o., re Returns made to Write, 25 (i).
- M. (Mr. Mills) to ref. Return of Clerk to Com. on

Privileges and Eleetions, 322 (i).

- - Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) requiring Clerk to
addre8s a letter to Clerk of louse, 325 (i).

Deb. (Mr. Blake) 325; (Mr. Plait) 327; (Mr. Burdett) 328; (Mr.
MacdonaId, Euron) 328; (Mr. Mallory) 329; ((Mr. Campbell,
Knt) 330; (Mr. Boyle) 330; (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 331 ; (Mr.
Melullen) 331 ; (Mr- Bowman) 334; (Mr. Taylor) 334; (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 335; agreed to (Y. 104, N. 74) 359 (1).

Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Davies) 335; Deb. (Mr. Tupper, Pictou) 336;
(Kr. Lister) 338; (Mr. Trow) 339; (Kr. Gilmor) 339; (Mr. Rob-
ertson, Butings) 340; (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 341; (UMr. Bowell)
341 ; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 342 ; (Mr. Pauterson, Essex) 3A4 ;
(Mr. Laurier) 344; (Mr. Sproule) 3t5; (Ur. O'Brien) 346; (Mr.
Bain, Wentworth) 346; (Mr. Charlton) 347; (Ufr. Wood, Brockville)
349; (Ur. Paterson, Brant) 350; (Ur. Chapteau) 352; (Mr. Pr6.

fontaine) 58; neg. (Y. 74, N. 104) 358 (1).

CLERK OF CROWN IN CHANCERY.-Continued.
--- Increase of Salary: in Com. of Sap. (Sir Charles

Tupper) 597, 601 (i).
Deb. (Bir Richard Cartwright) 597, 600; (Mr. Welsh) 597; (Mr. Mille)

597; (Ur. Chapleau) 599; (Ur. Davies) 601 ; (1r. Ne Mullen) 603;
(Mr. Woldon, St. John) 604 ; (1fr. Wilson, Elgin) 604; (1fr. Fer-
guson, Leeds) 605; (Mr. Madîiu) 605, 608; (Messrs. Edgar and Mills)
606; (Mr. Maulory) 607; (Mr. Campbell, Kent) 608; (Mr. Plait)
609; (Ur. Bain, Wentworth) 610; (Mr. Somerville) 611; (tir. Pat-
erson, Brant) 611 (1).

-- Letter to Clerk: presented to House (Mr. Speaker)

370 (i).
-- EXTRA CLERKS IN OFFICE : in Com. of Sap., 1165 (ii).

CLEMENCY OF THE OROWN: See " PRISONERS."

CLOTH, &C., SUPPLIED TO PENITENTIARIES: Ques. (Mr.
Baker) 14 (i).

CLOTHING, COTTON, &C.: in Com. on Way8 and Means, 523.
- - READY.MADE, &C.: in Com. on Ways and Means, 965-

CLOTHES.WRINGERS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).

COAL : deb. in Ways and Means, 509 (i).

Cobourg, Blairton and Marmora Railway Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 103 (Ur. Guillet). lQ*, 515; 20*,
601 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 92!n (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 87.)

COLBY, CHAS. C. See 4 DEPUTY SPEAKER."

COLLARS, OOTTON OR LINEN: cbne. in Ways and Means,

445 (i).
COLLECTION Or REVENUES: in Com. of Sup., 1113, 1129,

1135, 1196 ; cono. 1269 (ii).ý
Collingwood General and Marine Hospital

incorp. B. No. 14 (Ur. McCarthy). 1°*, 72; 2°*,
.153 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 758 (ii). (50-51 Fic., c. 126.)

COLLINS, JAS., M.D. See " INDIANs."

COLONIAL CONFERENCE, INSTRUC'IONS TO CAN. REPRESENTA*

TIVES: M. for Ret. (Mr. Edgar) 219 (i).
- - M. for copy of Comn., &c (Mr. Casey) 150 (i).

COLONIAL EXHIBITION AND GEOLOGICAL OFFIaERS: Que.

(Mr. ifolton) 526 (i).
COLONI@ATION CO.'S IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Ques. (Kr. Mal-

lory) 786 (ii).
--- Ques. (Ur. Landerkin) 1002 (ii).

CoMBS, DREss AND TOILET: in Com. on Ways and Means,
964 (ii).

COMMEROIAL AGENCIES: in Com. Of SUP., 1112 (ii).
TREATIEs, PAPERs, &c., RESPEOTING: Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 143, 154 (i).
- - RELATIONS WITH FRANCe: Remarks (Mr. Amyot)

1006 (ii).
-- on M. for COM. of Sup. .817 (ii).
COMMITTEES, CHAIRMAN oF. See "DEpuTY SPEAKER."

OOMMITTEES:
BALLOT Box PATENTS: M. (gr. iRrown) for Bel. Oom. to examine,

786 (ii).
"DrBATES " : M. (Mr. Bowell f4 8p.1 Com. to supervise, 4 (i).
- - on M. to conc. in names, Amt. (Ur. Blake) to change, 5 (i).
McNYABO & 00., CLAIX re EsgüIALT GBaviNa Doca: M. (1r.

Shakespeare) for 8el. Com. 527 (i).
PRIVATE BILLS, RUL18 RSPEOTINc : M. (Mr. Hall) for Sel. Com. to

define practice, 668 (ii).
SELECT STANINe: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) for com. to prepare

Liste, 4 (i).
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INDEX.
OMMITTE ES-Uontinued. CoTEAu LANDING RY. BRIDGE SUBSIDY: prop. Ru. (1fr.

SELEOT STANDING': substitution of Mr. Mille' name for Mr. Blake's Pope) 1143; in Com, 1265 (i).
to prepare Liste, 6 (i).

Incorrect Lista reported, 13 (i).

- OOrrected Liste presented, 18 (i).

-- M. (Sir John A. Macdonalc) to add names, 154 (i), 668 (ii).
SIX NATION INDIANI' GLAIR& TO LAND ON GRAND RIVERi: M. (Mr.

Paterson, Brant) to ref. to Sel. Coi., 206 (i).

Companies, Act Amt. B. No. 30 (Mr. McCarthy).
10,111; 2°*, 291 ; in COm., 1143; 30*, 1141 (ii). (50-51
Vie., c. 20.)

COMPANIES. See
BAY OP QUINT BRIDGE o.
BRITISHI GANADIAN LoAN AND INVESTMENT 00.
*ANADA ACCIDENT AND INDEMNITY ASSURANCE 00.

-- ATLANTIC STEAMBEIP 00.
- PERMANENT LOAN AND SAVINGS o0.

GANADIAN POWER o.
- HORSE INS. 00.

SOCIETY OF CIVIL ENGINIERS,

COMPANIES' ACT AMT.

Doi. OIL PIPE LINE AND MANUFACTURING Q00.
EASTERN GAN. SAVINGS AND ILOAN 00.
EDMONTON AND SASKATCHEWAN LAND o.

" EMPIRE" PRINTING AND PUBLISHING 00.
EQUITT INS. GO.

FREDERICTON AND ST. MARY's BRIDGE Go.

FREEHOLD LOAN AND SAVINGS 00.
GRANGE TRUST 00.
GUARANTUE AND PENSION FUND SOCIETY oF Dox. BAiN.

HALIFAX AND WEST INDICS STEAMSHIP 00.

IMPERIAL TRUSTS 00. Or GAN.
LONDONDERRY IRON 00.
MANUFACTURNRB' Lira AND ACCIDENT INS. 00.

- ACCIDENT INB. 00.

NIAGARA RIVER BaRDGE Go.
NOVA SCOTIA PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SOCIETY, &o.

ONTARIO AND QU'&PPELLE LAND 00.
PENSION FUND SOcImTES, &o.

PRIMITIVE METHODIST COLONISATION 00.
RICHELIEU AND ONTARIO NAVIGATION GO.
" STANDARD" PRINTING AND PUBLISRING 00.
ST. JOHN AND IBERVILLE HYDRAULIC AND MANUPACTURING CO.

WEST INDIA STEAMKSIP 00.
WESTERN ASSURANCE Go.

-- CAN. [OANAN DSAVINGS 0.

[See also" R&ILWAYs " and " SUBSIDIES.")

COMPENSATION TO RELATIVES OF W. C. GILCHRIST FOR LOSS 0F

PROPERTY DURING REBELLION: QUeS. (Mr. Barron) 154.
CONCURRENCE, 1266-1269 (ài).
CONTINGENCIEs, MILITIA, INOLUDING GRANTS : in Com. Of

Sap., 753 (ii).
CONSOLIDATED FUND, REOEIPTs AND EXPENDITURES: M. for

Rot. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 15 (i).
CONTROVERTED ELEOTIONS. . See " ELECTIONS."
COOPER, R W., savICEs re TAY CANAL: in Com. of Sup.,

1179 (ii).
COPYRIGHT WORKS, BRITISH REPRINTS: QIeS. (Ur. ,dgar)

15 (i).
-- SUMs COLLECTED.; M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Edgar) 22 (i).

CORINTH POST OFFIoE: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 320 (i).
CORN-MEAL: deb. in Ways and Means, 509 (i).'
CORNWALL FLOODS RELIEF: ifn Com. of Sup., 1190, 1238 (ii).
CORNWALLIS VALLET RY. 00'i SUBBIDY: prOp. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 1143; in Com., 1263 (ii).

COTTON FABRaIs, PRINTED OR DYED: cOno. in Ways and
Means, 428-432 (i).

Council of the N. W. T. B. No. 163 (Sir John A.
Macdonald). 10, 1075; 2°*, in Com. and 30 on a div.,
1233 (ii). (50-51 Vie., c. 29.)

Counterfeit Notes. See " CRIMINAL LAw."
CREIGHTON, MR. J., INDIAN AGENT AT SATUGEEN: M. for Rot.

(hir. Somerville) 314 (i).
Criminal Law (procedure in criminal cases) B.

No. 19 (Mr. Thompson). 1°, 100; 20* and in COm.,
644; 3°*, 646 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 50.)

Criminal Law (publie morals, &c.) B. No. 21(1Mr.
Charlton). 10, 100; 2°, 273; in Com., 278; 3°*, 312 (i).
(50-51 Vic., c. 48.)

Criminal Law (counterfeit and imitation notes)
B. No. 123 (Mr. Thompson). 11, 638; 20* and in
Com., 808; 30*, 809 (ii). (50-51 ic., c. 47.)

Criminal Law (ship laborers' protection) B.
No. 142 (Mr. Amyot). 1°, 862 (ii).

Criminal Law (seduction, &c.) B. No. 4 (Mr.
Charlton). 1Q*, 20; Order for 2° dachgd. and B. wthdn.,
312 (i).

Criminal Law (speedy trials Act, Chap. 175 Rev.
Statutes) Amt. B. No. 1-16 (fr. Thompson). 1°,
924; 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 1032 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 51.)

Criminal Law (threats, intimidations, &c., Chap.
173 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 162 (Mr. Thompson).
10, 1075; 2° m., 1152; deb. adjd., 1155; deb. rsmd., 20
and in COm.. 1229; 3° on a div., 1233 (i). (50-51
Vie., c. 49.)

CRIMINAL STATISTIOS: in COm. Of SUp., 717 (ii).
CROWN, EXECUTIVE CLEMENCY: prop. Ras (Mr. Sproule)

798 (ii).
Crown Securities. See "JiLETTERS PATENT."

COUNTY COURT OF ELGIN, JR. JuDo: Ques. (Mr. Wilson,
Elgin) 143 (i).

-]EssEx, DEP. JUDGE FOR COUNTY: QUes. (Mr. Brien)
786 (ii).

COUNTY COURTS, N.B.: in Com. of Snp., 654 (ii).
CuFFs, COTTON OR LINEN: oono. in Ways and Means, 445 (i).
CUMBERLAND RY. AND COAL.CO.'s SUBsDY: prop. Res. (fr.

Pope) 1143 (ii).
CUSTOMS AND EXCISE:

ANIMALs, &C., EXPORTED, VALUES :-K. for Ret. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 15 (i).

APPRAISERS: in om. ofSup., 1131 (ii).

BUTTER, DUTY AND INSPECTION: QUes. (Ur. Eickey) 151 (i).
- IMPORTATION FROx THE U. B.: M. for Ret (Mr. Taylor).

211 (i).
- SBSTITUTs, SEIzJURES: Ques. (Mr. Fsher) 101 (i).

IMPORTATION: Ques. (Mr. Fsher) 205 (1).
CANADIAN WORKINGMEN IN TuE U. S.: Ques. (Mr. Patterson)

asez) 1045 (ii).

COAL OnL IMPORTATION INB ULK: in (om. On B. 1074 1144-1149 (ii).
OUSTOMS AND Excisa TAimF, DIsTRIBuioN: Que. (Er. Rigfret)

708 (i).
DITECTIVES: in COm. Of Sup., 1132 (ii).

Gueroxi LWsa AxT.: Ques. (Ur. Bolton) 277 (i); (Mr. Curran)
953 (ii).
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INDEX.
OUSTOMS AND EXCISE-Continued.

Exx Lous, EXPoRT DuTy: in Coin. on B. 107, 1150, 1201, 1214 (il).
EXPOUrT OF SPIRITS AND IMPORTUD CORN : Ques. (Mr. McMulln)

143 (i).
ExPoRTE AurD ImPoRTs: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 15 (i).
Fumma AND S izonus : in Com. of Sup., 1135 (ii).
FLouR INsPEoTIoN, LUGIsLATION RKSPECTING : Ques. (Mr. Laurier)

143 ().
GÂREISON, M., APPOINTMENT AS SURYVYOR OF CUsTOMS, HALIFAIx:

in Oon. of sup., 1130 (ii).
GRAIN EXPoRTs, YALUnE: K. for Rot. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

15 (i).
IMPORTE or Ta&, CHNA AND JAPAI: K. for Rot. (Mr. Bowman) 23 (i).
IN Cox. or SuP., 613 (i), 1129, 1195, 1237 (il).
Ixon BoUNTIEs, AMOUNTE PAID ON NANUFÂCTURES: Ques. (Mr.

Charlton) 371 (1).
InoN DRAWBACKS: in deb. on Ways and MeanE, 467 (i).
IRON AND STEBL INDUSTRIES: in om. on Ways and Keans, 468, 488,

504 (i); 521, 965, 1207 (ii).
ION DuTrs: Remarks (Sir Richard Carturight) on M. for Coin. of

Sup., 1079 (ii).
ExTENsIoN oF TIimu FOR ENTERING GooDs: in Com. onB. 107,

1220 (il).
MONTRUAL COTTON Co.: CoR. WITH DEPT. QUes. (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 102 (i).
- - IRRGULÂRITIES: QUes., (1r. Paterson, Brant) 102; M. for

Rot., 222 (i).
- Remarks (gr. Paterson, Brant) on M. for Com. on Ways

and Means, 954-957 (il).
PUvuRTIvu OFFICZRs APPOINTED ON FRONTIER : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

JfcMullen) 223 (i).
REGULATIONS RESPECTING BAGGAGU: Ques. (Kr. Mitchell) 101 (i).
" STE. ANNE, " SCoONER, SEIZURE or: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Langelser,

Montmorency) 803 (ii).
8UIZURs By DETUCTIVES : in CoI. of Sup., 1133 (ii).
SPIRITS, SBrzuREs AND CorhIsATION: M. for Rot.* (Mr. Langelier,

Montmorency) 803 (il).
STILLS, ILLICIT, SuxzamRs Ba INLAND REvENUE DUPT. : M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Rinfret) 153 (i).
TUA, IMPORTS, OHINA AND dAPAN : M. for Rot. (Mr. Bowman) 23 (i).
ToRAcco, INCRUAsE>D DuTY: Ques. (hir. Thfrien) 320 (i).

-SEiZUS, ILLEGAL SALIS: M. for Rot.* (fr. Binfret) 153 (i).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNS : presented (Mr. Bowell) 13 (i).

WHIay PASSED AS VINEGiA: Ques. (1r. Guay) 102 (i).

--- UNLAWFUL MANUFACTURE OF: Ques. (Kr. Guay) 20 (i).

Customs Duties (Chap. 33 Bey. Statutes) Act Amt.
B. No. 107 (Sir Charles Tupper). 1°*, 524 (i); 2°*
and in Com., 1144; 3o m., 1152, 1200; 30*, 1320 (ii).
(50-51 Vic., c. 39.)

Deb. on M. for 30 (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1200; (Mr. Hesson) 1201;

(Mr. Roome) 1203; (Messrs. Edwards and Armstrong) 1204; (Mr.

Masson) 1205; (Sir Charles Tupper) 1207, 1217; (Mr. Jones) 1207;
(Kfr. McDougald, Pictou) 1209; ( Meurs. eMillan [Huron] and

Elli) 1212 ; (Mr. Patterson, Basez) 1214; (Mr. Macdonald, Huron)

1214; (Kr. Montague) 1217; (Kr. ill) 1217; (Mr. Mitchell)

1218 ; (Mr. Laurier) 1219 ; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1219 ; (Mr.

Bowell) )220; (1r. Watson) 1220; (Mr. Scarth) 1220 (ii).

Customs and InJand Revenue Depts. reorga-
nisation B. No. 41 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°,

190 (i) ; 20, 884; in Com. and 3°*, 1029 (ii). (50-51
Vic., c. 11.)

CUTLERY, PLATED : conc. in Ways and Means, 435 (i).
DAIToN, Wu., DIsMISSAL : Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1200;

remarks, 1249 (i).
"'DAVI» J. A»AÂ s," CASE AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St.

John) 312 (i).
DAWBON, Dl&., ExRa gERVICES: in COm. of Snp., 1162 (il).

lxi

"DEBATEs," OFFICIAL, PUBLICATION: in Com. Of SUp., 667.
DISTRIBUTION: Ques. (Mr. Turcot) 1005 (ii).

-- AND NEWsPAPER REP.: Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Scarth)

615, 1156 (ii).
- SUPPOSED ERROR IN REP.: Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Kenny)

784 (ii).
- Remarks on Rep. of Com., 1155 (ii).

DEBT, PUBLIC, GRoss AND 'NET: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 14.
-- Or CAN. : deb. on conoe. in Ways and Means, 467,

472-484, 593 (i).
in Com. on B. 107, 1217 (ii).

DEBLoIs MAIL SERVIOE: Ques. (hfr. Perry) 1004 (ii).
DEEP-SEA FIsHEREs oF B.C.: Ques. (Kr. Gordon) 102 (i).

DEFENoEs OP CANADA: in Com. of Sup. (Mr. Mills, Bothioell)
1171 (ii).

DELEHANTY, PATRICK, CLAIM FOR INJURIES: Ques. (Kr. Camp-
bell, Kent) 668 (ii).

DEPTL. REPS., DISTRIBUTION: prop. M. (Mr. Charlton) to
change Rule, 144 (i).

DEP. SPEAKER AND CHAIRMAN OF COMs.: prop. M. (Mr.
Fisher)) to rescind Order of Standing Com., 296; neg.
(Y. 66, N. 109) 219; remarks (Mr. Blake) 320 (i).

-- M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to appoint Mr. C. C.
Colby, 370 (i).

DIGBY, N.S., REPRESENTATION: M. (Mr. Jones) to issue Writ,
1074 (ii).

DIONNE, J., EMPLOYMENT BY GoVT.: Ques. (Mr. Dessaint)
321 (i).

DIPPER HARBOR BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St.
John) 785 (ii).

DISALLOWANCE OF MAN. RY. CHARTERS Ms. for Com.,
read, 149, 258 (i); Remarks (Mr. Watson) 369 (i).

-- Ms. (Kr. Watson) to make first Order of the Day,

383, 480 (i).
- prop. Res. (Mr. Watson) 543 (i).
Deb. (gfr. Watson) 543-553; (Sir Charles Tupper) 553; (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 559; (Mr. Daly) 564; (Mr. Dawson) 567; (1fr. Blake)
568; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 576; (1r. Davies) 579; (Sir Donald
Smith) 581; (Kr. Landry) 582; (Mr. Royal) 583; (Kr. Armstrong)
584; (Mr. Watson) 587 ; neg. (Y. 65, N. 114) 587 (i).

VOTE ON DIVISION: Explanation, 588 (i).
DIVISIONS:

CLERK OF CaowN IN CHANCERY AND RUTURNING OFFICIRn : Res. (Mr.

Mille) to ref. Ret. of Olerk to Com. on Privileges and Eloc-

tions, 322; Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 325 ; Amt. to Amt.
(Mr. Davies) 336 ; neg. (Y. 74, N. 104) 358 ; Amt, agreed to
(Y. 104 ; N. 74) 359 (i).

DISALLOWANCE oP MAN. RY. CHARTERS: Res. (Kr. Watson) 543;

neg. (Y. 65, N. 114) 587 (i).
DzPuTy SPEAKER ANID CAIRMAN OP Co9.: Res. (Kr. Fisher) to re-

scind Order of Standing Coin., 296; neg. (Y .66, N. 109) 299 (i).
DivoRcs, Asa, SUEAN, RELIF B. 135 (Kr Small): 2° agreed to

(Y. 81, N. 49) 876 ; on 30, Amt. (Mr, Mc Carthy) 1140; neg.
(Y. 35, N. 85) 1141 ; 3° neg. (Y. 56, N. 61) 1142 (ii).

- NomL, MARIE LouiSU, RicLiF B. 108 (Kr. Small): 2° agreed
to (Y. 81, N. 19) 876 (il).

DuNE, J. R. : M. (1fr. Thompson) to allow Counsel re Exami ation
before Bar of House, 616; Amt. (Mr. Davies) 618; neg. (Y. 43,
N. 119) 623 ; M. agreed to (Y. 154, N. 2) 624 (ii).

HoME RuLE FoR IRarmàD : Res. (fr. Curran) 46 ; Amit (Kr. McNeill)
54; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. McCarthy) 98; neg. (Y. 49, N. 133)
Amt. (Mr. Davin) 126; neg. (Y. 60, N. 128) 137; Amt. (Mr.

NcNeil4) neg. (Y. 56, N. 132) 137 ; amended Res., 140 ; agreed
to (Y. 13 5, N. 47) 141 (i).
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INDEX.

DIVISIONS -Continued.
PRIVILuGhU AND ELcOTIONS : K.(Mr. Weldon, St. John) to disagree

in 2nd Rep. of Com. re Queen', N.B., Election, 671 ; Amt.
(Kr. Thompson) 677 ; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Daevies)683; neg.
(Y. 85, N. 104) 702 ; Amt. agreed to (Y. 105, N. 85) 706; main
Motion agreed to on same div., 706 (ii).

PRORIBITION OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRs: Res. (31r. Jamieson) 842 ;
Amt. (Mr. Girouard) 846 ; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Cargill) 851 ;
neg. (Y. 38, N. 145) 947; Amt. neg. (Y. 47, N. 136) 918 ;
Amt. (Kr. Sproule) 948 ; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Fiaher) agreed
to (Y. 91, N. 86) 950 ; Res. neg. (Y. 70, N. 112) 950 (ii).

QuiaN's, N.B., ELECTION: Res. (Mr. Skinner) to amend Ret , 154;
Amt. (Mr. Thompson) to ref. Ret. of Returning Officer to
Com. on Privileges and Elections, agreed to (Y. 109, N. 77)
189 (i).

Divorce, Ash, Susan, Relief B. No. 135 (Mr. Small).
1° on a div., 804; 2° m., 10 17; 2" agreed to (Y. 50, N.
42) 1028; in Com., 1137; 3° m., Amt. (Mr. .McCarthy)
to recom., neg. (Y. 35, N. 85) 1141; M. for 3° neg.
(Y. 56, N. 61) 1142; M. to place on Order paper for
30, 1155; 3° m., 1220; recom. and 34 on a div., 1221
(ii). (50-51 'Vic., c. 127.)

Deb. on M. for 2° (Mr. Thempson) 1017, 1027; (Kr. Davies) 1021;
(Mr. Weldon, St John) 1025; (Mr. Weldon, Albert)1026; (Mr.
Mils) 1027; in Com. (Kr. VJCa -thy) 1137; (hIr. Tupper, Pictou)
1138; (àfr. Mitchell) 1138; (Mr. >ill, Bothell) 1139; (àfr. Wel-
don, Albert) 1139; (Mr. Thompson) 1140 (ii).

Divorce, Lavell, William Arthur, Relief B. No.
155 (Mir. Ferguson, Leeds). 1W and 2° on a div., 1028;
in Com. and b° on a div., 1137. (50-51 Vic., c. 128.)

Divorce, Monteith, John, Relief B. No. 144 (Mr.
O'Brien). 1°, 876; 2° on a div., 926; in Com. and
30 on a div., 1016 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c 129.)

Divorce, Noel, Marie Louise, Relief B. No. 108
(Mr. Small). 1° on a div., 804; 2 agreed to (Y. 81,
N. 49) 876; in Com. and 3° on a div., 1016 (ii). (50-
51 Tic., c. 130.)

Divorce, Riddell, Fanny Margaret, Relief B.
No. 145 (Mr. Tupper, Pictou). 1° on a div., 884; ° on
a div., 926; in Com. and 30* on a div., 1017 (ii)4

(50-51 Vic., c 131.)
DODD, DR. See " INDIANS."

Dom Bank. See "GUARANTE."
Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. No.

32 (Mr. Amyot). 10, 142 (i).
Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. No.

126 (Mfr. Thompson). 1°, 707; 21* and in Com., 809;
304, 810 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 7.)

Dom. Elections Act. Amt. B. No. 46 (Mr. Edgar).
10, 204; 2° m., 539 (i).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. No. 115 (Sir J hn A.
-Macdonald). 1° 590 (i); 2° and in Com., 884; 30,
1028 (ii). (50-51 ic., c. 6.)

DoN. EXHIBITION: in COm. Of SUp., 118 (ii).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. No. 3 (Kr. Davin). 10,
19 (i).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. No. 113 (Mr. White, Card
well). 1°, 589 (i); 2°, 817; M. for Com., 890; in Com.,
892; Order for conadn. of B., 1007; 30*, 1017 (ii).
(50-51 Vic., c. 31.)

Dox. LANDS: in Com. of Sap., 1136, 1197 (ii).
-- SALES AND RECEIPTS : QUe. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

14 (i).
Dom. LIME RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope).

1143; in Com., 1261 (ii).
DoM. NOTES, PRINTING: in Com. Of Sap., 597 (i).

Dom. Oil Pipe Line and Manufacturing Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 96 (Mr. Mara). 1°*, 479; 2°*, 601
(i); in Com. and 30*, 875 (fi). (50-51 Vic., c. 122.)

DoRCHESTER IPENITENTIARY, CLAIM OF CONTRACToR: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 803 (ii).

- in COm. of Sap., 659 (ii).
DRAWBACKS ON IRON: deb. on conc. in Ways and Means,

473, 499 (i).
DREDGING: in COm. OfSup., 980 (ii).

-- - IN P.E..: Ques. (Mr. Robertson, King's) 669 (ii).
---- BRAE HARBOR: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 321 (i).

DRILL INSTRUCTION: in Com. of Sup., 753 (ii).
---- OF 9TH BATTALION: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 670 (ii).

on M. for Com. of Sup., 708, 1234 (ii).
DRILL SHEDS AND RIFLE RANGES: in Com. ofSup., 763 (ii).
DRUMMOND COUNTY RY. Co.'8 SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 1142; in Com., 1259 (ii).
DUFFY, D. A., CLAIM FOR EXTRAS : M. for RetC* (àfr.

Weldon, St. John) 803 (ii).
DUMONT, GABRIEL, AND RECENT AMNESTY: Ques. (Mr.

Binfret) 525 (i).
DUNDAS, PUBLIC OFFIcES OR BUILDINGS: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Bain, Wentworth) 110 (i).
DUNN, JIOHN R. See "QUEEN'S, N.B., E LE0TION."

DUNscOMBEI, Ma., SERVICES, re SEIZURE OF " ATALAYA ": in

Com. of Sup., 1248 (ii).
DURANTAYE SENATOR8UIP': Ques. (Ur Choquette) 708 (i).
DuTIEs, COMMUTATION OF: in Com. of Sap., 1112 (fi).
Duties of Customs. See " CUSTOMS."
EARTHENWARE AND STONEWARE: cone. in Ways and Means,

432(i).
Eastern Canada Savings and Loan Co.'s incorp.

B. No. 55 (à1r. Kenny). 1°*, 300; 2°*, 320 (i); in
Com. and 3°*, 785 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 113.)

Edmontun and Saskatchewan Land Co.'s B. No.
84 (Mr. Scarth). 1°*, 413; 2°*, 601 (i) ; in Oom. and
3°D*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 117.)

Electoral Franchise Act. See "FRANCHISE."
ELECTIONS:

BEAvuc, CONTROVERTUD : Jdge's Rep. read (1fr. Speaker) 3 (i).

CIVIL SERVIcE EMPLOYis: in 0om. of sUp, 1165 (ii).
OCLIR OP BOWN IN OHANORY. See genera heading.
DiaeB, N.S., RUPitaarxTATION OP-: M. to issue Writ (Mr. Jons) 1074.
Dox. CONTROVERTED ELICTIONS ACT. Bee Bs. 32 nd 126.
Dox. ELICTIONS ACT AXT. e Bs. 46 and 115. £

EULCTIoNS, ENURAI., 1874: M. for Rat. (Mr. Tupper, Pigtou) 209 (i).
- 1887, RETUENING OFFIeUEs: M. for Ret.' (1fr. Somervile) 223.

VOTES PoLLD: M. for Btmnt.* (Mr. XifW, Bothesl) 110 (i).
FRANCmR, ELUCTORAL, ACT AXT. Se Bs. 53 and 114.
HALDIMAND ELUCTION, 1887, RETURNG OFFICiR'S RUT : M. for Rot.

(Ur. Casey) 372 (i).
HEMBsT, B., REMVINO OFFICR, MONTMAGNY; M. for Ret. (Ur.

Choquette) 803 (ii).
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INDEX.
ELEUTIONS-Coninued.

EiRhT, H., BALANCE DuE AS REVISIKG OFICER . Queo. (Kr. Daaint)
258 (i).

KAMOURASKA ELECTORAL DISTRICT, COSTs re ELECTION: M. for Ret'
(Mr. Dessaint) 318 (i).

LisT, ELZCTORAL, FOR LIASSOMPTION CO.: QueS. (Mr. Ritfrei) 525 (i).
QUuuN's, N.B., ELECTION. Be. general heading.
RESTIGOUCHE, ISSUE OF WRIT FOR: Que. (Mr. Weldoo, St. John) 361(i).
RETURNS, PAPIRS PRODUCED BY CLHE OF GROWN : (Mr. Speaker) 45 (1).
REVISING BARRISTERS CL AIMS : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Daviue) 803 (ii).
REVISING OFFICER, MONTMAGNY ELECTORAL DISTRICT: M. for Ret.0

(Kr. Choquette) 803 (ii).
RETURNING OFFICERS AT ELECTIONS oF 1887 : M. for Ret. (Kr. Somer-

ville) 223 (i).
VOTERs LIsTa UNDER FRANCHISE ACT, COST : M. for Ret. (Kr. Lander-

kin) 15 (i).
[See also " SECRETARY OF STATE."]

ELEcTRIO LIGHT IN MONTREAL P.O.: in Com. of Sap., 973.
ELGIN, JUNIOR CO. JUDGE, APPLICANTS FOR POSITION: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 368 (i).
Emerson and N. Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B.

No. 23 (Mr. Wat8on). 1°*, 111; 2°*, 204 (i); wthdn.,
707 (ii).

"Empire" Printing and Publishing Co.'s. in-
corp. B. No. 106 (Mr. Small). 1P*, 515 (i); 2°÷,
638; in Com. and 3"*, 850 (ii). (50-51 «Vie., c. 123.)

EMPLOYÉS OF INCORPORATED CO.'S. See " PENSION FUND
SoCIETIES."

Equity Ins. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 69 (Mr. Curran).
1°*, 359; 2°*, 444 (i); in Com. and 30*, 850 (ii).
(50-51 Tic., c. 103.)

ESQUIMALT AND NANAIMo Ry. Co.'s LANDS ON VANCOUVER

ISLAND: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gordon) 110 (i).
ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCK AND MCNAMEE & CO.'S CLAIM:

M. (Mr. Shakespeare) for Sel. Com., 527 (i).
EssEx, DEP. JUDGE FOR COUNTY: Ques. (Kr. Brien) 786 (ii).
ESTIMATES, THE, BRINGING DOWN: QUeS. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 100, 192 (i).
presented (Sir Charles Tupper) 318 (i).
SUPPL. 1886-87 AND 1887-88: presented, 952 (ii).
FURTIER SUPPL., 1886-87: presented, 1152 (ii).

EVANTUREL, LIEUT. COL., INDEMNITY: QueS. (Mr. Fanasse)
1199 (ii).

EXAMINING WAREHOUSE, OTTAWA: Ques. (Mr. Edwards)
45 (i).

EXCHANGE BANK, AMOUNTS OWING GOVT.: M. for Rot. * (Mr.
Mulock) 110 (i).

ExOHEQUER COURT. See "SùPREME AND ExOHEQiTER

COURTS."
ExCISE: in Com. of Sup. 1115, 1195 (ii).
EXPERIMENTAL FARMS: in Com. of, Sup., 720, 982 (ii).

B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 527 (i).
--- MAN.: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 101 (i).

N.W.T.: Qies. (Mr. Davin) 16 (i).
ExPORTS AND IMPORTs: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cart.

rig.ht) 15 (i).
EXPORT OF SPIRITS AND IMPORTED COIRN: Ques. (Mr. Mc:

Mfullen) 143 (i).
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Expropriation of Lands (Chap. 39 Rey. Statutes)
Amt. B. No. 141 (Mr. Thompson). 10, 862; Res.
prop., 952; cone. in, 1033; 2° and in Com., 1033; 3°*,
1121 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 17.)

EXPROPRIATION. See " ST. CARLES BRANCU."
EXTRA CLERKS, PREPARING RETS. : in Com. of Sup., 1112 (ii).
FàBaIoB, COLORED: conc. in Ways and Means, 452 (i).
FATHER POINT MAROR 0F REFUGE: QUeS. (Mr. Fiset) 144.
FERGUSON, MR., COUNSEL FOR J. R. DUNN, re QUEEN'S, N.

B., ELECTION: Stmnt. before Bar of louise, 627 (ii).
FERRO-MANGANESE, &C.: 00n0. in Ways and Means, 488 (i).
FERRY-BOATS BETWEEN QUEBEC AND LÉvIs, &o.: Ques. (àfr.

Guay) 258 (i).
FERTILISERS, ARTIFICIAL: cono. in Ways and Means, 452-

460 (i).
FIFTEEN POINT, P. E.1., BaEAKWATER: Que8. (Mr. Perry)

312 (i).
FILE HILL RESERVE, VACCINATION OF INDIANS: M. for Rat.

(Mr. Charlton) 379 (i).
FINANCE:

AUDITOR GENERAL'S RIP.: presented (Sir Charle. Tupper) 13 (i).
BANK CIRCULATION, S&CURITV FOR: Ques. (Kr. Mitchell) 205 (1).
BRITISH CANADIAN LOAN AND INVESTMENT 00. See B. 61,

CANADIAN PERMANENT LOAN AND SAVINGO 00. Sec B. 143.

OONSOLIDATED FUND, RUCEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES: 9. for Ret. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 15 (i).

DEnT. PUBLIC, GROSS AND NET: Queo. (Mr. Charlton) 14 (i).
in deb. on Ways and Means, 467, 472-184, 593 (i).

- In Com. on B. 107, 1217 (ii).
EASTERN CANADA SAViNGS AND LOAN Co. Sec B. 55.

ESTIMATES. Sec general heading.
EXCHANGE BANK, AMOUNTS OWIN GOVT. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Nulock)

110 (i). .
FINANCE AND TREASuRY BOARD. Se B. 93.
FINANCES OF NOVA SCOTIA : M. for Ret. (Mr. Jone) 215 (i).
FINANCIAL COMMISSIoNER, ENGLAND: in Oom, of Sup. 594 (i).
FREEHOLD LOAN AND SAVINGS (0. Seo Bo. 71 and 156.
GOVERNOR GENERAL's WARRANTS, DETAILS: M. for Ret. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 150, 258, 279, 291 (i).
"JAMAICA" PULLMAN CAR, EXPENSUS. Ques. (Mr. Somerville) 313 (1).
N.S. PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SOCIETY AND SAVINGI FUND.

Seo B. 131.
PUBLIO ACCOUNTS: presented (Sir Charles Tupper) 13 (i).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, ESTIMATES, &C. : M. for Ret.* (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 110, 223 (i).
SAVINGS BANKS FUNDS : in COm Of Sup , 1189 (ii).
SAINes BANKS, N. B, &o. : in GOm. of Sup., 592 (i).

TUPER, SIR CHARLES, TRAVELLING EXPENSES M. for Ret. (Kr. Som-
erville) 313 (i).

TRAVELLING EXPENSES OF MEMBERS OP GOVT.: M. for Ret. (1r. Som-
erville) 312 (i).

WESTERN CANADA LOAN AND SAVINGS 00. See B. 128.

[See alsO " BANKS AND BANKING."]

Finance and Treasury Board Acts Amt. B. No.
93 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°, 442 (i) ; 2°, in Com.
and à'*, 881 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 13.)

FISCAL POLICY OF Dom.: deb. in Ways and Means, 491 (i).
FISHERIES:

GO» LIvER OIL BOUNTY :in Om. Of Sup., 1071 (ii).
"DAVID J. ADAMS," (ADE AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Wldon, Bt.

John) 312 (i).
Drmp SEA, B. 0. s Ques. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (1).

- in Qom of sup., 1188 (à>.
DEgPTL. »P. . protend 707 ; Romarks (Mr. f'oster) 805 (ili).
- DaTIuruoN: Remarks, 805 (ii).
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FISHERIES-Continued.
FISHING BOU'rIEs, APPLICANTS FOR : M. for Ret. (fr. Barron)

803 (ii).
- DISTRIBUTION: Ques. (Mr. Flynn) 257 (i).

-- IN VICTORIA, N. S, APPLICANTS FOR.: Ques. (Mr. Barron)
371 (i).

-- in Com. of Sup., 1072 (il).
FIsa AND FISE On,, REUoND Or DUTIES : in Qom. Of SUP., 1191 (ii).
FIsE FRT DEPOSITS IN RivERs : in Oom. of Sap., 1070 (ii).
FIsa TRAP AT TIGNISE, P.E[.: M. for Cor. (Kr. Perry) 788 (ii).

APPLICATIONS : Ques. (Kr. Perry) 1001 (ii).
HATCHERIES : in COM. Of Sup., 1069 (ii).
HOOP-NETS ON RIVER ST. LAWRENCE: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 101 (i).
IN 0OM. OF SUP., 1069, 1081, 1186, 1237 (ii).
LArs Es, CLAIMS FOR REBATE oF LIOENsE: M. for Cor. (fr.

Ca8ey) 379 (i).
LEAsEs IN RIv.R MATANE : Ques. (Kr. Fiset) 526 (i).
LIcENsEs IN EAST AND WEST LAKEs, P.E. o.: Ques. (Kr.

Platt) 322 (i).
LAKE ERIE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Caaey) 379 (i).

- Ques. (Mr. Brien) 1199 (1).
"LizziE LINDSAY," SCHOONER, AND FISHERY PROTECTioN: Ques.

(Mr. Joncai) 526 ().
LOBSTER AND OYSTER FISHERIES: in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).

FISeaRY AND CLOSE SEABON: M. for Ret. (Kr. Flynn) 316 (i).
MCDOUGALL, MICHAEL, FISHERY WARDEN: M. for Ret. (Kr. Barron)

803 (i).
PAPERS, &C., re NEGOTIATIONS : Ques. (Mr. Blalke) 19; Remarks, 21,

73, 99, 112, 141, 238 (i).
PROTECTION, ADDITIONAL CRUISERS: QUes. (Mr. Jone) 382 (i); in

Com. of Sup., 1084 (ii).
INSTUCTIONS TO MASTERS: M. for copies (Mr. Elli) 221 (i).

- Ques. (Kr. Mitchell) 21 (i); (Kr. Landerkin) 1002 (ii).
- STEAMERS AND VESSELS: in Com. Of Sup., 1081 (il).

REPORT re NEGOTIATIONS: Stmnt. in Newspaper (Sir Charles
?upper) 781 (ii).

RIPARIAN RIGHTS: in Co. of Sap., 1070 (ii.)
ROGERS' FrIS LADDER: in mCo. of Sup., 1069 (ii).
SCHOONER OWNED BY R. LINDSAY AND FISHERY PROTECTION: Ques.

(Kr. Langelier, Montmorency) 527 ().
VESSELS BOARDED, &C., BY,0?FICERB IN PROTECTION SERVICE : M. for

Ret. (Mr. Ellùs) 220 (i).

FRANCE AND QUEBEC STEAMRHIIP SUBSIDY : in COm. Of Sup.,
986, 1057; cone., 1269 (ii).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. No. 53 (Mr.
Tisdale). 1, 277 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act A mt. B. No. 114 (Mr.
Thompsmn). 1°, 589 (i) ; 2° m., 1222; 20 and in Com.,
1227; 3°, 1228 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 5.)

FRANCHISE ACT, COST 0E VOTEas' LISTS: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Landerkin) 15, 16 (i).

-- EXPENSES UNDER: in C Om. of Sup., 677, 1165, 1240,
cono., 1269 (ii).

-- RES. TO REPEAL : Order called (Mr. Laurier) 364 (i).
REPEAL : QueS. (Mr. De St. Georges) 205 (i).
REVISING OrrIcLRS' SALABIES: Ques. (Mr. Laurier)

21 (i).
- - See " SECRETARY OF STATE."

FRAUDs ON THE CUSTOMS, WHISKEY PASSED AS VINEGAR:

Ques. (Mr. Guay) 102 (i).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s.
B. No. 166 (Sir Charles Tupper). lRes. prop., 862 ; in
Com., 1029; conc. in and 1°*, 20*, in Com. and 3*,
1120 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 26.)

Freehold Loan aud Savings Co.'s Act Amt. B.
No. 156 (Mr. Ball). 10, 2°* and 3°*, 1028 (ii).
(50-51 Vic., c. 112.)

Freehold, Loan and Savings Co.'s B. No. 71 (Mr.
Denison). 1°*, 359 ; M. for 2°, 443 (i) ; in Com. and
30*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 111.) ·

FREE LIST-: cOno. in WSyS and Means, 508 (i).
FLAG-STONES: COne. in Ways and Means, 433 (i).
FLASKS AND PMALS: conc. in Ways and Means, 433 (i).
FLOODS AT CORNWALL: in Com. Of SUp., 1190, 1238 (ii).
-- AT MONTREAL AND VICINITY: Ques. (àïr. Beausoleil)

101 (i).
-- ENGINEERS' REP. : M. for copies* (Mr. Rinfret) 803.

ST. LAWRENCE : Qures. (Mr. Curran) 277 (i).
RIDEAU RIVER: Ques. (Mr. Edwards) 14 (i).

FLOUR INSPECTION, LEGISLATION RESPEOTING : Ques. (Mr.
Laurier) 143 (i).

FoG ALARM AND LIGHTHOUSE, MuRR LiDos: Ques. (Kr.
Gillmor) 205 (i).

FOREIGN REPRINTS. See IlCOPYRIGHT.

FORTIFICATIONS OF B.C., REP. OF COL. O'BRIEN: QUeS.
(Mr. Shakespeare) 102 (i).

FRANCE. See " COMMERCIAL RELATIONS."

GASPÉ BASIN, MAIL SERVICE : Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Mont-
morency) 526 (i).

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY AND OL. EXHIB. : QUeS. (Mr. .otton)

526 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 1162, 1185 (ii).
IN N.S.: Ques. (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 383 (i).
WEST OF PORT ARTHUR: Mr. for Rot. (Mr. Dawson)

213 (i).
GEOGRAPHICAL NOMENCLATURE IN OFFICIAL REPS. : M. for

Rot. (Mr. Dawson) 801 (ii).
GIASSON, N., DISMISSAL : Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 364, 377 (i).
GILCHRIST, W. 0., COMPENSATION TO RELATIVES FOR LOSS

DURING REBELLION : Ques. (Mr. Barron) 154 (i).
GLASS CARBOYS; &C.: conc. in Ways and Keans, 433 (i).
GLASS : in om. on Ways and Means, 966 (ii).
GLUE, SHEET, &c. : cone. in Ways and Means, 446 (i).

Goderich and Canadian Pacific Junction Ry.
Co.'s incorp. B. No. 24 (Mr. Porter). 10*, 111;
2Q*, 272 ; in Com., 538; 3°, 539 (i). (50-51 Vic., c. 91).

GOLD AND SILVER LiAI: Cone. in Ways and Means, 434 (i).
GOVT. BUSINEss. See "BusINEss."

--- IN KEEWATIN, EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 1112 (ii).
---- IN N.W.T., EXPENSES: in Com. of Sap., 1112 (ii).

--- OFFICIALS IN NORTHUMBERLANI>, N.B.; REMOVAL:
Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 321 (t).

Govt. Railways. See " RAILWAY8."
GOVT. STEAMERS: in Com. of Sap., 1057, 1185, 1247 (ii),
Gov., DEPUTY: Mess. summoning Commons to Senate,1 (i).
GOV., GENERAL: MeSS. Summoning Commons to Senate, 3

(i), 1275 (ii).

--- RECEPTION : M. to adjn. (Mr. Small) 543 (i).
RESIDENoE IN OTTAwA: Ques. (Mr. Robigard)154.

--- SEoEETARy'S.OrrîIc; in com. of Sip., 596 (i).
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INDEX. 11x
GovmNoR GENERAL: SPEECo FROM TH TERONE: 3 (i);

1275 (ii).
-- SECRETARY : Letter from re Prorogation, 1269 (ii).
GovmNoi GzNmRAL's WÂanAm Ts: Order called for M. for

Ret., 150 (i).
WABRANTS, 1873 TO 1886: M.. for Rot. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 258, 279 (i).
Deb. (Mr. Mitchell) 262; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 265; (Mr.

Àill4, Bothwell) 266; (Mr. Davies) 267, 282; (Mr. Blake) 268;
(bfr. Thompson) 269; (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 272, 279; (Sir
Chares Tupper) 279; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 280; (Mr. Foster)
2S1; (Mr. Mclld en) 282 (i).

M. to ref. to Publia Accounts com., 291; (Sir Richard cartwright)
291; (Sir Charles Tupper) 292; (Mr. Mitchell) 293; (Mr. Blake)
291; (Mr. MiU, Bothwoll) 291 (i).

GOWANLOCK, Mus.-: Remarks on conc., 1268 (ii).
GRAIN, &0., EXPORTED FROM DOM : K. for Ret.* (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 15 (i).

Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie Ry.
Co.'s incorp. B. No. 74 (Mr. Tisdale). 1°*, 359;
2°, 444 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic,.
c. 66.)

Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Canada B. No. 13 (Mr.
Curran). 1°*, 74; 20*, 153; in Com. and 3°*, 426
(i) (50-51 Tic., c. 57.)

- See "NORTH SHORE RY."

Grange Trust (limited) winding-up B. No. 39
(Mr. Masson). 1°*, 190; 2°4*, 312 (i); in Com. and
30*,680 (ii). . (50-51 Vic., c. 116.)

GRAVING DOCs. See IESQUIALT " and B. 158.
GRAY, PETER, AND DEPT. OF INTERIOR: M. for Cor.* (Mr.

Barron) 803 (ii).
GREY, LIEUT. COL. AND I0." BATTERY: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)

190i (ii).
GRE vr EASTERN RY. CO.'s SUBSTDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope)

114. ; in Com., 1262 (ii).
GRoNDI's LIGITHOUSE-KEEPER, APPJINTMENT: M. for O. C.*

(Mr. Rinfret) 803 (ii).
Guarantee and Pension Fund Society of Dom.

Bank incorp. B. No. 48 (Mr. Sutherland).1°*,
223; 2°*, 320 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 850 (ii). (50-51
Vie., c. 55.)

Guelph Junction Ry. Co.'s B. No. 118 (Mr. Innes).
1°*, 638; 2'*, 876; in Com. and 30*, 1016 (ii).
(50-51 Vie., c. 59.)

--- SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143 (ii).

GUINANE, Ms. E. M., GRATuITy To : in om. of Sap., 1186.
GuyBOr Ro' CUSTOMS COLLEOToR: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 321 (i).
HALDIM&ND ELICTION, RETURNING OFFICER's RETURNz M.

for copies (Mr. Casey) 372 (i).
HALIFAx, Ao0oxoDATIoN AT: in Com. of Sap., 1241 (ii).

Halifax and West India Steamship Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 72 (bir. Kenny). 1°*, 359; 20*, 444 (i); in
Com. and 30*, 850 (hi). (50-51 Vie., c. 100.)

-- SuBsIDrY: in Com. of Sup., 991 (ii).

HALIFAX EXTENSION; in Com ofSup., 767 (ii).

HALIPAX To MURRAY HARBOR ANI) CHARLOTTETOWN SUB-

siY: in CoM. of Sap., 991(ii).
9

Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Ry. Co.'s incorp.
Act Amt. B. No. 38 (Mr. AMcKay). 1°*, 190;
20*, 272 (i); in Com. and 30*, 680 (ii). (50-51 1ic.,
c. 63.)

Hamilton and North-Western By. Co.'s B. No.
97 (Mr. Brom). 1°*, 479; wthdn., 601 (i).

"IHANSARD." See "DEBATES."
HARBOR COMMIssIONERs. See 4"MONTREAL," "QUEBIO,"

AND "SOREL."

HARBORS AND BREAKWATERS, MONEY VOTED BY PARLT.

Qaes. (Sir Donald Smith) 1002 (ii).
HARBORS AND RivERas: in Com. of Sup., 916, 971, 1183,

1242; cono., 1269 (ii).
HARDWARE, BUILDERs, &o.: cone. in Ways and Means,

507, 515 (i).
HARNESS AND LEATHER DRESSING: onc. in Ways and

Means, 426 (i).
HARNESS AND SADDLERY: in COm. On Ways and Means,

965 (ii).
HARYEY BRANCH RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (1fr. Pope)

1143; in Com., 1260 (ii).
HARVEY, JOHN, CONTRACT FOR SLIDES ON MATTAWA RIVER:

M. for copies* (Ur. Lister) 803 (ii).
HAY KNIVEs: in Coin. on Ways and Means, 965 (ii).

HEALTH STATISTIOS: in Com. of Sap., 718 (ii).

HÉBERIT, HUBERT, BALANcE DUE As REVIsING OFFICERa:
Ques. (Mr. Dessaint) 258 (i).

--. EMPLOYMENT AS REVISING OFFIOER: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Choquette) 803 (ii).

Hereford Branch Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 105
(Mr. Hall). 1°*, 515; 2°*, 601 (i); in Com. and 3°*,

925 (ii). (50-51 vic., c. 93.)
HIGH COMMISSIONER:

ACTING: Ques. (Ur. Casqrain) 45 (i).
COMMISSION, PAPURS RESPEOTING : Queo. (l r Mills, Bothwell) 708 (i).
RuSIGNATION, &c.: M.for Rt. (lir. Kills, Bothwell) 376 () ; Remarks,

615, 805 (ii).
TAxmS AND CONTINGENCIEB: in Oom. Of Sup., 651 (ii).

TnAVELLING EXPENBEsI: M. for Ret. (r. Somerviiie) 313 (i).

TUPPER, SI CHARLES AND GOYr., CoR. BETWEEN, WMILU HIGH
CoMxISSoNER: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 376 (i).

HISTOIRE GÉNÉALOGIQUE DES FAMILLEs FR&N9&sEs: in Com.

of Sup. 1247 (ii).

Hoza, GARDEN RAKEs, &o.: conc. in Ways and Means, 462.

HOME RULE FOR IRELAND: Order for Res. (Mr.

Curran) called, 15 (i).
- - M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to make Res. fist Order

of the day, 15 (i).

.- prop. Res. (hfr. (urran) 46 ; (Mr. McNeili) 52 (i).

Amt. (Mceill) 55; deb. (Kr. Kenny) 55; (Ur. Flynn) 56;
(Ur. O'Brien) 58; (Kr. Casey) 61 ; (Mr. Wallace) 65;.*(Mr. Mills)

66; (Kr. Burns) 67; (Mr. Bergin) 69; (1r. Jones) 71; (1fr. Welsh)

72; (Kr. Laurier) 74; (Mr. Landerkin) 77; (Mr. Biake) 79; (Kr.

Costigan) 86 ; (Kr. MeMullen) 89; (Kr. Coursol) 91; (Kr. Me

Carthy) 92; nog. (Y. 56, N. 133) 137 (i).

Amt. to Amt. (Kr. McCarthy) 98; deb. (Kr. Clayes) 98; (Ur.

Davin) 99, 103 ;(Mr. Macdonald, Euron) 108; (Mr. Freeman)

112; (Kr. Mille) 114; (Kr. Wood, Westmoreland) 120; (Kr.

Gigault)121; (Kr. Curran) 122; neg. (Y. 49, N. 133) 126 (i).



INDEX.
HOME RULE FOR IRELAND-Conftinued.

Amt. to Altt. (Mr. Davin) 126; deb. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 126;
(4r. lvea) 128; (Ur. Mitchell) 129; (Sir Donald A. Smith) 130 ;
(Ur. O'Brien) 130; (Mr. Wright) 132; (Mr. Patterson, Bsex)
132; (Sir John A Maedonald) 133; (Mr. Milla) 135; neg. (Y.
60, N. 128) 137 (i).

On main Motion (Mr. feCarthy) 137; (Mr. Blake) 138; (Mr.
Gigault) 138; (Xfr. Mills) 139; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 140;
Res. agreed to (Y. 135, N.47) 141 (i).

- - PERSONAL EXPLANATION re VOTE (Mr. Taylor) 154
HOMESTEADS CANCELLED: Ques. (Mr. Mills) re Return, 784.
--- WIrHIN RY. BELT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 670 (ii).
HiOOP-NETS ON RIVER ST. LAWRENCE.: QQeS. (Mr. Taylor) 101.
HORTON LANDING, N. S., BREAKWATER: M. for Cor.* (Mr.

Borden) 803 (ii).
HIOT SPRINGS. See "BANFF."

HOUSE OF COMMONS:
ADDRESB IN ANSWER TO RIS EX.'S SPEECH.: M. (Mr. Porter) 7 ; sec.

(Mr. Weldon, Albert) 8; agreed to, 13; Hie Ex.'s reply, 153 (i).
ADDRESS TO BER MAJESTY oN FIFTIET .ANNIVERSARY OF REIGN:

Mess. from the Senate, 680 (ii).
- prop. M. to consider, 706; M., 782; conc. in, 784 (ii).
BALLOT Box PATENTS: M. for Sel. Com. to examine, 786 (il).
BEAUcE ELECTION: Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 3 (i).
BOURINOT'S PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE : Ques. (Mr. Préfontaine) 14.
CAMPBELL, MR., LATE M. P. FoR DiGBY-: Remarks (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on decease, 543 (i).
CAMPBELL, MR., LATE M. P. FOR RgiNFREW: Remarks (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 1006 (ii).
CLERK OF THE HousE : Declaration of Blection of Speaker, 3 (i).
CLERK OF GRow INi CAiNCEiY: Liste of Members presented to

Clerk, 1 (i).
- Ordered to attend House with books, papers, &c., re Queen's,

N.B., Election, 4 (i). See general heading.
COMMIESIONERS FOR ADMINISTERING OATH, 1 (i).
DEBATUS CoM. Se l0oMMITTEIES" and 'DEBATES."

DiGRB ELECTORAL DISTRICT : M. (gr. Jones) to issue Writ, 1074 (il).
GOVERNoR GENERAL'S RECEPTION: prop. M. toadjD. objeoted to and

sustained, 313 (i).
INTERNAL COMMISSION: Appointment by Mess., 13 ().
LIBRÂRY oF PARLIAMENT. Se general heading.
MEETING, I (i).
MEN uns INTRODUCED, 277 (i).
OPEING, SPEECH FROM THE THRONE, 3 (i); Closing, 1276 (ii).
PRIVILUGES, CoNFIMED BY Hia Ex.: 8tmnt. by Mr. Speaker, 3 (i).
POROGATION, COM. PROM THE Gov. GEN.'S SEC., 1269 (i).
SPEECH FROM THE THRoNE, 3,1276 (il).
QuuEN's (N.B.) ELECTION: Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Weldon, St John)

4; papers read, 4 (i). See general heading.
REsTeiouoHn ELECToRAL DISTRICT: Iàsue of Writ, 361 ().

Return of member elect announeed (Mr. Speaker) 588 (i).
REPRESENTATION ACT ANT. See B. 140.
ROYAL ABSENT TO BILLS, 1275 (ii).
MULES RESPIoTING Ry. A CTs: M. for Sel. Com., 668 (ii).
- M. to conc. in Rep. of Oom., 1270 (ii).
SALARIES: in Com. of Sup., 1164, 1239 (il).
SELECT STANDING CoMS. Set" 4COMMITTEss.'

SENATE, SUMMONED TO BY MESS., 1, 3, 1275 (i).
SITTINGS, SUGGESTED CHANGE : Remarks on Prorogation, 1270 (ii).
SOUTH VICTORIA ELECTORAL DISTRICT: Return of member elect

announced (Ur. Speaker) 277 (i).
SPEAKER, ELECTION oP-. M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1 (i).
- Deelaration of Election by Clerk, 3 (i).
VENTILATION 0F CHAMER: M. for Ret. (Mr. Oharlton) 786 (ii).
[See also "ELECTIONS," "SEeRETARY OF STATE-. j

BlowE, MESSRS., AMOUNTS PAID PAINTING DEPTL. BUILDINGS:
M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Bolton) 141 (i).

HUDBON's BAY EXPRDITION ; i 0Com. of Sup., 1189 (ii)

HUDSPETH, A., ESQ., M. P., INTRODUCED AND TOOK SEAT

277 (i).
ELECTION OF: Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

adjamt. 44 (i).
ICE-BOAT SERVIOE, P.E.I. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Perry) 223 (i).
Immigration Act Amt. B. No. 153 (Mr. Bowell).

1°*, 1028; 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 1228 (ii). (50-51

Vic., c. 34.)

IMMIGRATION. See " AGRICULTURE and IMMIGRATION."

IMPERIAL FEDERATION. See " COLONIAL CONFERENCE."
IMPERIAL INSTITUTE, CONTRIBUTION TO : in COM. Of SUp.,

728; conc. 1267 (ii).
[MPERI&L, NAVAL AND MILITARY OFFICERS EMPLOYED BY

COL. GOVTS., PAY AND PENSION: Mess. from His Ex.,
144 (i).

Imperial Trusts Co. of Can. incorp. B. No. 15
(Mr. Denison). l*, 74; 2°*, 153 (i); in Com., 637;

31 m., 638; 30*, 680 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 115.)

Incorporated Co.'s Employés. See "PENSION FUND

SOCIETIES."

Indian Act Amt. B. No. 160 (Sir'ohn-A. Macdonald).
1J*, 1033; 20* and in COm., 1228; 30*, 1229 (ii).

(50-51 Vic., c. 33.)
INDIANS:

ANNUITIES UNDER RoBINSoN TREATY: in Com. of Sup., 1093 (ii).
B. C : in Com. of Sup., 1094, 1186 (il).

CAUGHNAWAGAS, COMPENSATION BY C.P.R. Co.: Ques. (Mr. Doyon)
1199 (ii).

- SURVEY oF LANDS: Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 1006 (il).
CIPPEWA INDIANS, ARREARS DUE: M. for Rot. (Mr. O'Brien) 881 (i).

-- ANNUITY : Ques. (Mr. Cook) 1005 (i).
CHRISTIAN ISLAND INDIANS, PENETANGUISHENE PURCHASE, COMPENSA-

TION: Ques. (Mr. Cook) 1005 (ii).
-- TImENR CUT ON LANDS: Ques. (Mr. Cook) 1-005 ().
COLLINS, JAS., M.D., PAYMENT FOR SERVICES : M. for Ret. (Mr.

Charlton) 379 (i).
CREIGEHTON, JOHN, INDIAN AGENT AT SAUGEIN: M. for Ret. (gr.

Somerville) 314 (i).
DODD, DR., PAYMENT FOR SERVICES: M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 379.
FILE HILL RESERVE, VACCINATION : M. for Rot. (Ur. Charkton) 379(i).
INDIAN APPAIRS IN N.W., CONDUCT OF Go-T. OFFICES I.M. for Oor."

(Mr. Somerville) 369 (i).
- DEPTL. REP. : presented (Sir John A. acdonald) 13 (i).
- in Com. of Sup., 1237 (ii).

INDIAN SC0ooL AT QU'APPELLE, MEDICAL ATTENDANT: M. fOr Ret.
(Mr. Charlton) 379 (i).

MAN. : in Com. of Sup., 1186 (ii).
N. S. : in Com. of Sup., 1084, 1186 (ii).
N.W.T., EXPENSES OF VISIT EAST: in Com. of Sup., 1110 (il).

- in 0om. of Sup., 1099, 1186 (ii).
ONT., QUE. AND MAR. PRoVS. : in Dom. Of S8p., 1093 (ii).
SIx NATION INDIANS, CLAIN To LANDS ON GRAND RIVER : M. to ref. to

Sel. Com. (Mr. Patereon, Brant) 206 (i).
-- wthdn. and Order for Papers, &c., issued, 208 ().
SURVEY oF RESERVES, ONT. AND QUi. : eone., 1270 (hi).
TENDERS FOR SUPPLIES TO INDINS in N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.

1107 (ii).
VANKOUGENET, Mr., AND Rev. J. RoBinsoN, DoR. BITWUEE: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Somerville) 369 (i).
INLAND REVINUE. See " CUSTOMS AND ExCIsE."

--- DEPT.: in COM. Of Sup., 612 (i), 1163; cone. 1267.
- - g, ;presnted (Kr. C0tig M) 18 (i).
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INDEX,

INTRCOLONIAL R AILWAY :
CAPITAL A cCOUNT: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 102 (1).
BRANcH Lirs : in Com. of Sup., 1241 (il).
CAPITAL EXPENDITURE, 1873 TO 1886: K. for Stmnt." (Mr. Jones)

110 (i).
CAsUALTIES, &o. : M. for Ret.* (Wr. Weldon, St. John) 44 (i).

COMPLAINT ASINsT ExPLOYIs : (Mr. Choquette) 20 (1).
DIsOEIàINATING FREIGT RATES : in Com of SUp., 768 (ii).

DIUsL OF OrrîCî.S : f. for Ret. (Wr. Choquette) 21 (i).
PREIGHT ERRINOS: in Com. of Snp., 778 (il).
GRAIN SHIPKENTs : M. for Ret. (Mr. Ellie) 380 (1).
HALIFAX, ACCoMMoDATION AT : in Coi. of Sup., 1241 (ii).
- IKXTENsION : in COM. of SUp., 767 (ii).

IN Cou., or Sup., 767, 833, 1113, 1173, 1198, 1241 ; conc., 1269 (il).
INDIANTOWN BRANcH : in Con. of Sup., 1174 (ii).

LViEcQUE, ARsÈNE, DISMISSAL : Ques. (Mr. Guay) 1200 (ii).
OrL, LUBRICATING, &C., FURNISHED : M. for Ret.* (Mr. WeHon, St.

John) 41 (i).
MAcHRiERY : in Com of Sup., 1177 (ii).
MONC TON, ACCOMMODATION AT : in Com. of Sup., 767 (ii).
PASSES To MxMBERs : Remarks, 524 (i).
PROPosALS TO PUROHSE.: Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 1031 (ii).
PULLMAN AND PARLOR CARS: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 44.
ROLLING STOCK, PURCHASE OF: M. for Ret.' (fr. Weldon, St. John)

44 (i).
- in Coin. of Sup., 823, 1177 (ii).
ST. CHARLES BRANCH : in Com. of Sup., 1176 (ii).
- - EXPROPRIATION oF LAND, CLiIMs: M. for copies« (Ur. Guay)

803 (ii).
- BrLLECASSE, RY. CROS3ING: hl. for Cor. (Mr. Amyot)

152 (i).
SERviS Tis PLATES : in COm. nf Sri , s29 (ii).
STATION AT ST. IGNACE, TENDERS FOR : M. for Stmnt. (fr.

Cho guette) 377 (i).
M. for copies of Tendera (Ur. Dessaint) 103 (i).

SUPPLIES PURNISRED BY DONTRACT OR OTHaRWIsE : M. for Ret. (Mr.
Jones) 210 (i).

WIRE, &C., FENCING, CONTRACTs : M. for Ret.* (Kr. Weldon, St.
John) 44 (i).

[See also " N.B. " AND "N.S."]
INSANE ASYLUM, MAN., GRANT TO : in Coi. Of Sap,,

1247 (ii).

Insolvent Debtors Discharge B. No. 9 (Mr. Edgar).
10, 44; Order for 2" read, 272 ; M. for 20, 282; 20,
291 (i).

INSTRUCTIONS TO MASTEBiS re FISHERY PROTECTION: M. for
copies (Mr. Ellis) 22 . (i).

Inspeotion (General) Act Amt. B. No. 152 (Mr,
Costigan). 1° and 2°*, 1001; in Com., 1120 ; 3°*,
1121 (il). (50-51 Vic., c. 36.)

INSPECTOR, P. O., FOR QUNBEO, APPOINTMENT: QUeS. (Mr-

Guay) 383 (i).
INSURANCE:

CANADA AccurNT A» INDIMNITY AssoUAN Co. See B. 18.
CANADIAN HoRs. IS. Co. Seo B. 88.

EQUITY INS. Co. Ses B. 69.
ANUPFATicTURS' AcoIDENT. Seo B 125.

- LiFa AND AcmNT Co. e# B. 29.

SALART, kO., or SUPERINTNDUNT : in Com. of Sup., 1073 (ii).

WESTERN ASSURANCE (o.'s ACT AXT. Be. B. 60.

INTERIIOR:
BANYF NATIONAL PARK. Seo general heading.

BRovosxI, ED., CO. EUSPECTING: M. for Ret.* (Ur. Mulock) 803 (il.)
CAUGRNAwAeA INDIÂN REsEVE, SuayY: Que.. (1r. Doyon) 1006 .
COLONISATION Co.'s, AmoUNTs PéjD: Ques. (Ur. ANallory) 786 (ii).
-Ques. (Mr Landerkin) 1002 (ii).

INTERIOR-Continued.
DoMrNIoN LANDS ACT. Seo B. 3.
DEPT.: in Oom. of Sup , 1129 (ii).
DEPTL. BEP. : presented (fr. White, Cardwell) 13 (i).
MOTNTED POLICE. See generl heading.
STJlPRIENSON, MR. R., EXPLOYMENT BY GoVT.: QueS. (Ur. aJllf.Y)

669 (ii).
Rocir MOUNTAINS PARE. Se " BANFF."

[See alSO " INDIANS, " " DoM. LANDS," "ONTARIO.")

INTERNAL EcONOmY COMMISSION: Mess. from Ris Ex. pre.
sonted (Sir John A. Macdonald) 13 (i).

Interest (Chap. 127 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 95
(Mr. Landry). 1°, 443 (i).

INTEREST ON PUBLIC DEnT : in Com. of Sup., 593 (i).

Interest, payment by Crown, B. No. 137 (Ur.
Thompson). 1°, 804; wthdn., 1121 (ii).

INTOXICATING LIQUOBs. See "CAN. TEMP. ACT," " LiquoR,'
" PROHIBITION."

IRELAND. See Il HoME RULE."

IRON AND STEEL INDUSTRIES: deb. in Ways and Means, 468,
4ý8-498, 504 522, (i), 965, 1207 (ii).

-B UNTIEs, AMOUNTS PAID ON MANUFACTURES: QueS.

(NIr. Charlton) 371 (i).

DRAWBACKS : deb. in Ways and Means, 473, 499 (i).
DuiIES, EXTENSION oF TiME FOR ENTERINO GOODS.

Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1079 (ii).
IVORY AND RORN: in COm. On Ways and Means, 966 (ii).
JACQUES CARTIER UNION RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prOp. Reg.

(Mr. Pope) 1143; in COM., 1261 (ii).
"JAMAICA " PULLMAN CAR EXPENSES: M. for Rot, (Mr.

Somerville) 313 (i).
JEANS AND COUTILLES: conc. in Ways and Means, 428 (i).

JOOGINS ]RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prOp. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1142;

in COm., 1259 (ii).
JONES, L. K., SALARY AS PRIV. SEC. : in COm. Of Sup., 766.
JUAN DE FuCA STRAITS LIaHTHOUSE: Ques. (Mr. Gordon)

102 (i).
JUBILEE, RER MAJESTY'S, GOVT. GRANT TOWARDS CELEBRAT-

iNG: Ques. (Mr. .myot) 20 (i). See "ADDaES."
JUDGE OF ASSINIBOIA, RESIDENcE oF: Ques. (Mr. Perley,

Assiniboia) 102 (i).

Judges of Provincial Courts (Chap. 138 Rev.
Statutes) Amt. B. No. 166 (Mr. Tkompson). Re8.
prop., 862 ; in COm., 1°*, 2°*, in Com. and 30* of B.,
1127 (ii). (50-51 Vie., c. 15.)

JUSTICE:
ADMINISTRATION OP : in Com. of SUp., 655 (ii).

CLEMENCY oP CRoWN. Ses " PRISoNERS."
CLOT, &C., SUPPLIUD PENITENTIARIES : Ques. (Mr. Baker) 14 (1).
COUNTY COURT JUDGus : in Coin. of Sup , 654 (ii).
DEPT.: in Com. of Sup., 612 (i), 1162, 1237 (ii).
DUmoNT, GABRIEL, AND RECENT ÅMNESTY : Ques. (Mr. Préfontain.)

525 (i).
ELGIN, JUNIOR CoURTY JUDGE : M. for Rot. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

368 (i).
EssEX, DUP. JUDGE FOR 0OUNTY : Quos. (Vr. Britin) 786 (il).
JUDGEs, REFLECTIoNS ON : Ruled (Ur.Wgpeaker) unparlismentary,

373 (i).
PENITUNTIARY ACT AuT. See B. 65.

PROVINCIAL COURTS JUDGEI. See " JUDIsS."
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INDEX.

JUSTICE-Continued.
PUBLIC STORES. &e B. 20.

SHEPPARD, EDMUND E., WARRANT FOR ARRUIT OP: Qies. (Mr.

Prt(ontaine) 45 (i).
-ToRoNTo MAGISTRATES' ONDUCT-: Que. (1r. Laugetir,

Montmoreney) 1199 (ii).
8oeLroa GENiRuilla APPO1UTMENT. Su B.-42.
SUPERIoR COURT OF QUEBEC, ADDITIONAL JUDGE-: prOp. Re. (Mr.

Thompson) 862 (ii).
SUPREME AND EXCuHQUER COURTS. Se Bs. 18 and 111.
TAYLoR, JuDam, REP. r8 ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE BY MR. J.

T&avIs: M. for Ret.* (Mr. ffulock) 803 (il).
TRAvis, Ma. J., APPOINTMENT AS JUDGE IN NW.T. : Ques. (Ur.

Watson) 143 (i).
WoOD, JUoes, J.P., EXTRA SERVICS-: in Com. of Sap., 1164 (il).

[See also " CRIMMNAL LAw."]

KAMOURASKA ELECTION, RIVISING OFFICERS' ACCOUNT : M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Dessaint) 318 (i).

WUARF: Ques, (Mr. Dessaint) 101, 526 (i).
-- M. for Ret.* (Mr. Dessaint) 110 (i).
KINNEBEC SENATORSIIP: Qaes. (Mr. Choquette) 708 (ii).

KENTVILLE PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Borden) 101 (i).

Kincardine and Teeswater Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 26 (Mr. McCarthy). 1°*, 111; 2°*, 272; in
com. and 3°*, 539 (i); M. to conc. in Sen. Amts , 925;
conc. in and 3°*, 926 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 83.)

Kincardine and leeswater Ry. Co.'s incorp.
Act Amt. B. No. 149 (Mir. Kirkpatrick). 1°, 20*
and 30, 926 (ii). (50-51 ic., c. 84.)

KINGSPORT RY., SURVEYS, &o.I: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Borden)
803 (ii).

INQGSTON GENERAL AND ST. CATHARINES MARINE HoSPI-
TAL: Que3. (Sir Donald Smith) 663 (ii).

Kingston, Smith's Fals and Ottawa Ry. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 63 (Mr. Kirkpatrick). 1°*, 300; 20*,
369 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 785 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 88.)

KIT ALLOWANCES TO VOLUNTEERS: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
371; (Ur. O'Brien) 525 (i).

--- on M. for Com. of Sup., 715 (ii).
LABELS FOR FRUIT, &C.: cone. in Ways and Means, 508 (i).

LABERGE, MR., CHAEGES AGAINST: Que&. (Mr. Piset) 1003 (ii).
- - M. for Rot. (Mr. Piset) 376 (i).
LACHINE CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 832, 838 (ii).

LAKE ERIE, EssEX AND DETROIT RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY: prop.
Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com., 1266 (i).

LaKE TEMIs0AMINGUE CoLONISATION lY. o.'8 SuBsiDY:
prop. Re8..(Kr. Pope) 1143 (ii).

-- IRY. Oo.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Ro. (Mr. Pope) 1143 (ii);
in Com., 1263 (i).

LAKE ST. FRANcIs RoAD DYKE : in Com., of Sup., 1242 (ii).
L'AnDoISE BEAKwATER: M. for copies of Surveys (Mr.

Flynn) 789 (ii).
L'ABSOMPTION, REVISING OFFICER, APPOINTMENT: Que8.

(Bir. Gauthier) 1004 (ii).
LANDs, ExPROPRL&TIN. Sec 49EXPRoPRATIO."

- - SALES BY C.P.R. Co.: Qaes. (Mr. Perley, Assiniboia)
527 (i).

INDIAN, IN ONT.: Qw. (Mr. Cook) 1005 (i).

LANDS IN TH N.W.T.: Qaes. (Sir Richard CartwrigIht) 14.
- See "DoMINION LANDS."

LAVELL, WM. A. Bee "DIVORcE."

Laviolette, Godefroi (allowance) provision B.
No. 138 (Mr. Thompson). Res. prop., 111 (1); in
com,, 805; 1°* of B., 808; 2° and in Oom., 889; 3°*,
890 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 44.)

LEAMrNGTON AND ST. CLAIR RY. 00.' SUBSIDY: prop. Res.
(Mr. Pope) 1143(ii).

LEATHER AND RAW RIDES INSPECTOR : QUes. (Kr. Gsagy)
25 3-(i).

- SOLE: conc. in Ways and Means, 434 (i), 966 (ii).
LEGIsLÂATIoN : in Com. of Sap., 660, 1164, 1238; conc.,

1267 (ii).
LEMoNS, &a.: conc. in Ways and Mfeans, 480 (i).

Letters Patent (defective) and Securities to
Crown B. No. 51 (Ir. McCarthy). 1°, 277 (i).

LIBEL, IMPBIsoNMENT FoR : Remarlm on M. for Com. of Sup.,
1223 (ii).

LIBRARY OP PAELT., CLAIMS oF FARQUHAR & Co.: in Dom.
of Sup., 1242 (ii).

M. to cono. in Reps. (Mr. Colby) 1249 (ii).

- -- Rep. presented (Mr. Speaker) 4 (i).

--- Salaries: in Com of Sup., 667 ().
---- Purchase of Books, 1165 (ii).

Licensed Weighers B. No. 136 (Mr. Costigan). lo,
804; 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 1121 (ii). (50-1 lVic.,
c. 37.)

LIEUT. Gov. oF QIrEBEO, RESIGNATION: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret)
669 (ii).

LirE SAVINO STATION ON VANCOUVER ISLAND: Ques. (Mr.
Shakespeare) 45 (i).

LioaITS, FuG-W8ISTLEq, &c., MAINTENANCE: in Com. of SIp.,
1065 (ii).

LIGHuousE AND COAST SERVICE: in Com. of -Sap., 1058,

1238 ; cone., 1267 (ii).
LIGHTHoUSE AND FOG.ALARMS, CONSTRUOTION, &O.: inDCom.

of Sap., 1067 (ii).
LIGHTHoUS-KEEPERS: in Com. of Sup., 1061, 1165 (ii):

LINDsAY, R., AND FISHEty PROTECTION: Ques. (ir.
Langelier, Montmorency) 527 (i).

LINSEED OR FLAX8EED OIL: in Com. on WayS and Mans,
964 (ii).

LIQUoRIcE RooT: conc. in WayS and Means, 434 (i).

LIQUoa LICENSE ACT: in Com. Of Sap., 1197 (ii).
-- PERM[TS IN THE N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Perley,

Assiniboia), 527 (i).

Liquors, Conveyance on board H. Ms Ships,
B. No. 122 (Mr. Poster). 1, 638;2°, in Dom. and
30*, 814 (ii). (50-51 ic., c. 46.)

LIERPooL AND LONDON AND ST. JOHN, NB., AND BALIFAX,

N.S., SUnsIDY: in Com. of Sup., 989 (ii).
"LIzzaE LINDsAY," SCHOONER, AND FISHiERY PaTorIzbTo:

Ques. (Mr. Joncas), 526 (i).
LioBSTER FIUHERY. See "FIsEaiEs."
Local Govt. for the N. W. T. B. No. 2 (Mr.

Davin). 11Q, 13 (i).
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LOOo0ivue, STE/Am ENGiNEs,. &o.: con. in Ways and
Means, 604 (i).

LONGUEUIL, CONSTRUCTION OF WHARVEs : QUes. (Mr.
Pr#ontaime) 16, 142 (i).

Londonderry Iron Co.'s incorp. B. No. 83. (Mr.
Kemny). 10*, 413; 20*, 539 (i); in COm. and SQ*, 85)
(ii). (50-51 Vic, c. 121.)

LUNENBiURG, SITE FOR PUBLIa BUILDING: Ques. (Mr. Eisen
hauer) 154 (i), 1003, 1U04 (ii).

LYoNs, MR., COUN8EL FOR J. IL. .DUN re QUEEN's, N.B.,
ELECTION: Stmnt. before Bar of fouse, 624 (ii).

MAGUIRE, MR., RELA.sE: Remarks on M. for Oom. of Sp,
1234 (il).

McDOUGALL, MIcHAEL, CLAIM FOR FISHING BOUNTY: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Barron) 803 (ii).

MOGRAT, H. J., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.
Wddon, St. John) 527 (i).

MOKAY, W., AMOUNTS PAID FOR PAINTING DEPTL. BUILDINGS:
M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Bryson) 3ý9 (i).

McLEAN, J. A., INDEMNITY To: in Com. of Sap., 1187 (ii).
McNAMEZ & Co. Bee" ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOoK."
MACCARONI AND YERMICELLI: OOnc. in WSay and MeAne,

460 (i).
MAIL CONTRACTS IN LÉvis Co.: Ques. (Nfr. Guay) 45 (i).
MAIL SUBSIDIES AND STEAMSIIIP SUBVENTIONS: in COm. Of

Sap., 986, 1057, 1185; eono.,·126 (ii).
MAIN DUOKS AND WALPOLE IBLANDs, LEABE: M. for Rot.

(Mr. Plait) 369 (i).
MANHOOD SUFFRAGE: Remarke (Mr. Mitchell) 515 (i).
Nan. and North-Western Ry. Co. of Can. B.

No. 109 (Mr. Scarth). 10*, 524 (i); 20*, 638; in
Com. and ý°*, 925 (ii). (50-51 Vie., e. 79.)

Man. South-Western Colonisation Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 133 (Mr. ffaggart). 1°r, 782; 2°*, 876; in Com.
and 39*, 1016 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 80.)

MANITOBA:
0.P.R., SALE or L&xs Y Co.: M. for Rot. (1r. Watson) 122 (1).
DIEALLowANc m. Se general heading.
EXPENIMENTAL FnARE: Que. (Kr. Wasom) 101 (i).
O 'DoNoenusn, LATIC W. B., PtoPzRTry or : M. for Ret. (Mr. Barron)

364 (i).
ST. ANDRaw' S RAPIDS, RED RIVEIR IMPROVUMUNTU :0QUO. (Mr. Wza80m)

1004 (ii).
SunsIDIEs (LAND) TO RYS Seo "SUBSIDIES."

WNITU MuD RIVEN, IfAN., IMPRoVEuENT: Ques. (Mr. Wats80) 102.
Wwrr -PoPULATIoN: Que.. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 14(i).

Manufacturers' Accident Ins. Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 125 (Mr. SmaU). 1°*, 667; 2°*, 876; in Com.
and 3°*, 925 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 105.)

Kanufacturers' Life and Acoident Ins. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 29 (MFr. Brown). 1°*, 111; 2°*,
271; in Com. and 3, 589 (i). (51-41 Tic., c. 104.)

MARBLE : in Cam. on Waysa nd Moens, 934 (i).
MARNE:

BARRmNQToNr HUiBoR LIGaTuIPN: Quoi. <(Er. 0&.rŠ., Bhdburse)
383 ().

BoDuo, CAPT. L., »IsxIsAI.: Q3o8. (Mr. Cgoquceu)25 (i).
BzLL-BUoy FoR ST. JorNI HABou; Quo. (Kr. Ej)":1 (1).

M R NqEN -Continued.
COLLINGWOOD MARINU HOSPITAL. eo B. 14.
DALTON, WX., 8RVYCU ON LIGHTBIP : QUO&. (fr. 0iA uL) 12O0

Remarks, 1249.
DEPT. : in om. of Sup., 614 (1).
DNPTn. Rup. : prosented (Ur. Fuetr) 13 (1).
DIPPER HARBoR LieGHTouu: Queo. (Mr. Weldon,' & John) 185 (11).
FERRY-BOATS BIETWEN QUEBBO AND LivIS : Ques. (Ur. Quey) 258 (1).
GovT. STuAxsR8 : in com. of Sup , 1057 (il).
HUDSON BAY ExPUDTimoN: in Oom. of Bp., 1189 (il).
JUAN DE FUCA STRAITs LIGIITBOUSE : Que. (»r. gordio) 10 (1).
KINGSToN GaNERAL AND ST. ATHARINUSI MARINE HOSPITAL-: QuOi.

(Sir Donald Soth) 668 (il).
LIPZ-SAVING STATION, VASCOUVER ISLAND: QUoi. (Mr. Shlhcsp.oe)

45 (j).
LIGHTHOUSES AND o0AT S BRvi: in om. of Sap., 158,61238;

conc., 1267 (il).
MARIN& AND IMMIGRANT HORPITAL, QU, EXPENDITURM, &C. : M. for

Ret. (Sir Donald Smith) 803 (ii).
- in Oom. of Sup., 1088 (il).

MURR LIDGE8 FoG ALARN, t&.: Ques. (Mr. Gilmo r) 205 (il).
KIMINIGASH RANGE LiGHT-KEEPIR : Ques. (Mr. Perry) 872 (), 104.
MONTREAL HARBOR Oo îMMIS8oNRsî. Seo B. 92.
"M. A. STARN " : in Com. of Sup., 991 (ii).
"NEPTusI "AND WINTEGR Cou. wiTH P.E.I.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Perry)

153 (i).
"NAPOLEON III," REBUND TO MOPRU8hoN: in Com. ofsup., 1185 (l).
"NoRTHsRN LIGT."' Seo general heading.
PORT SAN JUAN HARBoR o REUrGE : Que. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (1).
PORT LA TouR HAioR LIGHrT: Ques. (Vr. Gillmor) 185 (il).
Qunr EARiOR CoMNissîoNxR. See B. 158.
RIcarsCL:u RIVER BUoV, orraNTU&T: Que@. (lr. Claye#) 31 ()
RVia PoIcE : Ques. (1fr. Longeher, Montmoreary) 613 (i).
SICK AND DISTRESBRD MARINERS. Sdt B. 76.

SonooL OP NAVIGATION : Remarks in Com. of Bop., 757 (ii).

SOREL HARBOR. Se. B. 148.
SUPPLIES TO STR. "LANSDowNS" : inCom. of Sup., 1062 (i).
SAWDU8T IN RIVERS AND STREÂM3: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 27 (1).
ENIPPING NuwS AND TiLEGRAPB SERVICE: Quos. (Mr. Jiith#hl) 312.
WEST HUAD HARBOR LIGHT: QueS. (Mr. G4dMOr) 788 (11).

[See also "IsUERIES," "PUCLIC WORKs," &0 1
Massawippi Junction Railway Co.'s incorp B.

No. 67 (M r-. .wmau). LÏ, 3 ; 1S; ,2404 (); in Com.
and 3°*, 785 (i). (50-5 1 Vc., c. 94)

- SUBsInY : prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143 (ii).
MATANE R[VER, FIsHING LEASES IN: Quos. (Mr. Fïaet)

526 (i).
-- Wa&aR REPAIRS: 4Ques. (Mr. Fé8et) 205 ().
MATTAWA RIVER IMPROVEMENTS, CONTRACTS: M. for oopies

(Mr. Lister) E03 (ii).
MEMBERS OF THE GovT., LiST oF, iii.
-.-- ••OFloUSE OF COMMONs, LIST OF, V.

INTRODUCED: Hudspoth, A., Esq., 277 (i); ofiat,

G., Esq., 638 (ii).
- NEW, NOTIfICATION oF RTURN oFMEMSEEBELEOT

FOR SOUTH VICTORIA, ONT., 217 (i).
-- RESTIGOUCHs, 588 (i).

MERCIE, FRANÇOIS, PAYMENT FOR COLLEOTION .- in CM. Of

Sup., 1185 (ii).
MERITT, LIEUT. W. H., PROMOTION : M. for Rot. (Ur. Bar

ron) 788 (i).
MESSAGES FROM 1IS EXCELLENCY:

A DDRUS, REPLY To, 153 (i).
ESTIMATES, Tou, 318 (1), 952, 1152 (il).
IMPERIAL, NAVAL AND MILITART OrricUIR UMPLOvMD ET CoL. OoTTU,

PAT AN» SaNsioN, 144 (i).
INxmUNAL EcoNOnt (Hous op Couxons) CoxzaUou, 18 (1).



INDEX.
MITEOROLOGICAL OBSIRVATORIES: in Com. of Sap., 1068 (ii)
--- SERVICE, OHATHA>, N.B.: in Com. of Sap., 1198 (i)
MIoMAc DIcTIoNARY, Du. RAND's: in Com. of Snp., 1247 (ii

Midland Ry. Co. of Canada B. No. 75 (Mr. Buds
peth). 1°*, 360; 2°, 444 (i); in Com, and 3°*, 850 (ii)

(50-51 Vie., c. 65.)
MILFORD POsTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. Platt) 322 (i).

KILITIA AND DEFENCE:
AxMUNITIoN, CLOTRING, &o : in Com. of Sup., 751 (ii).
ANNAPOLIS FORT, SALE OF MILITArY LANDS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Tones

379 (i).
AES IN TI N.W.: Queg. (Mr. ffes8i) 1199 (ii).
BAIRD, COL. W. T., GRATUITY: Remarks in Com. of Sup., 1171 (ii).
BARRAcxs iN B.O.: in 0om. of Sp., 769 (ii).
BATTRIES, SouOcLB oF ARTILLURY, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 769 (ii).
BUDUoN, MR., 0OMPL&INTs AGAINST: Remarks in Com. of Sup.,

659, 1237 (i).
BRGrN, FURGEON GENERAL, SERVICES : Ques. (Mr. Bolton) 10)3 (il).

- in Com. of Sup., 1240 (ii).
00NTuNopNwuus: in Com. of Sup., 754 (i)
DtraenEs or CANADA: in 0Om. Of SUp , 1170 (il).
DEPT. : In 0cm. Of SUp., 612 (i).
DEPTL. REP : presented (Sir Adolphe Caron) 13 (i).
DRILL AT OTTAWA CoLT.GE : Ques. (Mr. Wallace) 1033 (ii).

- INSTRUCTION: in 0Om cf Sup., 753 (ii).
-- uID AND RIFLU RANGEs: in Com. of Sup., 763 (ii).
-- See "QUEBC 9TH BAT rALION."

EVANrUREL. LIUT -COL. A., INDEMqI'Y: QueS. (Mr. Van 2se)

1199 (Il).
GILCRIsT, W. 0., COMPENSATION TO RELATIVES FoI Loss or Pao.

PERTY DURING REBELLION: Ques. (Mr. Barron) 154 (1).
FORTIFIrAIONS or B.0., RIP. OF COL. O'BRzN: Ques. (11r. Skhai-

quatB) 102 (i).
GO , LIEUT.-COn , AND COXMAND OF "0I BATTERY: Ques. (Vr.

Amyot) 1001 (ii).
IN Cox. op EUP.t 748, 1170, 1240 (il).
JUEILIE, IER MAJESTY'S, GRANT roR: Ques. (Mr. Amycf) 20 (i).
KIT ALLOWANEu TO VOLUNiEtERs: Quqs. (Mr. Edgar) 371 (i).

- (Mr O' Brien) 525 (1); Remarkg, 716 (i;).
-on M f>r Com of Sup., 715 (ii).

MaRarTT, LIIuT. W. I., PRomoTIoN or: M. for Uor, &c. (Me Bar-
ron) 788 (if).

MILITARY BRANCR AND DISTRICT STAFF, SALARIS: in Com. Of Sp.,
748 (ii).

MMIITA'T PROPRTIEU, CARI Or: ii OOm of Sp , 761 (ii).
Paxeows: in Com. of Sp., 746, 1267 (ii).
PMAxNENT CoRPs: in Com. of Sup., 769 (if).
MILSON, COL. : Remarke in Com. of Sp., 1171.
QU£auo 9T BATTALIoN DRILL: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 670 (i).

- on M. for 0om.. of Sp., 708, 712 (ii).
--- EXPENS IN TH@ N.W.: Remarks (Mr. Amylt) on M for

Com. of Sup., 1234 (if).
QuuN's OWN AND ROYAL GRENADIERS, KIT MONBY : Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 371 (i).
REBELLIoN or 1837, VoLUNTEuN SERVIos : M. for Ret, (Mr. Purcell)

366 (1).
ROYAL MILITARY Oot.aUG: in cOm. of SUp., 755, 1268 (if).
SarP TO VETERANs OF 1837: Ques. (Mr. Purcell) 320 (i).
BTRANaG, GmN., REPORT o rd 9rH, AND 65TR BATTALIoNS: Ques.

(Mr. A4myoi) 670 (ii).
ST. HvAeINT1U (84Tx) BATTALION: Ques. (Mr. Bchard) 1005 (if).
TRAJPoRT OP VOLUNTUERS To RiFLrE MATCHrs : in Com. of Sp.,

754 (ii).
YORK AND Sxoon BATTALroN OP VOLUNTEERS: Remarks (Ur.

Nslock) on M. for 0om. of Sup., 715 (if).
WAa OLArme PAID AND RzNzrz: Quee. (gr. Holton) 1003 (if).

MIMINEGAsH RANGE LIGHT, APPOINTMENT OF KEEPEI:
Ques. (Mr. Perry) 372 (i).

BREawXTER, REPAIRs: Ques. (Kr. Perry) 371 (i).

. MINUDIE BRANcH Ry. Co.'8 SUBàIDT: prop. B«. (Br.
Pope) 1143; in 0om., 1263 (ii).

MIRAM0HcIr LIGHTHOUSE-KEIPER, nIsMIssIL : Ques. (Mr.
. Mitchell) 1200 (ii).

MISCELLANEOUS: in Com. of Sup., 1112, 1187, 1247 (ii).
MODEL BILL. See " PuvATE BILLS."

MOFFAT, Mu,, M.P., DEATH OF: Remarks (Sir John A.
Macdonald and others) 111 (i).

MOFFAT, G., EsQ., M.P.: Introdaoed and took seat, 638 (ii).
MOLASSES, GAUGING AT ST. STEPHEN's : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Weldon, St. John) 41 (i).
MONCTON, ACOOMMODATION AT: in Com. of Sap., 781 (ii).
MONCTON AND BUCTOUCHE RY. OO.'s SUBsIDY: prop. Ros.

(Mr. Pope) 1142; in Com., 1260 (ii).
MONTEITH, JOHN. See I DIVORCE."

MONTMAGNY POST OFFICE: Ques. (Mr. Ohoquette) 45 (i).
-- M. for Ret. (Mr. Choquette) 151 (i).
MONTMORENCY, REVIsING OFFICEa FOR: Ques. (Ur. Lan.

gelier, Montmorency) 45 (i).
--.- VOTERs' LISTS FOR COUNTY: M. (Kr. Langelier,

Montmorency) to lay on Table, 628 (ii).
MONTREAL AND CHAMPLAIN JIUNCTION RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com., 1263 (ii).
MONTREAI. COTT-IN CO. See ' CusroM-.
MONTREAL FLOODs. &,e " FL OODS,"

Montreal Harbor Commissioners Acts Amt. B.
No. 92 (Mr. Foster). 10, 442 (i); £°*, in Com. and

30*, 1031 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 42.)
MORIN, DR., CLAIM OF: Ques (Mr. Amyot) 100 1 (ii).
Mortgages, payment of, B. No. 33 (Ur. McMullen).

1, 142 (i).
- prop. M. (11r. Mc Mullen) to introd. B, 111 (i).

MOUNTED POLICE: in 00m. Of SUp., 1112, 1186 (ii).
PENsIONs: Ques. (Ur. Davin) 16 (i).

-- REP.: presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 784 (ii).
MOWING MACHINES, &o. : conc. in Ways aind Means, 479 (i).
MURRAY CANAL, CONTRACTs FOR COMPLETION: Qtiei. (Mr.

Platt) 3 3J2 (i).
NAIL PLATE, IRON OR STEEL: in Com. on Ways and Means,

964 (ii).
NAILS, SPIxEs, &c.: in Com. on Ways And Means, 523 (i).
NAPANEE, TAmwoTH AND QUEBEC RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY: prOp.

.Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143 (ii).
"NAPOL.EON III," RaEFUND TO MOPHERSON: in Com. of&ap.,

1185 (ii).
NATIONAL POLICY AND FREE TRADE: deb. in Ways and

Means, 484, 490, 495 (i).
in (iom on B. 107, 1205, 1212, 1214, 1217 (ii).

" NEPTUNE" AND WINTER OomuNIcATIoN WITH P.&L M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Perry) 153 (i).

NEVILLE, C.S., GRATUITY ON RETIRING FROM C. S. : in OOm.
of Sap., 1170 (ii).

New Brunswick Ry. Co.'s B. No. 120 (Mr. Skinner)
1°¥, 638; 2°*, 758; in Com. and 30*, 925 (ii). (D0-
51 ic, e.76.)



INDEX.
NEW BRUNSWICK :

BILL-BUOY FoR ST. JOHN HABoR: Que. (fr. Elis) 257 (i).
CARLToN BRANOH RAILwAY: in Com. of Sap., 1178 (i).
DALTON, Wx., EmRVIcas ON LIGHTSHIP : QUOS. (gr. XitCÀeLl) 1200;

Remarks, 1249 (ii).
DORCHRSTER PENITENTIARY, CLAIMS OF CONTRACTOR : M. for Ret.'

(Kfr. Weldon, St. John) 803 (ii).
- in com. of Sup., 659 (i).
FOG-ALARE, &C., MURE LEDGES: Ques. (1r. Gillmor) 205 (i).
GOVT. OrFICIALS IN NORTHUMEIIRLAND, N. B., REMOVAL or : Ques.

(Mr. Mitchell) 321 (i).
MCGRATH, I. J., EMPLOYMENT BY GOYT. : QueS. (Mr. Weldon,

St. John) &27 (i).
MOFFATT, Mg., LATE K.P, FOR RESTIGOrCHU, DECEASE oF : Remarke

(Sir John Macdonald) 111 (i).
MoLAsaEs, GAUGING AT ST. STEPHEN'S, N.B. : M. for Ret." (fr.

Weldon, St. John) 44 (i).
WIaR PORT OP C.P.R. : Remarks, 967 (ii).

[&e also " FIsEiRIEs," " I. C. R." "MARINE, "PUBLIC

WORKB," &o]
NEWBOnO' P.O., SAVINGS BANK FU4DS: in Com. of Sup.,

1189 (ii).
NEWSPAPERS, PARTLY PRINTED : cono. in Wayd and Means

446-449 (i).

New Westminster Southern Ry. Co.'s Incorp.
B. No. 36 (Mr. Chisholmln). 10*, 190; 2°*, 172 (i),
wthdn., 707 (ii).

Niagara and Woodstock By. Co.'s incorp. B.
No. t 9 (Ml1r. Sutherland). 1°* and 2Q, 441 (i), in COm.
and à°* 758 (ài). (50- 51 yic., c. 85.)

Niagara River Bridge Co.'s incorp. B. No. 43
(Mr. Rykert). 1°*, 204, 2°*, 320 (i); in Com, and 3°*,
680 (ii). (50-51 i c, c. 96.)

"1qORTHERN LIGHT " AND ICE-BOATS BETWEEN P. E.I.
AND MAINLAND: M. for Rot. (Mr. Perry) 210 (i).

- WINTER COMMUNICATION WITI P.E.I.: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Perry) 150 (i).

---- M, for Rot. (Mir. Robertson, King's) 530 (i).
Ques. (Mr. Davies) 206 (i).

-- REPAIRS, NEW BOILER, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 1247.
---- Remarks in Com. of Sup., 979, 1112 (ii).

NORTH SHORE RY. PURCHASE: M. for Rot. (Mr. Gigault) 209.
NORTHUMBERLAND, N. B., GovT. OFFICIALS IN: Ques. (Mjr.

Mitchell) 321 (i).
- STnAITS, SURvEYs: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Perry) 803 (ii).

N.W. T. Act Amt. B. No. 127 (Mr. Thompson). 1c,
70s; 2°*, in Com. and à°*, 809 (ii). (50-51 Vic , c. 28 )

N.W. T. Act Amt. B. No. 147 (Mr. MacDowall).
10, 924 (ii).

1ORTH-WEST TERRITORIRS t

BAFF NATIONAL PARK. &e general heading.
BROKOVSKI, B. D., CONDUCT Or : M. for Cor.' (fr. Barron) 803 (ii).
O.P. R. See general heading.

CoLINS, J., M.D , MEDICAL OPFiaER AT QU'APPELLE INDIAN SCHoOL:
M. for Rot.* (Ur. Charlton) 379 (i).

Col,oJIATIoN CoMPUNIES, AMOUNTS PAID : Ques. (fr. Mallory) 784.
- Ques. (fr. Landerkin) 1002 (ii).
ExPEmRiENrAL FARE iN N.W.T. : Ques. (1r. Davis) 16 (i).

?ILE BILL RUIRV INDIANS, VACCINATION OP INDIAs: M. for Rot.*
<(Ur. C'harlton) 379 (i).

ga&Y, PETER, Co. rd E. Baovoaxi: M. for Rot.* (Mr. Barros)
808 (ii).

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES-Coinued.
HOXESTADs CANCELLED : QUeS. (Mr. Milla, RothtoeU) 784 (ii).
- in RY. BELT : Ques. (Wr. BLake) 670 (ii).
INDIANS. S general heading.
JUDGE oP EAST AsusinoIA, RISIDENCE oP : Ques. (Mr. Perley,

Assintboia) 102 (i).
LiqUuR PERMITS IN THI N.W.T. : Ques. (Ur. Prley, Astanboia)

527 (i).
MOUNTED POLICE: Seo "Mounted Police."

NATIONAL POLICY AND FREuE TRADE: in deb. on Ways and Means,
484, (ii).

N.W. CENTRAL RY., CONSTRUCTION: Que. (Mr. Ma.DopaLL) 1198 (ii).
N. W. REBELLIoN LosiS8, PAYMENT Or CLAIMS: Que. (Mr. F¥eet)

543 (ii).
CoUNCIL, EXTINSION oF LiFi oF. Ses B. 163.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT. obee Bs. 2.

REAL PROPERTY ACT AXT. Seo Be. 8 and- 154.
PEARoE, W., REP. ON CLAIXANT's POSSESSION To BAnF SPRINGS:

M for Rot. (Ur. Casey) 361 (i).
QU'APPELLE INDIAN SCHOOL MEDICAL OFrigEa: M. for Rot.* (Ur

Charlton) 379 (i).
RIBELLioN, N. W.: Remarks lu Coin of Sup., 1187 (ii).
REGINA TowN SITE, SALE op LOTS AND RCEIPTS: M. for Rot,* (Ur.

Davin) 803 (ii).
ROBERTSON, J., AND MR. VANKOUGHNET, CoR. BBTWiUN M. for Rot.*

(Mr. Somerville) 369 (i).
SCalP FOR SERVicES IN REBELLION OUTBIDE fILITIA: M. for Re. (Kr.

Davin) 16 (i).
SENATE REPRESENTATION. See B. 17.

EETTLEMENT OF N.W.T., ENCOUIRAGECMENT or: QuOI. (Ur. Lnderkia)
]C02 (ii).

SWIsHER, ., SER VICES DURING REBELLION Or 1837: M. for Rot. (1r.

Wilson, Elgin) 365 (1).
TAYLOR, JUDG, REP. re HoN. J. TRAVIS iN N. W. T.: M. for Rot.l

(Mr. Julock) 803 (ii).
TRAVIS, JEREEIAR, APPOINTMEINT A JUDOE IN N. W. T. : Quo. (ir.

Watson) 143 (ii).

[See aso " INDIANS," " PtBLIC WORK9, &o.]
NOXL, MARiE LoursE. See " DivoncE."

Notes, Counterfeit, &c. See " CRIMINAL LAw."
NOTRE DAME DU SACRE CoR STATION: Ques. (Mr. Fï8et)

1002 (ii).
NoVA SCOTIA CENTRAL RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Boa. (Mr.

Pope) 1143; in Com., 1263 (ii).

Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Buflding
Society and Savings Fund B. No. 131 (Mr.
Tupper, Pictou). 1°*, 782; 2°*, 876; in Com. and
30*, 1142 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 114.)

NOVA SCOT[A :
BAERCRcK LANDs, SHELBURNE HARBOR : Q26i. (Kr. Robertson, Shel-

burne) 668 (ii).
BARRINGTON UARBOR, TENDERS FOR LIGHTSHIP : Que. (Ur. Robert.

son, Shelburne) 383 (i).
BUTTER TERMB : M. for Cor. (Vr. Jones) 216 (i).

BooT ISLAND BREAKWATER : M. for Ret.' (Ur. Borden) 803 (il).

CAXPBELL, MR., LA1 M. P. FOR DIGnY, DECEASE OF : Remarke (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 543 (i).
CAPE BRETON RY., CONSTRUCTION, SURvYNY, &o.: M. for Rot (Ur.

Flynn) 790 (ii).
CENTRAL RY. 0o.'s SUBSID: M. for Cor. (Kr. Eisonhsur) 214 (i).
- prop. Res. (4r. Pope) 1143; in Com., 1263 (ii).
CUTOMs COLLECTOR AT GUYSBORO, RisIGNATIoN : Que. (Ur. KXirk)

321 (i).
FiNANCEs or N.S.: M. for Cor. (Ur. Jones) 215 (i).
FORT ANNAPOLI> SALE or M.LITARY LANDi : M. for Rot. (Kr. ttoue)

37~9 (i).

lxxi



INDE.
NOVA SÇOTIA-Continued.

GQOLoGIlAL SuavEr: Ques. (Ur. Robertson, Sh.lburne) 383 (i).
KINOsroaT (BAZIN or MINA) RY. SuRv»Ys, &C. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Borden) 803 (i).
LoBTER, CLOSE EBASoN : M. for Ret. (Mr. Flynn) 316 (i).

FiumRY : M. for Cor. (à[r. Flynn) 316 (i).

L'AaDom BREAKWATER, SURYzYS, &o.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Flynn)
789 (i).

LUNENEURG, SITE FORPUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques.(Mr. Eisenhaur) 154 (i)
-- AOUNT PAID»: Ques. (Ur. Eitenkaur) 1003.
-- GRANT FOR DAME : Ques. (Ur. Biisenhauer) 1001 (ii).

PoRT LA Toua HARBoR LIGHT : Ques. (Ur. Robertson, Shelburne)
783 (ii).

POST OrrIcu AND CURTO1 HoUsE AT ARIOHAT: M. for Cor. (Ur.
Flynn) 790 (ii).

ScoTT's B&Y BREAKWATRa: M. for ReOt. (Ur. Borden) 803 (i).
EE:zURas or VEssLs IN N.S., &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Jones) 110 (i).
SusLBNE ARBOR ISLANDS: Ques.(Mr. Robertson, Shslburne) 668.
SUPPLIM rURNISRD I C.R. AT HALIFAx AND TRURo: M. for Ret.e

(Ur. Jones) 210 (i).
SURVEYS, &A., CAPE BRETON RYs. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Flynn) 790 (ii).

- L' AnRDols BRAKWATER: M. for Ret. (Kr. Flynn) 789 (ài),
WEST BHiAD HARBOR LliaT: Ques. (Ur. Robertson, Shelburne).786.
WINDSoR A ID ANNAPOLIU RY. 0o.'s AGREEMENT WITH GovT.: M. for

Rot. (Mr. Jones) 147 (i).

[Bee alo " IisHRIEs," " l. C. R.," "MARINE," "PUBLIC
Woirs, &o."]

NUTS AND WASHERS: in Com. Ways and Means, 523 (j).
Oaths of Office. See" ADINISTRATIoN."
UCsN-AN D RIVER SERVICE in Com. of . up., 1057, 1185,

1247 (ii).
O' DONOHUGHE, M. F., EMPLOYMENT: Ques. (Mr. Barron)

143 (i).
O'DONOHUGHE, W. B., CLAIM OF MliRs: Remarks (Mr.

Landerkin) on M. for Comà of Sup., 107', 1080 (ii).
-- DIEPOBITION OF PROPERTY: M. for Rot. (Mr. Bar-

ron) 364 (i).
OVÈICIAL BLUER-BO0Ks AND 0HANGE OF NAMES : M. for Rot.

(Mr. Dawson) 801 (ii).
OPPICERS OF TIE HOUSE, iii.
OFFICIAL REPORTS OF THE ROUsE. See 4ICOMMITTEES " and

1DEBATEs."
Officers. See "PUBLIC OFFICERS."
On. CLOT, FLoOR: cone. in Ways and Means, 434, 516 (i).
OLEOMARGARINE. See "BUTTER SUESTITUTEs."

ONDEoNK, A. See "C. P. R." "AND IROLLING STOCK."

Ont. Pacific Ry. Co.'s B. .No. 124 (Mr. Rykert).
1°O, 667; 2°*, 876; in Com. and 3°*, 1016 (ii). (50-51
Vic, c. 58.)

- SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143 ; in Com.,
12,2 (Hi).

Ont. and Qu'Appelle Land Co.'s reduction of
Stock B. No. 62 (Mr. Sutkerland). 1°1*, 300 ; 2°*,
320 (i); in Com. and 3°c, 758 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 118.)

Ont. and Qu.ebec Ry. Co.'s B. No. 27 (Mr. Patter-
sea, Essex). 10*, 111 ; 2°*, 272; in Com. and 30*, 539
(i). (50-51 Vic., c. 62.)

Ont, Sault Ste. Marie Ry. Co.'s B. No. 10 (Ur.
Bergin). 1°*, 74; 20*, 153 ; in Com. and 3°*, 426 (i).
(0-1 Vc., cA1.)

ONT ARIO:
BRIDE ACROSs rHm WELLAND CANAL: M. for Ret. (M r. Blake) 295 (i).
CABLE BETWEN PULEE ISLAND AND MAINLAND: Ques. (Mr. -Brun)

786 (ii).
CORNWALL FLooDs : in Com. of SUp., 1190, 1239 (ii).
- personal explanation (gr. Bergin), inVom. of Sup , 1238 (ii).
DELEHANTY, PATRICK, CLUN FOR INJURIES : QRe. (Mr. Oampbell,

Kent) 668 (il).
ELGIN, JR. GOUNTY COURT JUDGE: Quoi. (M-. Wils0n, Elgin) 143 (i).
- APPLICANTS roR POSITION : M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)

388 (i).
Esszx, Dau. JUDGE FoR GouTy : Ques. (Mr. Brin) 786 (ii).
GEOLoGICAL SURVIEY AROUND THUNDER &Ay : M. for Ret. (Mr. Daw-

son) 213 (1).
GoVERNOR GUNERAL'S REBIDENOE IN OTTAWA-: Que. (Mr. Robillard)

154 ().
KINGSToN GENERAL AND ST. OATARINES MARINE BHoSPITAL : Que.

(Sir Donald Smith) 668 (i).
LiciNous AND CRowN TITLI, AND SETTLERS CLAIES : M. for Ret

(1fr. Dawson) 803 (ii).
MAIN DUCKs AND WALPOLE IBLANDs, LisE : M. for Ret. (Mr. Plait)

369 ().
PNNETANGUISHENE HARBOR IEPOVKMENTS : Ques. (Mr. O'Brien)

1004 (il).
JORT ROWAN (ONT.) HARBOR or REFUGE: M. for Ret.* (Kr. Olarl.

ton) 318 (i).
PRESOTT AND RUSSELL OOUNTY CoURT : Remarke, 1077 (ii).
RIDEAU RIVER FLooDS: QUeB. (1fr. Edwards) 14 (i).
- OBSTRUCTIONS: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Robillard) 803 (ii).
SAUGEN INDIAN AGENT: M. for R t. (Mr. Somervile) 314 (i).
EETTLER'S CLAINS IN DISPUTED TE9RRIToLY: M. for Rot.* (Mr.

Dawson) 803 (ii).
Six NATION INDIANS, CLAIM OF: M. f-r Ret.* (Kr. Paterson, Brant)

206 (i).
TIxBER AND MINING LICiNsus IN DIsPurT» TERRITORY: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Dawson) 803 (il).
TIENT RivEa, BOOs AND PIEUR, RPAIRS : Que. (Mr. Mallory)

708 (ii).
. WELLBANKs, D., COMPLAINTS AGAINIT :M. for Rot.' (Mr. Plait)

803 (il).
WELLTNGTON IIARBoILR Or REFUGE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Platt) 369 (1).
WHITE FIsu RIVER INDIAN RESERA : fM. for Ret (Mr. Barron)

802 (ii).
YORmSHIRE ISLAND AND MAIN DUCKs, L&sE: M. for Ret.* (Mr Plau)

369 (i)
[See also " CANALS," "FISIIERlES," " POST OFFICE,"

"PUBLIC WORKs " &C.]
ORANGES AND LEMONs: conc. in Ways and Moans, 460 (i).
ORDER, PRIVILEGES AND PROCEDURE :

ORDER:
DiEATE ON WAYS AND MANS : Objection taken by Mr. efullen to

members discussing other subjects than the items before the
Chair, 486 (i).

DIGNITY AND DCaORUx ix DERAT : Ruled (Mr. Speaker) deb. need
not be allowed on point of order, same not being consistent
with the dignity of the House ; deb. allowed only on a ques-
tion of procedure, where opinions on parliamentary practice
may be given, 1011 (il).

DIGRESSION FRON DIBATU : Member requested to confine himself to
question before the House (Mr. Speaker) 316 (i).

BoNI RULE FoR IRELAND : Objection taken by Mr. Wallace to eer-
tain unparliamentary expressionsa; Mr. peaker calHel upon
member to *ithdraw same, 66 (i).

IMPUTATION o7 MoTIVEBs: Objection (Kr. Somerailie) Biemarks (gr.
Speaker) 315 (j)

INDEirNDmo or MENUEts : Memher'î remarks in deb. on Dom-
Land Aet challonged and ruled out of order by the Acting
Speaker, 1010 (ii).

LATITUDE or DZB&Tz: Questioned by Mr. Wilson (Argenteuil) and
ermed by Bir 5tari Tupper, 454 (i).
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INDEX.
ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-OntinueL

MIBQUOTINe Nuwusàua ExTEACT : Objection taken and Member's
attention arrested by Mr. Speaker to subject before the Bouse,
1014 (il).

MIsRaanEsaurATIoN: Member called on to withdraw statement or
substantiate same by records; Ruled (àr. Speaker) assertion
may not be sustained in point of fact by argument or public
records, therefore no question of Order, 1012 (il).

PERsONAL EXPLANATIONS : If a point in a Member's speech has been
misunderstood, an explanation is allowed (Mr.Speaker) 32 (i).

PREvIous DEBATI : Reference to objected to ; Ruled (Mr. Speaker)
not allowed according to Rules of House, 40, 474 (i).

PRO IBiTioN : Amt. (Mr. Sproule) compensation to thoEe engaged
in liquor trade, objected to by Mr. Mill (Bothwell) as irrele-
vant to question before the Bouse; Ruled (Mr. Speaker) in
order, Amt., althongh vague, bearing on subject-matter be
fore the House, 949 (ii).

- Amt. to Amt. (Ur. Fisher) to add compensation to dealers to
Main Motion questioned by Mr. Moncrief ; declared pertinent
to Res. by Deputy Speaker, 930 (il).

QUmsTIONs : Members have a right to ask questions (1r. Speaker)
615 (ii).

RELEVANCY oF DEBiTE: Questioned by Mr. Denison and remarki
declared pertinent to question before the Chair, 997 (i).

- Remarks (Mr. Speaker) on closing of debate on Home Rule,
140 (i).

RETURNING OrrIcERs : Personal allusions rulel not in Order (Mr.
Speaker) 36 (i).

SMNATE, MEMBERS OF THN : Expressions respecting Upper Chamber
challenged by Mr. McNeill ; considered objectionable by Ur.
Speaker, and should not be used towards that body as forming
part of Parliament, 200 (i).

UNPARLIAMENTARY EXPREssION : Challenged by Mr. Mitchell, and
declared by the Chairman au interjection and not addressed
to any Member of the House, 998 (il).

UNPARLIAMENTARY EXPRESSIONs AND CONDUCT : Reproofs (Wr,
Speaker) 66, 110, 180, 298, .33, 353, 374 (i), 619, 704 (ii).

UNCsEMLY Noiss : Mr. Speaker declares he will bave to name cer-
tain members if they do not desist, 949 (ii).

VOTE ON DIsALLoWANCE: Unparliamentary expression ; Raled (1r.
Speaker) no member has a right to qualify a vote as an infamy,
703; ruling, 704 (ii).

PRIVILEGE :
ADJOURNMENT : Remarks (1r. Shakespeare) on paragraph in Citizen

respecting rumored adjournment for one week, 224 (i).
OLREK OF CROWN IN CHANOERY AND GAZITTING RETURNS : Attention

of House drawn to by Mr. Mille (Bothwell) 23. Sec general
heading.

CORCIoN AND CANAL LABolERs : Personal explanation (Mr. Curran)
and denial of statement in Free Presa, 360 (i).

ORNWALL FLooDs: Personal explanation (Wr. Bergin) re distribu-
tion of Govt. grant for relief, 1238 (ii).

"DBATBs," OFoFIIAI, REr. : Supposed error and comparison with
newspaper report (Ur. Kenny) 784 (ii).

- Proceedings before Committee, and paragraph in Man. Sun
re speech of Mr. Watson on Disallowance ; Member asked by
Mr. Speaker to state question of privilege, and deb. on same
not allowed, 1156 (ii).

Division LisT : Attention of Bouse called to omission of Mr. Pur-
cell's name (Mr. Bergin) 615 (ii).

DivisioN ON DIsALowANcï : Omission of Mr. Mitchell's name fron
List in Votes and Proceelfings ; Clerk ordered by Mr. Speaker
to amend same by an erratum, 588 (i).

DisL.owANou : Personal explanation (Wr. Scarth) re Rep. of
speech in Globe, 615 (ii).

Dox. LANus AcT Am. : Personal explanation (Kr. Davin) on news-
paper extract read by Mr. Landerkin, 1015 (ii).

FRInsmus NEoTIATioNs : Explanation (Sir Charles pupper) re
report in Toronto Mail Of interview with Secretary Bayard at
Wahington, 781 (ii).

PAGI NO or MEMERs : Personal explanations, Mesurs. Welsh,
Tupper (Pielou), Doeman and Çarling, 30 (i).1e

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROÇEDURE-0ntinued.
PROOEDURE:

CAN. TxP. AoT : Amt. (1r. Girouard) to Res. on Prohibition
questioned by Ur. Armstrong as(being not in Order, as it re-
commended an Amt. to the above Act, exempting beer, porter,
&c , and light wines ; Ruled (fr. Deputy Speaker) that the
Amt. is relevant to the proposition contained in the Rei. before
the House, 846 (ii).

- Amt. to Amt. (fr. Oargill) to Res. on Prohibition objected
to by Mr. Jamieaon, the same being not relevant to the subject-
matter of the Res. before the House, 851 ; Ruled (fr. Speaker)
in Order and May quoted,s852 (ii).

- Attention of Mr. Speaker called by Mr. à1ill (Bothwell) to
B. on Order Paper to repeal the Can. Temp. Act and the
Amt. of Mr. Cargill, of the same effect, to Res. on Prohibi-
tion ; previous ruling sustained by Ur. Speaker, 858 (il).

CIrtI SERvIc0 ACT AMT. : Prop. M. (ILr. McNeill) to introduce B.;
Ruled (Ur. Speaker) notice must be given, 413 (1).

Divorom-AsH, SUsAN, RELIEF B. : Ques. asked by Ur. Davies res.
pecting the printing of the evidence ; Mr. Speaker stated that
it was not the usual practice to have same printed, 804 (ii).

Gov. GMN.'s REOUPTION : M. to adjn. objected to by Ur. Blake and
sustained by 1r. Speaker, 543 (1).

BoXs RULU FOR IREL&ND : Prop. Amt. as a substitute for main
motion ; Ruled (Kr. Speaker) Member cannot amend his own
motion but cases having arisen In England, where the
original motion was withdrawn, with unanimous consent of
the House it may be presented in a new form, 140 (1).

JUDGES, REFLECTIONS oN : Member called to Order by Mr. Speaker)
for speaking disrespectfully of Judges, and ruled unparlia-
mentary, 373 (i).

MoRTGÂGEs: Prop. M. (Ur. Mcfulen) to introd. B.; Rulod (fr.
Speaker) notice must be given, 111 (i).

OXFORD AND Niw GLAsGow BRANcH RAILWAY 1 20 ohjeoted to by
Kr. .ills (Bothwell); Ruled (1fr. Speaker) that the expendi-
ture provided for in the B. is covered by Res., 649 (ii).

PAIRINO or MEMBERS: Ruled (Kr. Speaker) Members pairing outside
of the cognisance of the Whips will not be recognised by the
Bouse, and personal explanations in future will uot be allowed
on that ground, 860 (il).

PARLIAMENTARY PRÂiciO: Deb. allowed on a question of Proce-
duré, and Speaker's duty to call for the opinions of those
experienced in same, 1011 (ii).

PONTIAC AND PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. : If. to place on Orders of the
Day for a certain day objected to by Mr. White (Renfrew) and
sustained by Mr. Speaker, 1001 (ii).

RETURNS: Ques. asked and converted into a motion for a Return
can only be put by unanimous consent of the House; objected
to by Mr. Amyot and sustained (1r. Speaker) 1199 (ii).

UrPPR COLUMBIA RY. CO.: On M. for 20, attention of Mr. Speaker
called to B. not being printed in French; B. cannot be read
without unanimous consent of the Bouse, 320 (i).

OPIum, DRUG. in Com. on Ways and Means, 964 (ii).
OSHAWA RY. AND NAVIGATION Co.'s SV BSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com., 1261 (ii).

Oshawa Ry. and Navigation Co.'s incorp. B. No.
82 (Mr. Smith, Ontario). 1°*, 413; 2°*, 539 (i); in
Com. and 3°*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 92.)

OTTAWA, ADDITIONAL BLOCK: in Com. of Sup., 916 (ii).
Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Oo.'s B. No. 99 (Mr.

Wright). 10, 515 (i); 2°*, 638; in Coin. and 3°*,
925 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 74.)

OTTAWA COLLUU MILITARY DRILL: Ques. (Mr. Wallace)

1033 (ii).
Oxford Junction and New Glasgow Branch of

the I.C.R. B. No. 77 (Mr.Pope). Res. prop., 273; M.
for Con., 302; in Com., 312; 1° of B., 361 (i); 2m.,
646; 2°, 619; in Cons. and 3°*, 1028 (ii). (50-51 'Tic,
c. 27.)
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INDU*
PACIFIr MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 278 (i).
PAINTING, &C., PUBLIC BUILDINGS, OTTAWA, AMOUNTS PAID:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Bolton) 144; (Mr. Bryson) 369 (i).
J'AIRING oF MEMBERs: Remarks (Mr. Davies, and others)

358; (Mr. Speaker) 358 ; iRling, 360 (i).
PAIRS DURING SESSION, Viii.
PAPER, ALL KINDS: conc. in Ways and Means, 435 (i).

-- AiGINGS: conc. in Ways and Means, 434,516 (i).

MANUFACTURES OF: in Com. on Ways and Means,

517-522 (i).
TARRED: conc. in Ways and Means, 461 (i).

"PARLIAMENTARY COMPANION ": in Com. of Snp., 1189 (ii).
"PATENT RECORD ": in Com. of Sp., 717 (ii).

PEARCE, WM., D.L.S. See "BANFF SPRINGS."

PELEE ISLAND AND MAINLAND CABLE: Qnes. (Mr. Brien)

786 (ii).
PENE TANGUISHENE HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (fr.

O'Brien) 1004 (ii).

Penitentiary Act Amt. (reorganisation of
salaries) B. No. 65 (Mr. ThOmpson). Res. prop.,
223; in Com., 274; 1° of B., 301 (i); 20 and in Com.,
641; 3°*, 612 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 52.)

PENITENTIARIES:
B. 0. : in com. of Sup., 660 (ii).
0LoTH AND FLANNEL SUPPLY: Quie. (hfr. Baher) 14 (i).
DoRCEUTER: in Qwm. of Sup., 659 (ii).
DEPTL. RuP.: presented (Mr. flhompson) 14 ().
DUrIY, D. A., CLAImS op, re DoROHESTER PENITENTIAURY: M. for

Ret.* (1fr. Wedon, St. Jo An) 803 (ii).
KIeîTon: in Com. of Sup., 657 (ii).
MAN. : in Oom. of Sup., 659 (ii).
RaP. : resented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 15 (i).
ST. ViNouENT DE PAUL; in Com. Of Sup., 659, 1159 (ii).

- prop. Res. to compensate G. W. Laviolette (Mr. Tlwmpson)
111 (i). See B. 138.

Pension Pund Societies, B. No. 52 (Ur. Ball).
10*, 277; 2°*, 543 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1152 (ii)

(50-51 Vic., c. 21.)
PENSIONS, MILITIA, &c.: in Com. of Sap., 746; conc., 1267 (ii).
---. MOUNTED POLICE : Ques. (Mr. Davin) 16 (i).
- REBELLION OF 1885, ON ACOUNT 0FO: in COm. of Sup.,

746; conc, 1267 (ii).
PERMIT3. See "LiQujR."
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. See "ORDER, PIVILBE, C.
PETROLEUM OIL : cOnO. in Ways and Means, 516 (i).

PgIOTOGRAPHI Day PLATES: cOnc. in Ways and Means,
449 (i).

PIANOFORTES: in Com. on Ways and Means, 533 (i).

PICKLES IN BOTTLES: conc. in:Ways and Meaus, 435 (i).

PICKS, MATTOcKS, &.: cone. in Ways and Means, 462 (i).

PICTON AND MILFoRD MAIL CARRIER, CHARGES AGAINST: M.
for Bet.* (Mr. Piatt) 803 (ii).

PICTON PUBLIC BuILDINGS: Qaes. (Mr. Platt) 321 (i).

Pictou Bank, winding-up authorisation B. No.
85 (M&r. Tupper, Pictou). 1°*, 413; 20*, 539 (i) ; in
Com. and -3°*, 850 (ii). (60-51 Vic., c. 54.)

PICTURES, SHOW CARDs, &o.: conc. in Ways and Means,

426 (i).

PIESN P.E.I.: Ques. (Mr. Welsh) 669 (ii).
--- Ques. (Mr. Robertson, King's) 257 (i).
--- in Com. of Sup., 146 (ii).

PINETTE, P.E.I., HARBOR, DREDGING M. Cor. (Mr.
Welsh) 146 (i).

PIPES, CLAY TOBAccO: in Co m. on Ways and Means, 965 (ii).
PLEURO-PNEUMONIA AND SLAUGHTER OF CATTLE: in COM. Of

Sup., 1170 (ii).
PLUMBAGO: conc. in Ways and Means, 435 (i).

POcKET-.BOOKS AND PURSES: cone. in Ways and Mean s,

445 (i).
POINT DU PÉRE BREAKWATER: M. for Ret.* (Nir. Fiset)

803 (ii).
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Uo.'s Act A.mt. B.

No. 102 (Mr. Bryson). 'l0*, 515 (i); 2°*, 876; M. to
place on Orders of tho Day, 1001; in Com., 1088; 3°,
1092 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 73.)

PORT ARTHUR HARBOR, &C., CONSTRUCTION: in Com. of

Sup., 916 (ii).

PORT LA TOUR HARBOR LIGHT: Ques. (Mr. Robertson, Shel-
burne) 785 (ii).

PORT MULGRAVE TO EAST BAY STEAMSHIP SUBSIDY: in

Com. of Sup., 991 (ii).
PORT ROWAN ILARBOR OF REFUGE, ENGINEER'S REP., &C.:

M. for copies* (Mr. Charlton) 318 (i).
PORT SAN JUAN HARBOR OF REFUGE: Ques. (Mr. Gordon)

102 (i).
POST OFFICE:

ALEXANDBE, CHARGES AGAINsT POSTMISTER : QUeS. (Ur. Dgguaint)
526 (i).

BEAUHARNOIS P. O. INVESTIGATION: Que. (Mr. Bolton) 669, 86 (ii).
0.P.R., AMOUE TS PAID FOR POSTAL SERVICE (1fr. AicLelan) 1273(ii).
CORINTH P. O : Que (Mr. Landerkin) 320 (i).
DEBLOIS POSTAL SERVICIo: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1004 (ii).
DEPARTMENT: in Com. of Sup., 614, 653 (ii).
GASPi BASIN MAIL SERVICE: Ques (Mr. Langelier, Ifontmorency)

526 (i).
ICE-BOAT MAIL SERVICE, P.E I. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Perry) 210 (i).
IN COM. OF SUP., 1135, 1196 (ii).
INsPECTOR FOR QUE., APPOINTMENT : Ques. (Mr. Guay) 383 (i).
IRRESUL&RITIES IN New BRUNsWICK Iin Com of Sup., 1190 (i).
LAiBERG, A., POSTMASTER ST. LUGE STATION, ENQUIRY AGAINST: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Fiaet) 376 (i).
MAIL CONTRACTs IN COUNTY oF Livis : Ques. (Mr. Guay) 45 ().
MAIL SERVICE, WINTER (P.E.I.) : M. for Ret. (Mfr. Perry) 210 (i).
MILFORD POSTMASTER, APPOINTMENT: Ques. (Mr. Plitt) 322 (i).
MONTMAGNY P. 0. BUILDING-: M. foPRet. (Ur. Ohoquette) 151 ().
MONTMAGNY POST OFFICE : Ques. (1r. Choquette) 45; M. for

Ret., 151 (i).
Nmw BRUNSWICK AND P.E.T. MAIL SUBSIDY: Remarks (<r. Mitchell)

in Com. of Sap., 986, 997 (ii).
PACIFIC MAIL SERVICE : Ques. (Kr. Edgar) 278 (
PAQUET, J., APPOINTRENT AS POSTMASTER : M. for set.:,(r. Rinfret)

153 (i).
PICTON AND MILFORD MAIL SURVIV.sE: M. fpr Ret. (1r. PlSi) 803 (à).
PICKERIXG, ONT., POSTMASTER : Quee. (fr. Edgar) 277 (1).
PoSTEAITUR GENERAL's REP. : preaented (Mr. McLelan) 13 (i).

-- DISTRIBUTION: Ques. (fr. lcMulle.) 668 (ii).
REGISTERED LETTEEs, Loos or AT BEAuXiARSOIS PosT O-rICE: Quei.

(Mr. Bolton) 669 (ii).
UPHILL AND VICTORIA RoAD SERVICE :- Ques. (fr. Barron) 364 (1).

{See alsO "PUBLIC WoRKs,' &tc.]
POTATOEBS: 0con. in Ways and Mteans, 440 (i).
PRESCOTT AND RUSSELL COUNTY COURT UDGI: ROinarIs

(Ur. Labrose) 1077 (ii).
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Prescott County Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 57 (fr.;

Scriver). 1°*, 300; 2°*, 369 (i); in Oom. and 3S*,
680 (ii). (50-51 -pic., C. 82.)

PREVENTIVE OFFICERS ON PRONTIER, APPOINTMENTS: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 223 (i).

Primitive Methodist Colonisation Co.'s B. No.
129 (Air. Small). 1°* and 2°*, 924; in Com. and
3°* 1016 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 119.)

PRIaNI EDWARD COUNTY. See 4"ELECTIONS."

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
Du BLOIS POSTAL SEnV101: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1004 (il).
DEEDGING BRAu BAnBoR: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 321 (i).

- MURRAY HARBOR: Ques. (Ur. Robertson, King's) 669 (il).
- PINETTE HARBOR: M. for. Ret. (Kr Welsh) 146 (i).

- TRAc&ADIn HAaBoR: M. for Cor. (Mr. Welsh) 213 (i).
FIPTEEN POINT BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. L'nderkin) 312 (i).
FIeH TRAP AT TIGNIsH: M. for Cor. (Mr. Perry) 788 (il).

- LiceNsEs: Ques. (Mr. Ferry) 1001 (ii).
ICE-BoATS, oWNED zY GovERNMUNT: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Perry) 223(i).
- SERTIC E: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Perry) 228 (i).
MIMINEGAsHr RANGE LIGET-kEEnPE: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 153 (1).
"M. A. STARSN" : in Com. of SUp., 991 (ii).
" NEPTUNE," STEAMER, TRIPs BETWEEN P.E.I. AND MAINLAND: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Ferry) 153 (i).
"NoRTHERN LIGHT." See general heading.
PIas: in Com. Of Sup., 1246 (il).
- Ques. (Mr. Robertson, King's) 257 (i); (à1r. Welsh) 669 (ii).
P. E. I. AND PICTOU, COMMUNICATION BETWEIEN: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Ferry) 150 (i).
SuBWAY AND LETTER TO SENATOR HOWLAN: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 527.

- Ques. (Mr. Wlsh) 101, 142 (ii).
STRAITS or NORTHUMBERLAND SURVEY : M. for Ret." (Kr. Ferry) 803.
SUBSIDY (MONET) TO P.E.L.: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 206. Seo B. 139.
WINTER SERVICE. Seo ''lNoRTIERN LIGHT.''

[Se alsO "PUBLIC WORKS."]
PRINTING AND STATIONERY DEPT.: in Com. of Sup., 612 (i).

- BUREAU, COST OF ORGANISATION AND PLANT: in COm.
of Sup., 1113 (ii).

COMMITTEE'S REP. : Remarks (Mr. Bergin) 804 (ii).
Ms. to cono. in (Mr. Bergin) 839, 951, 1156, 1198 (ii).

-PRESSES : conc. in Ways and Means, 508 (i).
PRISONERs : prop. ReS. (Mr. Sproule) to exorcise Execative

Clemency, 798 (ii).
PRIVATE BILLS, PETITIONS: M. to extend time (Mr. Wood,

Brockville) 74 (i).
reception of Reports from Com. (M. to extend time)

(Mr. Hall) 515 (i).
--- M. (1fr. Wood, Brochville) to reduce time, 784 (ii).

PGsTING: M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to suspend Rule
862 (ii).

--- RULES RESPÉOTING: M. for Sp. Oo. to revise, 639 (ii).
-- Rep. of Sel. Com., 1115 (ii).
--- M. to adjn, deb. (Mr. McCarthy) 1116 (ii).

M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to cone, in Rep. Of Sel.
Com., 1270 (ii).

PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS COM.'s REP: Remarks (Mr.
Weldon, St. John) 361 ().

- - See "QUEEN's, N.B, ELICTION."
PRIVILEGIS OF OMMONS CLAIMED FROM Is Ex. AND CON.

FIRMED (fr. Speaker) 3 (i).
PRIVILEGE. See " ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE."

PRiVY (JOUNOIL Orv0E : in Oom. of Strp., 597, 601 (i), 1159;

cono., 1266 (ii).

Procedure in Criminal Cases. See "ImINAnI. lAw.
PROQEDURE. Se "'ORDEI, PBiVILEGE," &C.

PROIIBITION oF INTOXIOATINe LIQUOxS: M. (Sr Hector
Langevin) to postpone Order, 788 (ii).

Prop. Res. (Kr. Jamieson) 840; (Kr. Fisher) 842; neg. (Y. 70, N.
112) 950 (ii),

Amt. (Mr. Girouard) 846; (Wr. Freeman) 846 ; (Mr. Cargill) 849; neg.
(Y. 47, N. 136) 948 (ii).

Amt. to Amt. (fr. Oargi) 851; 'deb. (Kr. Patteron, Basez) 852;
(Kr. Macdonald, Huron) 855; (Mr. Curran) 857; (Mr. oser)
858; (Kr. Waldie) 861 ; (M. Casey) 927; (Mr. Lister) 930 ; (Kr.
Wood Brockvile) 931 ; (Mr. Masson) 932; (Mr. Mcgulen) 932;
(Kfr. McNeill) 935; (Mr. MacMillasn, fBuron) 936; (Mr. Armstrong)
937 ; (Kr. Porter) 938 ; (Kr. Mille, nnapolis) 939 ; (Kr. Lawerpn.)
940 ; (Kr. Bergin)941 ; (Mr. Freema) 914 ; (Mr. JamIesen) 946;
neg. (Y. 38 ; N. 145) 947 (ii).

Amt. (Mr. Sproule) compensation te Deaiers, 948.
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. ulser) agreed to (Y. 91, N. 86) 950 (ii).

-- COMPENSATION TO DEALERS: Remark8 (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 951 (ii).

- GOVT. POLICY': Qaes. (Mr. Mill8, Bothwell) 951 (ii).

PROROGATION, COMMUNICATION FROM GOV. GIN.'8 30.,
1269 (ii).

- COMMONS SUMMONED TO SENATE, 1, 3 (i), 1275 (ii).
Congratulatory ReiÉarks, 1274 (ii).
Ques. (fMr. Charlton) 804 (ii).

Provincial Courts. See "JUDGEs."
PUBLIC AcCOUNTS : presonted (Sir Charles Tupper) 13 (i).
PUBLIC BILLS, RULES RESPECTING: M. (Mr. Hall) to define

practice, 668 (ii).

Public Morals, &o. See "CEIMINAL LAW."
Public Officers Act Amt. B. No. 5 (1fr. McLelan).

jo*, 20; °, 192; in Com., 225; 3°*, 274 (i). (50-51

ic., c. 9.)
Public Stores B. No. 20 (Mr. Thompson). 1°, 100;

2° and in Com., 273; 3°*, 301 (i). (50-51 Vic., c. 45.)

PUBLIC WORKS :
AER0HAT P. O. AND CUETOM HoUsu SITE: M. for Ret. (Kr. Flynn) 790.
BLANCHE RITER, oOMPLETION or W nARn: Queo. (Kr. Fiuet) 205 ().
BOILEnS IN PARLT. BUILDINGS, INSPECTION, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Charlton)

383 ().
BRACKET BOARDS ON CRISHOLK's BAT : Quo. (Kr. MasUory) M69,

786 (ii).
BRA HARBON, P.E I., DEDOING: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 321 (1).
BBacAwATER IN KING's Co., N.8., RERPAIs, &c. ; M. for Cor., &c.

(Mr. Borden) 803 (ii).
CUSTOMS AND P 0. BUILDING IN PICToN: Ques. (Kr. Platt) 321 (1).
CAP A LA CoRNEILLE Booms: Ques. (Kr. Choquette) 1001 (i).
CHAU1LY CANAL, APPOINTKENT or SUPT.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Préfon

taine) 19 (i).
-- WIDuNIEG: Ques. (Mr. Prt/ontaine) 142 (i).
DîrT. : in Com. of Sup., 614 (i).
DEPTL. REr.: presented (Sir Bector Langevin) 13(i).

DIPPER HAREoR BRIAKWATUR, CONsTRUoTIoN: Que. (Kr. Wldon,
t-. John) 785 (ii).

DUNDAS, PUIIo Orrîous OR BUILDINGS: M. foi Ret." (Kr. Bain,
Wentworth) 110 (i).

ELECTRIe LIGHT, MONTREAL P. O. : in Com. of Sup., 72 (fi).
EXAMINING WARNHOUSE I1 OTTAWA : Ques. (Mr. Edwards) 45 (1).
FATnIR POINT HARBOR o REUGE: Ques. (Mr. Fiuet) 144 (1).
FTruTEUN POINT, P.E.L, BREAKWATER: Ques. (Kr. Landerkin) 312 (i).
HARBoEs AND BEEAKWATUE, MONEYS VOTUD RY PAnT. su&I COU-

FEDERATIOZ: Queo. (Mr. Curran) 1002 (i).
Hà.nvuY, JOHN, 00rNaATAr Ton SLInEs, &.: M. for Rt.* (Kr.

Liser) 803 (il).
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PUBLIC WORKS-Continued.
HORTON LANDING, N.B., BREAxwATE : M. for Ret.* (Kr. Borden)

803 (ii).
ROUsiE OF CoxMoNs, ViNTILATON op : M. for Cor. (Kr. Charlton)

788 (ii).
HOwE, Wx. & G., AMOUNTs PAID FOR PAINTING, &C. : K. for Ret.

(Mr. Holton) 144 (i).
IN Co. OF BuP., 916, 971, 1183, 1242 (ii).
KENTVILLE, N.B., PUBLIo BUILDINGS : Que. (1r. Borden) 101 (i).
L'ARDoisE BRIAKWATER, SUiRVsR, &c. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Plynn)

789 (ii).
LiuILITIEs : Ques. (Bir Richard Cartwriqht) 14, 15 (i).

LUNENBURG PUBLIC BUILDING, BITE FOR: Que.. (Mr. Eisenhauer) 154.
- AMOUNT PAID : Ques. (Mr. EisenAauer) 1003 (ii).

- GRANT FOR: Ques. (Mr. Eisenhauer) 1004 (ii).
MOKAY, WILLIAM, AMOUNTS PA1D FOR PAINTING DEPTL. BUILDINGS:

M. for Stmnt.* (Kr. Bryson) 369(i).
MIMINEGASH, P.E.I., BREAXWATER: QueS. (Kr. Perry) 371 (i).

-- RANGE LIGHT-KEUUR: Ques. (Mr. Ferry) 18 (i).
MURRAY HARBOR, P.E.I., DREDGING : Ques. (Mr. Robertson, King'a)

669 (if).
NEGUAc WHARF: Remarks (1r. Mitchell) in Dom. of SBp., 1242 (i).

PAINTING PARLIAMINTARY AND DEPARTMENTAL BUILDINGS : M. for

Ret. (Mr. Holton) 144; (Kr. Bryson) 369 (i).
PERLEY, H. F., SERVICES : in COm. Of SUp., 1180 (ii).
PIERS IN P.E.I., CONDITION OF: Ques. (Mr. Roberison, King's) 257

(i); (Kr. Welsh) 669; in 0om. of Sup., 1246 (ii).
PINETTE HARBOR, P.E.I., DREDGING: M. for Ret. (gr. Welsh) 146 (i).

PORT ROWAN HARBOR OF REFUGE, ENGINUER'S RiP., &c.: M. for
copies* (Kr. Charlton) 318 (a).

PUBLIC WHARF AT P.E.I., REPB. AS TO STATE: Ques. (1r. Robertison,
King's) 257 (i).

RED l'OINT WHARF, REPAIRs, &o.: Ques,. (Mr. Welsh) 786 (if).
RICHELIEU RIVER WHARF: QueS. (Mr. Béchard) 321 (i).

RIDEAU HALL, EXPENDITURE ON: in COM. Of Snp., 978 (ii).

RIMOUSKI RIVES IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. fiset) 205 (i).

SAWDUST IN RIVERS AND STREAMS: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 257 (i).
BLIDES ON THE MATTAWA RIVER, CONTRACTS : M. for Ret.* (Kr.

Lister) 803 (ii).
ST. ANDREW'S RAPIDs, RED RIVER IMPROVEMENTS; Ques. (Mr.

Watson) 1004 (ii).
BTE. ANNI DE LA POCATIÈRE, WHARF, REPAIRS : Ques. (Mr. Des-

saint) 1003 (ii).
STE. 0tCILE DU BIC WHARF: Que.. (Kr. Fiset) 526 (i).

ST. FRANCIS AND STE. FAMILLE WHARVES; Ques. (Mr. Langelier,
Montmorency) 526 (1).

ST. JÉRÔME DE MATANE WHARF, REPAIRS, AC. : M. for Ret. (Mr.
F#set) 783 (ii).

ST. MARY's Biv, STURGEON BAY, &C., WHARVES AT : Ques (Mr.

Robertson, King's) 143 (i).
ST. MICHAEL'S WRARF, REPAIRS: Remarks (gr. Amyot) in Com. of

Sup., 982 (ii).
ST. ROCH AND STE. LOUIsE WHARF, REPAIRs: Que.. (Mr. Cacsgrain)

1003 (if).
TORONTO HARB2R IMPROVEMENTS: M. for Ret. (Mr. McMullen) 797 (ui).
TRAcADIE HARBOR: M. for Cor. (M r. Wlsh) 213 (i).
VENTILATION OF THE ROUSE OP COMMONS: M. for Cor. (Kr. Chari

ton) 788 (ii).
WATER SUPPLY TO GOVT. BUILDINGS, QUE. : in Com. Of SUp.,

973 (ii).
WEST POINT WHARF, REPAiRS: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 21 (i).

WHITE MUD RIVER, MAN., IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (1r. Watson) 102 (i).
YORI VILLAGE PUBLIC WORAs: Ques. (Mr. Montague) 1005 (ii).

[See also "MARINE " and " PRovNcEs."]

QUARANTINE: in Com. of Sup., 743, 1170 ; conc., 1267 (ii).

PRECAUTIONS AGAINST CHOLERA: QUes. (Kr. Amyot)
~670 (ii).

Quebée and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s B. No. 87 (Mr.
'Grandbois). 1°*, 413; 20*, 539 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*
025 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 70.)

QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN RY. G0o.'8 SUBIDY: pTOp. Ras.

(Mr. Pope) 1143 (ii).

QUEBEO ENTRAL RT. Co.'s Suus1my: Ques. (Mr. Guay)

257 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners further Loan

B. No. 158 (Sir Charles Tupper). Res. prop., 592 (i);
M. for Com, 1031; in Com. and 1°* of B., 1032; 2°*,

1124; in Com., 1125; 3°*, 1127 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 41.)

Quebec Ry. Bridge Co.'s B. No. 90 (gr. Grandbois).
1°*, 441; 2°*, 601 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 925 (ii).

(50-51 Tic., c. 98.)
QUEBEC RIVER POLICE: Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency)

543 (i).
- - SHiP LABoRERs: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 1006 (ii). See Bs.

142 and 162.
QUEBEC:

BÉLANGER, P., AND CARON, G, DISMISSAL : Ques. (Mr. Dessaini)
1003 (ii).

BOISTERT, L, APPOINTMENT AS LIGHTHOUSE-KEEPER: M. for Ret.0

(Mr. Rinfret) 803 (ii).
BOLDUO, CAPT. L., DISMISSAL: Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 525 (i).
C.P.R. LAURENTIDES BRANCH LINES, TARIFF RATES: Ques. (Mr.

Gauthier) 525 (i).
- EXTENSION TO QUEBEC HARBOR: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 44 (i).
CAP ST. IGNACE, I.C.R. STATION, TENDERS: M. for Rot. (Mr. Cho-

quette) 377 (i).
-- M. for Ret. (Mr. Dessaint) 103 (i).
CARBONNEAU, O., DISMISSAL: M. for Ret. (gr. Choquette) 21 (i).

OAUGHNAWAGA INDIAN LANDS, INDEMNITY BY O.P.R. 00.: QueS.

(Mr. Doyon) 1199 (ii).
CROUINARD, D , PAYMENT OF AWARD OF ARBITRATORS : Ques. (Mr.

Fiset) 1006 (ii).
CUSTOMS OFFICER AT ST. GERMAIN DE RImOUsKI : Ques. (Kr. Fiset)

278, 321 (i).
DIONNE, JOSEPH, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Deasaint) 321(i).

DURANTAYE SENATORSNIP, APPLICANTS FOR: Ques. (Kr. Choquette)
708 (i).

ELUCTORAL LIsTS FOR L'ASSOMPTION : Ques. (1r. Gauthier) 525 (i).

FERRY-BOATS BETWEEN QUEBEC AND Livis, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Guay)

258 (i).
FLOODS AT MONTREAL AND VICINITY : Ques. (Mr. Beausoleil) 101 (i).

-- M. for Ret.* (Mr. Rinfret) 803 (ii).

Ques. (1r. Hesson) 277 (i).
---- ENGINEER'S REPS., Ac.: (M. for Ret.0 (Kr Rykert) 803 (ii).
GAUMONT, E., DISMISSAL : M. for Ret. (Mr. Choquette) 21 (i).

GIASBON, N., DISMISSAL : M. for Ret. (Mr. Doyon) 377 (i).
GRONDINS LIGHTHOUSE-KEEPER : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Rinfret) 803 (ii).
GROS IBLU MAIL SERVICE : in Com. of Sup., 975 (fi).
HÉBERT, HUBERT, BALANCE DUE As REvIsiNG OEFICER: Ques. (Mr.

Dessaint) 258 (i).
- REVISING OFFICER FOR MONTMAGEY, ACCOUNTS, &c. : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Choquette) 803 (ii).
I. 0. R. See general heading.
KENNERO SENATORSHIP, APPLICANTS FOR: Queo. (Mr. Choquette)

708 (ii).
LABERGE, A., ENQUIRY AGAINST: M. for Ret • (Mr. Fiset) 376 (i).
-- Ques. (Mr. Faset) 1003 (ii).
LANDS EXPROPRIATED FOR ST. CHABLES BRANcH R. : M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Guay) 803 (i).
L'EVEoQUE, ARBSNE, DISMISSAL : Ques. (Mr. Guay) 1200 (ii).

MARINE AND IMMIGRANT HOSPITAL, QUERBE : M. for Ret.*(ironald
&Mith) 803 (ii).

MARMNE SCROOL : Remarks in Com. of Sup., 757 (ü).
MoRIN, DR. J., CLAIM FOR PROFEssIONAL BERVICES: QUeS. (Kr.

Amyot) 1004 (ii).
NORTH BRORE RAILROAD, PURoAsu Or : M. for Rot. (Mr. Gigault)

09 (1).
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QU EBEC- Cmtinued
OLm BR, E., mImAL: X. for Rot." (Mr. Risfret) 153 ().
PELI.TIER, P., DIunmaAL : M. for Rot. (gr. Choquette) 21 (I).
Quusw CENTRAL Ry. (o.'s SusmY: Ques. (Kr. Guay) 257 (i).
QuIRo 9TuR BATTALoN DRILL: Ques. (Kr. Amyot) 670 (ii).

- on M. for Com. of Sap , 708, 712 (ûi)
- EXPIR s IN TE N.-W.: oR aM for Com. of Sup., 1234 (ii).

Qumci RritR POLICE, APPOINTNT oF OONSTAEIa9: Que. (Mr.

Langelier) 543 (i).
Qumiso SHIP LABOURSUER: Qus. (fr. Amyot) 1006 (ii).
RAILWAY CaosSIe AT ST. CHARLES DE BELLECHAIE53: M. for Ret.

(Kr. Amyot) 152 (i).
REsuINATIoN or LIEUT. Gov., QUE.: Ques. (Kr. Rinfret) 669 (ii).
RavIsra OrI ' S ACCOURT re KAMouzAiKA ELEOTION : M. for Ret.'

(1r. Demsaint) 318 (i).
- L'Ahom>TIoN: Que. (Kr. Gauthier) 1004 (if).
- MONTMAGNY: M. for Rot.' (Mr. Choquette) 803 (ii).

-- MONTMORENCY: Ques. (Kr. Langelier, Montmorency) 45 (i.)
RIcHaLIEu RIVER, &o., BUoYS, CONTRACTS AWARDED : Ques. (fr.

Olayes) 321 (i).
RoY, HoNoRA, IUsPENION-, Ques. (gr. Amyot) 143 (i).

"BTE. ANx," ScHooNER, SEIzuRE: M. for Ret.* (Ir. Langelier,

Montmorency) 803 (ii).
ST. CHARLES AND ST. JOSEPH DE Lkrvis STTIoN-HoUtsE: Ques. (Mr.

Guay) 101 (i).
ST. CHARLES, BELLECHASIE, RY. OR01SING: M. for Cor. (Mr. Amyot)

152 (i).
BT. CHARLES BRANCH RY. EXPROPRIATION OF LANDS : M. for Ret.*

(Kr. Guay) 803 (ii).
- in Com. of Sup., 1176 (ii).

ST. ESPRIT, POSTMASTER, DISMISSAL : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Rinfret) 153.

ST. HYACINTHE (84TH) BATTALION: Ques. (Mr. Bechard) 1005 (if).

ST. LAwRENOE RIVER FLOODS, ENGINEERs REPORTS, &C.: M. for Rot.'
(Kr. Rinjret) 803 (ii).

SCHOOL OF NAVIGATION: Remarks in Com. of Sup. 757 (ii).

QUEEN'S, N.B., ELECTION:
- M. for Clerk of Crown to attend House with Rets.,

&o. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 4 (i).
.--- M. for Clerk of Crown to attend with papers, &o., 5.

- M. that Returning Officer transmit papers, &o.,
(Mr. Skinner) 100 (i).

- - Res. to amend Ret. by substituting name of Afr.
King instead of Mr. Baird (Air. Skinner) 155; (àfr.
Thompson) 156 (i).

Amt. to refer Ret. to Com. on PriYileges and Elections (Mr. Thompson)
160; deb. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 160; (Mr. Tupper, Pictou) 161;
(Mr. Edgar) 167; (Kr. Landry) 170; (Mr. Ellis) 173; (Mr. Davin)

174; (Mr. Barron) 175; (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 176 ; (Mr. Cho-

guette) 177; (Kr. Mitchell)178; (1fr. Sutherland) 179; (Mr Lister)
180; (Mr. Poster) 181; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 182; (Kr.

Macdonald, Victoria) 183; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 184; (1fr.
Sproule) 185; (Mr. Amyot, 186; (Kr. Girouard) 187; (Mr Fisher)
188; agreed to (Y. 109, N. 77) 189 (i).

- REP. OF' OOMMITTEE ON PRIVILIGES AND ELECTIONS:

Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 369 (i).

- - Res. (Mr. Girouarj) summoning J. R. Dunn to Bar

of House, 383, 588 (i).
.-- - Anouncement of attendance of John R. Dann (Mr.

Speaker) 524 (i).
--- JOHN R. DUNN, BEFORE BAR OF HOUSE, 616 ; M. (Mr.

Thompson)to allow Counsel, 616; Examination, 627-636.
.- M. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) to disagree in 2nd Rep.

of Com. on Privilege and Eleotions, 638, 671 (ii).

QUIEN's, N.B., ELECTION-ContinUed.
Explanation of Sitting Member (Ur. Baird) 671; (Mr. TAompaon)

675 ().
Amt. (Ur. Thompson) to conc. in Rep. of Com., 677; (Mr. Dauit*)

677 ; agreed to (Y. 105, N. 85) 806 (il).
Amt. to Ant. (Mr. Davis) summoning Ret. Offmeer to bar of House

to amend Ret., 683; deb. (Ur. Weldon, Albert) 684 ; (Mr. Amyot)
686 ; ( dr. Ellis) 686; MUr. Girouard) 688 ; (Mr. Patterson, REsez)
690; (Xesrs. Cockburn and Casey) 692 ; (Ur. O'Braen) 695 ;
(1fr. Freeman) 696; (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 697; (Ur. Mon-
rief) 698; (Mr. Lister) 700; (Mesrs. Oillmor and Hudspelh)
701 ; neg. (Y. 85, N. 104) 702 ; (1r. Mitchell) 702 (ii).

- PAYMENT oF CoSTS AND ExPENSES oF CONTEsT IQUOi.

(Mr. Trow) 205 (i).
QUEEN'S CouNrr, N.B., RE PREBENTATIoN: Que. (Mr.

Landerkin) 1002 (ii).
QUEEN's OWN AND ROYAL GRENADIERS' KIT ALLOWANCE:

Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 37 (i).
- on M. for Com. of Sup., 715 (ii).

Railway Aet Amt. B. No. 31 (Mr. Mulock).1°, 142 (i).

Railway Act Amt. B. No. 47 (Mr. Pope). 1*, 204;
2' *, 301 ; in Com., 361 ; 3, 363 (i) ; Sen. Amts cono.

in, 1031 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 19.)
RAILWAYS AND CANALS, DEPTL. REr.: preSented (Mr. Pope)

15 (i).
- in Com. of Sap., 614 (i), 766, 823, 1173,1241; oono.,

12 7 (ii).

RAILWAY CHARTERS. See IDISALLOWANCE."

RAILWAY COMMISSION, APPOINTMIENTS, &o. : M. for Ret.* (Ur.
Mulock) 110 (i).

Railway Employés Protection B. No. 112 (Mr.
McCarthy). 1°, 589 (i).

Railways (Govt.) Act Amt. B. No. 6 (Mr. Pope).
1°*, 20; 2°, 192; in Com., 226 ; 3°, 364 (i). (50-51

Viic., c. 18.)
RAILWAY SUBnIDIES, LiABILITIES FOR: Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 14, 15 (1).

RAILWAYS. See
ALBERTA AND ARTHABAsKA RAILWAY o.

ALRURTA AND BRITISH COLUMBIA JUNCTION RAILWAY 00.
ALBERTA RAILWAT 0o.
ATLANTIC AND NoRTH-WîtrT RAILWAY o.
BERLIN AND CANADIAN PACIvIC JUNCTIoN RAILWAT o.

BRANDON, SoU Is CITY AND RocK LAKE RAILWAY Co.

BRANTFORD,.WATERLOO AND LAKE EaIs RAILWAY 00,

CANADA ATLANTIC RAILWAY Co.
CANADIAN PAcIIC RAILWAY Co.
CAPE BRETON RILWAY.

CHINOoKC BELT AND PEACE RIVER RAILWAY 0o.

EHERSON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY 0o.

COBOURG, BLAIRTON AND MARMORA RAILWAY (o.

GODERICH AND CANADIAN PACIIo JUNCTIoN RAILWAT 00.
GRAND TRUKe, GEORGIAN BAY AND LAKE BRIN RAILwAY Co.
GRAND TUuK RAILWA Tou.

GUELPH JUNOTION RAILWAY o.

HALIFAX EXTENSION RAILWAY.

HAMILTON, GUELPH AMI BUFFALO RAILWAT 0o.

HAMILToN NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY Go.

HERBFORD BRANCE RAILWAY Go.
INTERCOLONIAL RALWAY.

KINcARDINE AND TEEsWATER RAILWAY Üo.

KINGSTON, SMITH's TALL AND OTTAWA RAILWAT Co.
KINUsPoIT, PRoP. LINu.

Ivi-



ilX.
RAILWAYS-Continued.

MANITOBA AND NORTÉ-WESTERN RAILWAY 00.
MANITOBA AND 0UTE-WERTRN COLONISATION RAILWAY Ob.

Mss&8WIPPI JUNOTION RAILWAY 0.

MIDLAND RÂILWAY 00.
Nuw BRUNsWICK RAIWAY Go.
NEW WÉSTMINSTER SOUTRERN RAILWAY 00.
NIAGARA AND WOODBTOCK RILWAY 00.
NORTH SHORE RAEWAY.

NORTR-WEST CENTRAL RAILWAY.

ONfARIO AND QUIBBE RAILWAY 00.
ONTARIO PACIFIC RLILWAY 00.

ONTAÈrO 8AULT STE. MARIE RAILWAY 00.
OSHAWA RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION 00.
OTTAWA AND GATINEAU VALLIEY RAILWAY 0.

OXFORD JUNCTION AND NEW GLASGOW BRANJs.

POETIAC PACIFIC JUNCTION RÂILWAy 00.
PREIbOTT COUNTY RAILWAY CO.

PRINCE EDWARD ISL&ND RY.
QUEBEO AND JAMES' BAY RAILWAY 00.
REGINA AND WOOD MOUNTAIN RAILWAY Go.
SASKATCHEWAN AND WESTERN RAILWAY 00.
SAINT MARTIN'S AND UPRAM RAILWAY 00.
SAINT GABRIEL LEvEE AND RILwAY 00.
SHORT Linz RY.
SoUT-EAsTRiN RAILWAY. Go.
SOUTR NORFOLK RAILWAT 00.
SOUTr SASEATCHEWAN VALLEY RAILWAY 00.
SOUTH-WESTERN RAILWAY (O.

BT. CATHARINES AND NIACARA CENTRAL RAILWAY 0.

ST. CHARLES BRANCR RAILWAY.

TEESWATER AND INVERHURON RAILWAY 00.

TÉEISCOUATA RAILWAY 00.
UPPER COLUMBIA RAIWAY o.

WATERLOO AND MAGOU RAILWAY CO.

WESTERN COUNTIES RAILWAY 0.
WiNNIPEG ANID HUDSON'S BAT RAILWAY AND STEAMBRIP 00.
WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIS RAILWAY Co.

[Bee also " SUmSIDIEs."]
RAXEs, GARDEN: in COm. on Ways and Means, 965 (ii).
Real Property Act in N.W.T. Amt. B. No.

(Kr. Davin). 1°, 20 (i).

Real Property in the N.W.T. (Chap 51 Bev. Statutes)
Act Amt. B. No. 154 (Mr. Thompson). -10*, 1028;
20*, in Com. and 3°*, 1228 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 30.)

REBELLION IN N.W.T., CLAIMS PAID AND REJETED : Qnes.
(Mr. Holton) 1003 (ii).

- ScaIP FOR SERVICES: M. for Ret. (Mr. Davin) 16 (i).
- 1837, SWIs E, J., SERVICES: Qies. (Ar. Wilson,

Elgin) 365, 368 (i).
--.. 1837, VOLUNTEERS SERVICES: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Purcell) 366 (i).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, ESTIMATES, &C.: M. for

Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 110, 223 (i).
REciPaooTy TEATY WITH THE 1.S.: QUeS. (Kir. Mitchell)

669 (ii).
RED POINT WHARF REPAIRS: Q8OS. (1fr. WelsA) TS (ii).
Regina and Wood Mountain Ry. Co.'s B. No.

37 (hir. Davin). °*, 190,; 2°*, 3 2 (i) ; wthdn., 707 (ii).

BEGINA TOWN SITE,AGREEiCENT BETWEEN C..R. A ND GOV£.
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Davin) 803 (ii).

REGISTERED LETTERS, 'Lc88 AT BAUHARN0i8 P.O.: Ques.
(Mr. BHomoi) 669 (ii),.

REPAIns, FURNISHING, &C.: in Com. of Sp. 4, obno.,
1269 (ii).

Representation Act, B.C., Amt. B. No. 50 (Mr.
Baker). 1°, 223 (i).

Representation in House ! eonmods (OMp. 6
Rev. Statutes) B. No. 140 (Mr. Thompson). 10, 839;
2°*, in Oom. and 30*, 1127 (ii). (b0-51 VWc.,c. 4.)

REPRESENTATIEN IN S!NATE FOR NW.T. See B. 17.
REPRINTS. See " COPYRIGHT."
REPs., DEPTL., DISTRiBUTION: próp. MW. to change RaIte (fr.

Charlton) 144 (i).
REPORTS PRESENTED:

AGRICULTUREm r. Carling) 19 (1).
AUDITOR GENERAL (Sir Chanle8 Zupper) 13 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE BOARD OF EKAMINERS (Mr. h.peat,) 44 (i).
INDIAN AFFAIRs (Sir John A. Macdonald) 13-(1).
INLAND REVENUE (Kr. Costigan) 13 (i).
INTERIOR <Mr. Wàite, Cardwell) 13 (i).
JUSTICE, PENITENTIARIES BRANIC (Sir John A. X0ed.Wd) 15 (i).
LIBRARY ON PARLIAXEET (Mr. Speaker) 4 (i).
MARINE AND FIsHERIEs (Mr. Foster) 13 (i).

MILZTIA AND DEpENcE (Sir Adolphe Caron) 13 (i).
MOUNTED POLICE-(Sir John-A, Matdonfad) 784 (il).
POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. McLelan) 13 (i).
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (Sir -Gharlid .P#pper) 13 (i).
PUBLIC WORKS (Sir Hector Langevin) 13 (i).
RAiLWAYS AND CASALs (Wr. Pope) 15 (i).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNS (Mr. Botoel) 13 (i).

RESIGNATION OF LIEUT.-GOV. OF QUEBEC: QUe8. (Mr. Bin-
fret) 669 (ii).

REBTIGOJCnE, ELECTOR L DIST.: Vacancy, Member deceas-
ed, '2ý 7 (i).

IssuE OF WRIT : Ques. (M r. Weldon, St. John) 361.
Return of Member Elect, 588 (i).

RETURNING OFFICER. See "SIORETARY OF STATE."

RETURNS: Enquiry for, &o. (Mr. Perley, ÀAsniboia) 1249 (ii).
RETURNS oF ELEOTIONS OF 1874: M. for Ret. (Kr. Tupper,

Fictou) 209 (i).
TVOTEs POLLED, 1887 ; M. for Rot. (Mr. 3Mills; Both-

well) 110 ().

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o., MÔTIONS FOR:
ANniÂLS, &C., EXPORTED, VALUEEs ! Sir Richard Cartwright 15(i).
ANNAPOLIS FORT, SALE OF MILITARY LANDS * Mr. Joncs, 379 (i).

ARICHAT, P. O. AND GUSTON HOUsE, SITE: Mr. Flyns, 790 (il).

BANFF SPRINGS, REP. ON CLAIMS TO POSSESSION Mr. Caaey, 364 (i).

BOISEVRT, L., APPOINTMENT AS LIGHTHOUSE-KEEPERe-ý Mr. Rinjrei, 803.

BOOT IBLAND (N.S.) BRE AKWATER' : Mr. Borden, 803 (ii).
BEIDGE ACROSE TRI WELLAND CANAL : Mr. Blake, 295 (i).
BRoKoVsKI, ED., EMPLOYÏ INTERIOR DEPT., COR. RNSPECTING : AMr.

málock, 803 (il).

BUTTER IMPORTATION FROM THE U.S'. : Mr. Taylor, 211 (i).

CAMPBELL, SIR &LEXANDER, COMMISSION TO . Mr. Casey, 150 (i).
CANADIAN PAOIIC Ry. Bee general heading.

0ARBONNEAU, O., DISISIAL : lr. Choqzette, 21 (i).

CAP ST. IGNACE, I.G.. STATION, TENDERS : Mr. Choqueile, 377 (i).
-- M. for Ret. (Wr. Dssaint) 108 (i).

CAPE BRETON RY. CONSTRUCTION, SURVEVY, AC : Mr. lynn, 790 (il).
CIVIL SERVICE PROMOTION EXAMINATIONBf : Mr. Cesy, 383 (i).

CIVIL SERVANTS, PERMANENT OR OTHERWIBE* : Mr. McMullen,83 (1).
'COLONIAL CONFERENCE, COR. BETWEEN CÀN. ANIiÉP. Q0oW C.

Mr. Rdgar, 219 (1).
COLONIAL CONEEYNOE, CANADA'S REPRmESENLTIsà: Mr. Odiy 150.
COLLINS, J., M.D., MEDICAL OFPIOER AT QU'APPELLE INDIAN SCROOL:

Mr. Charlton, 379 (i).
GONBIIDLTED Fuái,~uu/oi,ànr Am' Pinebnu : 8ifr rF¢Aad cars-

wr(pAt 15 (i).
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RETURNS, 8TATE MENTS, rc.-Continued.

CoTs re KANOURAsA EI.ECTION* : Mr. De.saint, 318 Q).
COPYRIGHT. Sec"' COPYRIOHT."
0EUIGHTON, JOHN, INDIAN AGENT AT SAUGIEN I-1r. Somereißek, 314(i).
CUITOms. Sec general heading.
DODD, Or, rd VACCINATION OP INDIANS: 1Kr. Charofon, 379 (i).
DOROHEITER PENITENTIARY, CLAIMS Or CONTRACTOR* : Mr. W.ldon

st. Jehn, 803 (à).
DREDGINQ PINETTE BARBOR, P.E I. :.Mr. Welkh, 146 ().
ELECTIONS, GENERAL (1874) RE TURES : Mr. 4f1%ppr, Pietou, 209 (i).
ELGIN JUNIOR COUNTY JUDGE: Mr. Wilson, Elgin, 368 (i).
EXPORTs AND IMPORTS*: Sir Rie hard Cartwright, 15 (i).
FILE HILL RESERTE, VACCINATION OF INDIANS: Mr. Charlton, 379 <i).
FINANCEs oF NOvA SCOTIA-: Mr. Tons, 215 (i).
FISHING LIoENSEs ON LAxI ERIE : Kr. Casey,. 379 (i).

FISHIQG BOUNTIES, APPLICATIONS*: Mr. BarrOn, 803 (ii).

FISHING VESSELS BOARDED OR WARNED BY OFFICERS IN PROTEC-

TION SERVICE: Mr. EUis, 220 (i).

FISHauIEs. Sec general heading.

FLOODS AT MONTREAL: Mr. Rinfret, 803 (i).
FORT ANNAPOLIS, SALE OF MILITARY LANDS : Mr. Jone, 379 (i).
FRANCHISE ACT, COSTS oF VOTERS' LITS: Kr. Landerkin, 15 (i).
GAUMONT, E., DISMISSAL: Mr. Choquette, 21 (i)
GEOGRAPHICAL NOMENCLATURE IN BLUE-BOOKs : Mr. Daw8sn, 801 (il).

GEOLOGICAL SURVEVY AROUND THUNDER AY : ,Mr. Dawson, 213 (i).
GIAfsON, *., DIEMiAi,: fMr. Dogon, 377 (i).
GOVERNOR GENERAL'S WARRANTS, DETAILS: Sir Richard Cartwright,

150, 258, 279 (i).
GRAIN EXPORTs, VALUss*: Sir Richard Cartwright, 15 (i).

GRAND TRUN Ry. Sec general heading.
GRAIN SHIPMENTS OVER I C.R.: Mr. Elis, 380 ().
GRAY, PETER, COR re E. BRoKOVsKI': Mr. Barron, 803 (il).

GRONDINEs LIGHTHOSISE.ICEEPER: Mr. Rinfret, 803 (ii).

HALDIMAND BLECTION (1877) RETURNING OFFICER'S BET.: Mr. Casey,

372 (i).
HARVEY, JOHN, CONTRACTS FOR SLIDES, ko.*: Mr. Lister, 803 (ii).

IBERT, H.., REVISIG OFFICER, MONTMÂGNY* : Mr. Chquete, 803 (i).

HIGH COMMIssIONER, RMIGNATION, &C.: 1fr. Mille, Bothwcll,376 (i).
TRAVELLING EXPENSE: Mr. omserille, 313.(i).

HORTON LANDING, N.B., BRBAEWATE*: Mr. Borden, 803 (ii).

HOUSE OF COMMONS VINTILATION: Mr. Charlton, 786 (il).

HOwE, WM. & G., AMOUNTS PAID FOR PAINTING DEPTL. BUILDINGs

Mr. Holton, 144 (i).
ICE-BOAT MAIL SEiRViCe, P E.1. : Mr. Perry, 210 (i).
IcE-OATs OWNED NY GOVT. IN P.E.I.: fMr. Perry, 223 (i).

IMPORTS Or TRA PROM CHINA AiD JAPAN*: 1r. Bowman, 23 (i).

INDIAN ADMINISTRATION IN T E N. W.T.*1: Mr Somerville, 369 (i).

INDIANS. Sec general heading.
JELAND REVENUE. Se "4CUsTOMS."

INSTRUCTIONS TO MASTERS re FISHERIES PROTECTION: Mr.'ElLis, 221().

INTERCOLONIAL RY. See general heading.

" JAMAICA" PULLMAN CAR, EXPENSIS: Mr. Somerville, 313 (i).

JUNIOR COUNTY JUDGE FOR ELGIN: Mr. Wilson, Elgin, 368;(i).

KAMOURABsA ELECTORAL DIsTRICT, CosT Te ELECTION*: Mr. Ds-
saint, 318 (i).

KINGSPORT (BASIN 0F MINAS) RY., SURVEYS, &C.*: Mr. Borden, 803.

LABERGE, A., POSTMASTER, STE. LUCE -STATION, ENQUIRY AOAINST:

Mr. Fiset, 376 (i).
L'ARDOIsE BREAKwATER, SURVEYS, &C : Mr. Flynn, 789 h(i).
LANDS SOLI BY C.PB INMA.-: Mr. Watson, 222 ().

N.W.T.: Mr. Perley, Assiniboia, 317 (i).
- EXPROPRIATED FOR ST. CHARLES BRANCH Ry.9 : Kr. Guay,

803 (i).
LICENSES TO FISH ON LAKU ERIE: Mr. Cascy, 379 (i).

LOBaSTE, CLOSE SEAsONIN N.S. : Mr. Plynp, 316 (i).

MAIL SERVICE (WixTER) P.E.I.: fMr. Perry, 210 (i).
MAIN DUCKs AND WALPOLE IBLANDs LEASE: Mr. Plati, 369 (i).

MARINE AND IMMIGRANT HOSPITAL, QUuBEO': Sir DqnlJd Smith, 803.
MUDjIAL ATTENDANTs, Q'APPELLE INDIAN SCHOOL :Mr. CharltOn,

379 (i).

,il
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RETURNS, STATEMBNTS, &o.-Continued.
MERRITT, LIEUT. Wu. B., PRoMOTION ri BRICEs : fMr. Barr.n, 788.
MILITIA. des general heading.

MONTRUAL COTTON O.'S IRREGIULARITIES. See ICUSTONs."

MONTRUL FLOODS. S&e "FLOODI."

MONTAGNY Post OprICE BuILDING : Mr. CA0ogtett, 151 (i).
MYRIOr, S., COR. AGAINar S8TTING FIsE TRA1P : r. Perry, 7U8 (ii).
MOKAY, WK., AMONNTS PAID POR PAINTING, &C.* : Mr. Bryon, $89.
MCDoUGALL, MICHAEL, FIsNRY WARDZX* : Mr. Barron, 803'(ii).

150 (i).
"NEPTUNU," STEAMERTRIPS ENTWNEN P.E.I. AND MAWNLAND*

,Mr. Perry, 153 ().
NORTE SHORU RAILwAY, PUacAsE By G.T.R. : Mr. Gigault, 209 (1).
" NORTRERN LIGMT." Se general heading.
NOYA SCOTIA CUENTRAL RAILWAY SunsIDY: Mr. Einnhauer, 214 (i).
NOVA SO0TIAS FIN&NOIAL CONDITION : Mr. Jones, 215 (i).

O'DONooHuu, LATE W. B , PROPERTY Or: Mr. Barron, 861 (i).
OLEOMARGARINE. Se. "Butter Importations."

OLIVIER, E., DISMIUSAL*: Mr. Rinfrot, 153 ().

PAINTING PARLIAMENTARY AND DEPARTMENTAL BULDINs:u 1r. Hol-
ton, 144; 1r. Bryson, 369 (ii).

PAQUET, J., APPOINTENT AS POSTMASTE*: Mr. Rinfret, 153 (1).

PEARCE, W., RuP. ON CLAIMANT!S POSSESSION TO BASrs SPRINGS:

Ur. Casey, 364 (i).
PELLETIER, F., DISMIssAL : Mr. Choquette, 21 ().

P.E.I. AND PICTOU, COMMUNICATION BETWEEN: Mr. Perry, 150 (i).
PICTON AND MILFORD MAIL SERVICE, COMPLAINTS AGAINT* : Ur.

Platt, 803 (ii)
PINETTE HARBOR, P.E I., DRUEGING: Mr. Welsh, 146 ().
POINT DU P*aE BREAIWATER*: Mr. Pset, 803 (ii).
PORT ROWAN, ONT., HARBOR OF REFUG": 1fr. Charlton, 318 (i).

POsT OFFICE. Seo general heading.

PREVENTIyE OFFICERs APPOINTED ON FRONTIER* : Mr. MeMuliln, 223,

PROMOTION EX&MINATIONS, CIVIL SERVICE : fMr. Casey, 383 (i).

PULLMAN CAR IlJANAiCA," EXPENSES : r. Somerville, 313 ().

QU'APPELLE INDIAN SCHOOL 1EDICAL OFFICER: Ur. Charlton, 879.

QUEBEC MARINE AND IMMIGRANT HOSPITAL*: Sir Donald Smith,
803'(ii).

RAILWAY CROSSING AT ST. CHARLES DE BELLECHASSE: Mr. Anyot,
152 (i).

RECEIPTs AND EXPENDITURE, CONSOLIDATED FUND: Sir Richard

Cartwright, 15 ().
RECEIPTs, EZPENDITURES AND ESTIMATUS* : Sir Richard Cartw right,

110, 223 (i).
REGINA TowN ITE, SALE oF LOTs AND RECEIPTS*.: Ur. Davin,

803 (ii).
REPRINTS oF COPYRIGHT WORKO. Seo "COPYRîoEsT."

,RETINS 07F ELECTIONS OP 1874: MKr. 7upper, Pictou, 209 (i).

RETURNING OFFICERS AT ELEOTIONS OP 1887: Mr. Somerville, 223 (i).
RETURNING OFICEu's RET. rd HALDIMAND EXAcION: Mr. Casey,

372 (i).
REVIsING BARRISTERS CLAINS* : Mr. Dates, 803 (ii).
REVISING OFFICER, MONTMAGEY ELECTORAL DISTRICT*: Kr. Cho-

quette, 803 (il).
RIDEAU RIVER OBSTRUCTION*: Mr. Robillard, 803 (ii).
ROBERTSON, REV. J., AND KR. VANKOUGHNET, CoR. BETwEEN*: Ur.

somerille, 369 (1).
SALES OF LAND BY C.P.R. IN MAN. : Mr. Waton, 222 (i).
SAUGEEN INDIAN AGENT: Mr. Somertile, 314 (i).
SCOTT's BAY, N.B., BREAKWATER: fMr. Borden, 803 (ii).

SEIzuREs or TONACCO TEROUGE ILLEGAL dALE*: fMr. Riqfr/t,
153 (i).

SETTLIERS' CLAIMS IN DIsPUTED TERRITORY*: 1r. DawoSo, 803 (ii).
SEY"ouR, M. M., M.D., MEDICAL OFFICER, QU'APPELLE INDIAN

OoO LK: Mr. Chariton, 319 (J).

Six NATION INDIS, CLAIm O: Mr. Pater0n, Brant, 206 (1).
SPIRITs, SEIzURE AND CONFISCATION*: Mr. Langelser, Montmorey,

80 (il).
STILLI, ILLicIT, S UliUBT aINLAED REv. DEPT.: .Mr. Rinfret, 153 (1).
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STRAITS OF NORTHUMBERLAND SURVETY: Mr. Perry, 803 (il).
SUPPLIES FURNISHED I.O.R. AT HALIFAI AND TRuiO: Mr. Jones,

210 (i).
SURVEys, &o., L'ARDOISE BREAKWATER: Mr. Flynn, 789 (ii).
SURVEYS, &a., CAPE BRETON RY.: Mr. Flynn, 790 (ii).
sWiSKER, J, SERVICES DURING REBELLION OF 1887: Mr. Wilson,

E n,365 (i).
"Sin. ANNE Il SCHooNER, SEIzuaE* : Mr. Langelier, Montmoreney,

803 (ii).
ST. CHARLES BRANCH RY., EXPROPORTION OF LANDS*: Mr. Guay,
ST. CHARLES DE BiLLECHIASSE RY. CROSSING: 1fr. Amyot, 153 (i).
Sr. ESPRIT POSTMASTBE, DISMISSAL*: Mr. Rinfret, 153 (i).
ST. JÉRONIE DE MATANE WHARF, REPAIRs, &0. : fr. Fiet, 788 (ii).

803 (ii).
ST. LAWRENCE RIVaR FLOODS". See "FLOODs."

TAYLOR, JuDGE, REP. re HON. J. TRAVIS IN N.-W.*: Mr. Kulock, 803.
TUA IMPORTS, CHINA AND JAPAN : Mr. Bowman, 23 (i).
TENDERS FOR CAP ST. IGNACE STATION-: Kr. Choguette, 377 (i).
THUNDER BAY GEOLOGICAL SURVEYS : Mr. Dawson, 213 (i).
TIGNIBH, P. E.I , FisH TRAP : Mr. Perry, 788 (ii).
TIMBER AND MINING LICENSES IN DISPUTED TERRITORY : Mr. Datson,

803 (ii).
TOnAcco SEIZURES AND ILLEGAL SALE8* : Mr. Rinfret, 153 (i).
TORONTO HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS : r. MC Jfullen, 797 (ii).
TRACADIE HARBOR, P.E.I. : Mr. Welsh, 213 (i).
TRAVELLING EXPUNSES OF EMBuRS OF GOVT. : Kr. Somerville, 313(i).
TUPPER, SIR CHAS., AND GOVr., COR. BETWEEN WHILE HIGH COMMIS-

sIONER : Mr. Md1, Bothwell, 376 (i).
TupPERS, SIR CHARLES, TRAVELLING EXPENSES: Mr. Somerville, 313 (i).
VANKOUGENET, ME., AND REV. J. ROBIRTSON, COR. BETWEEN* : Mr.

Somerville, 369 (1).
VENTILATION OF HOUSE OF COMMONS : Mr. Charlton, 786 (ii).
VOTERs LISTS UNDER FRANCHISE ACT, COST.: Mr. Landerkin, 15 (i).
WARRANTS, GOVERsOR GENERAL'S, DETAILS: Sir Richard Cartwright.

150, 258, 279 (i).
WELLAND CANAL, BRIDGE ACROSS : Mr. Blake, 295 (i).
WELLINGTON HARBOR OF REFUGE: MKr. Platt, 369 (i).
WHITE FIsH RIVER, INDIAN RESRRVE: 1fr. Barron, 802, (ii>.
WINTER SERVICE, P. EI., AND " NORTRERN LIGHT ": Mr. Robertson,

King's, 530 (i).
WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIS RY. Co.'s AGREEMMNT WITH GOVr. : Mr.

Jones, 147 (i).
WELLBANKS, D., COMPLAINT3 AGAINST: Mr. Plat, 803 (ii).
YORKSHIRE ISLAND AND MAIN DucKs, LEAsE : Mr. Plati, 369 (i).

REVISING OFFICERS. See "SECRETARY OF STATE."

REVISED STATUTES. See "STATUTES."
REWARDS FOR SAVING LIFE: in Com, of Sup, 1057
Richelieu and Ontario Nav. Co.'s incorp.

101 (Mr. L abelle). 10*, 515; 2°*, 601 (i);
and 3°*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 101.)

(ii).
B. No.
in Com.

RICHELIEU RIVER, &G., BUOYS, C0NTRACTS AWARDED: QueS.
(Mr. Clayes) 321 (i).

-- WHARF: Ques (Mr. Béchard) 321 (i).
RICHMOND HILL JUNCTION RY. Co.'8 SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Ur. Pope) 1142; in Com., 1259 (ii).
RIDEAU CANAL: in Com. of Sap., 838; cone., 1268 (ii).
RIDEAU RIVER FLOODS: Q 8es. (Mr. Jodwards) 14 (i).

OBSTRUCTIOS8: M. for O.C.* (gr. Robillard) 803 (ii).
RIDDELL, FANNY MARGARET. See IlDIVORCE."
RIFLED ORDNANCE, IMPROVED: in COM. Of Sup., 763 (ii).
RIXOUSKI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: QueS. (Mr. Piset) 205 (i).

RIVETS, &C., IRON OR STEEL,: in Com. on Ways and Moens,
523 (i).

ROADS AND BRIDGES: in Com. of Sap., 1185 (ii).
ROBETON, REV. JAMES. SU " VANKOUGMET."

ROBINSON TiRATIES, AMOUNTS DUE INDIANS : Ques. (Mr.

Dawson) 1199 (ii).
Rocky Mountains Park. See "BANFF."
ROLLING STOCK, C. P. R. (B. C.) VALUATION: M. for Com,

of Sup. 1031 (ii).
Deb. (Ur. Nulock) 1034); (Sir Charles Tupper) 1038; (Mr. Davies)

1040 (gMr. Pope) 1043; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1044; (Mr. Me
Carthy) 1047; (Ur. Jones) 1049; (Kr. Tupper, Pietou) 1051; (Ur.
MeMullen) 1053 ; (Mr. Thompson) 1054; (Mr. Mill, Bothwell) 1056.

-- I.C.R.: in Com. of Sup., 823, 1177 (ii).
ROYAL ASSENr TO BILLS, 1275 (ii).
ROYAL COMMISSION ON RYS.: in Com. of Sup., 1179 (ii).
-- ON CANAL LEASEs: in Cota. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE, KINGSTON: in COm, Of Sup., 755,

758; conc., 1268 (i).
ROYAL SOCIETY, PUBLICATION OF PROCEEDINGS: in COm. Of

Sup., 1248 (ii).
Royal Victoria Hospital incorp. B. No. 150,

(Mr. Curran). 1°* and 20*, 951; in Com. and 30*,

1142 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 125.)
ROY, HONORE, SUSPENSION: Ques. (?Ar. Amyot) 143 (i).
RULES OF THE 1lOUSE. See " PRIVATE BILLS."

STE. ANNE DE LA POCATIÉaE WHARF: Ques. (Mr. Watson),
1003 (ii).

"STE. ANNE", SCHOONER, SEIZURE, &c.: M. for Cor.* (Mr.
Langelier, Montmorency) 803 (ii).

ST. ANDREW'S RAPIDS, IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. Des8aint)
1004 (il).

STE. ANNE'S CANAL, RESIDENCE AND OFFICE: in COm.of Sap.,
1180 (ii).

St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 11 (Mir. Bergin). 1°*, 74; 2°*, 153;
in Com., and 3°*, 426 (i). (50-51 Vic., c. 60.)

SUBSIDY: prOs. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1142 (ii).
ST. CATHARINES MARINE HOSPITAL: QUeS. (Sir Donald

Smith) 668 (ii).
- MILLING AND LUMBER Co., INDEMNITY FOR COSTS:

in COm. of Sup., 1187(ii).
ST. CÈCILE DU Bia WHARF: Qes. (Mr. Fiset) 526 (i).
ST. CHARLES AND ST. JOSEPH DE LÉvis STATION HOUSE:

Ques. (Mr. Guay) 101 (i).
ST. CHARLES, BELLECHASSE, Ry. CaOSSING: M. for Cor.

(Mr. Amyot) 152 (i).
ST. CHARLEs BRANCH Ry. : in COm. of Sup., 1176 (ii).
- EXPROPRIATION OF LANDS, CLAIMS: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Guay) 803 (ii).
ST. ESPRIT, DISMISSAL 0F POSTKASTER: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

B9infret) 153 (i).
ST. FRANçaIS, CONSTRUCTION 0F WHARF AT: QUes. (Mr.

Langelier, Montmorency) 21 (i).
-- AND STE. FAMILLE WHARVES: Qucs. (Mr. Langelier,

Montmorency) 526 (i).
St. Gabriel Levee and Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No.

12 (Mr. Curran). 10*, 74; 2Q*, 153; in COm. and r,
538 (i). (50-51 Vic., c. 72.)

ST. GERAIN DE RIMOU8KI, CUSTOMS OFFICER: Quse. (Mr.
FPset) 278, 321 (i).

lxxx
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ST. HYACINTHE (84TH) BATTALION: QueS. (Mr. Bernier)

1005 (ii).
ST. JÉROME DE MATANE WHIARF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Fiset)

788 (ii).
ST. JOHN, N.B., RY. ACCOMMODATION AT.: in Com. Of Sup.,

1173 (ii).
ST. JOHN, N.B., AND BASIN OF MINAS PORTS: in Com. of

Sup., 1185 (ii).

St. Johns and Iberville Hydraulie and Manu-
facturing Co.'s B. No. 119 (Mr. Coursol). 1°*,
638; 2 - m., 875; 20, 876 (ii); wthdn.

ST. JOHN VALLEY AND RIVIÈRE DU Loup RY. Co.'s SUnBIDY:

prop. RZes. (Mr. Pope) 1143 (ii).
ST. LAWRENCE AND LowER LAURENTIAN .RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143; in Corn., 1262 (ii).
- CANALS ENLARGEMENT : Quesi. (Mr. Brown) 313 (i).

--- FLOODS AT MONTREAL: Quee. (Mr. Beausoleil) 101 (1).
-- ENGINEER's REP.: M. for copicSn' (Mr.Rinfret) 803(ii).

Ques. (Mr. Curran) 277 (i).

St. Lawrence River Improvements B. No. 168
(Sir Charles Tupper). Res. prop., 1142; in Com., 1156;
1°*,y2°*,y in Com. and 3°* of B., 1159 (i). (50-51 Vic.,
c. 43.)

STE. LucE STATION, POSTMASTER, CHARGES AGAINST: Ques.
(Mr. Fiset) 1003 (ii).

ST. MARY'S BAY, STURGEON BAY, &c., WIIARVES: QeS.
Mr. Robertson, King's) 143 (i).

St. Martin's and Upham Ry. Co.'s B. No. 134
(Ur. Skinner). 10Y, '82; 20*, 876; in Com. and 39*,
1016 (ii). (50-51 ic., c. 75.)

ST. PETER's CANAL : in Com. of SUp., 1180 (ii).
ST. RoCH AND STE. Louisi WHARF: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)

1003 (ii).
SALT, COAnSE, &a.: conc. in Ways and Means, 435, 439 (i).

SALT IN BARRELS, WEIGHT OF: Ques. (Ur. Campbell, Kent)

205 (i).

Saskatchewan and Western Ry. Co.'s B. No. 110
(Mr. Scarth). 1°*, 524 (i); 2°, 680; wthdn., 889 (ii).

SAVINGs BANKs, COUNTRY: in Com. of Sup., 592 (i).
SAWDUST IN RIVERS AND STREAMS: QUes. (Mr. Landerkin)

257 (i).
SAW-LOGS. See "SHINGLE BOLTS."

SCHOONEa OWNED BY R. LINDSAY AND FISHERY PROTECTION:

Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 527 (i).
SCIENTIFIo INSTITUTIONS: in Com. of Sup., 1008 (ii).
SCoTT's BAT BaEAKWATER N.S.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Borden)

803 (ii).
SOREws, &o. : conc. in Ways and Means, 507, 522 (i).
SaIar FOR SERVICES IN IREBELLION, OUTSIDE MILITIA: M

for Ret. (Mr. .Davin) 16 (i).
-- VETZR&NS oF 1837: Ques. (Mr. Purcell) 320 (i).

SECRETARY OF STATE:
BaITIen AMERICAN BANx NOTE 0o.'s CONTRAOT : Ques. (Mr. Holton)

142 (i).
OntA:nu.i, Ma. B., EXTaA SERvICEs : in (om, of Sup., 1195 (ii).
CuMY INWIATION ACT. Sa B. 54.
CIVL UaVANTs, EXTRA PAY; in 00m. of Sup., 1170, 1181 (ii).
il

SECRETARY OF STATE-Oontinued.
CIVIL SERVANTS, OFICE HOURS.: Romark in Oom. of Sup., 1129 (Ji).

- PERMAMENT OR OTHERWIl.: M. for Rot.' (Mr., Meiulen) 383.
- AND ELECTIONS :i Co. of Sup., 660 (ii).
- STAFF, NAxSa AN ÂDUAUEs, &o.: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Me

Mi lein) 383 (i).
- VAOANOIES, SUPERANNUATIONS AND APPOINTMNTS : M. fOr

Ret.* (Mr. IMcMulhen) 44 (1).
COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH FRANCE: QUoi. (Ur. .myot) 1006 (il).

- Remarks on M. for Com. of Sup., 817 (ii).
ComeanoIAL TREATIES, PAPERS, &c., RESPECTINGO: Quo. (Mr. Edgar)

143, 154 (i).
DEPT. OF: in CoM. Of Bp., 612 (i), 1162 (ii).
DEPTL. REP. : presetied (1r. Chapleau) 44 (i).
ELEOTORÂL LiRTS FoR L'ASSOMPTION Co. : Ques. (1fr. Rinfret) 525.
FRANCHISE, ELECTORAL, ACT REPE AL: Queo. (Mr. De St. Georges) 205.
FRANCHISE ACT, O0BTB OP VOTERS' LISTBa: M. for Ret. (Mr. Lander-

kin) 15, 16 (i).
REcIPROcITY WITH TRS U.S. , Que. (Mr. Mitchell) 669 (i).
RETURNING OFFICER FOR ALGOMA: ir 0Coi. of Sp., 1240 (ii).

HALDIMAND ELECTION, RET. rd6: M. for Ret. (1fr. Casey) 372.
- OFFICERS' EXPENSES AT ELECTIONO OP 1887 : M. for Ret. (1r.

Somerville) 223 (i).
- EXPENsEs: Ques. (Mr. IcMufllen) 669 (ii).

REVISING OFFICERs' CLERKS SALARIES: Ques. (1r. Charlton) 371 (i).
- PATMENTS TO : M. for Ret.' (Mr. Daviee) 803 (if).

- ACCOUNTS r KAMOURASKA ELECTION : M. for Ret.* (Kr.
Dessaint) 318 (i).

- OFFICER FOR L'ASSOMPTION: Queg. (Me. Gauthier) 1004 Cii).
- MONTMAGNY : M. for Rt.* (Ifr. Choquette) 803 (if).
- MoN TMORENCY: Ques. (1fr. Langolier, Montmorency) 45(i).

- 8ALARIEd : Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 21 (i) ; (Mr. Choqueti)
671 (if).

STATUTEs, REVISED, Or CANADA, COMMISSIONRO&, &o. : Que. (3ir.

Somerville) 205 (i).
- DiSTRIBUTION TO JUSTICES : Quos. (Mr. Meffullen) 668 (ii).
- FRENCH EDITION : Ques. (Mr. Pr«fontatne) 142 (i).

VOTERa' LISTS IN P.E. COUNTY, Oor or REvIsIoN, &o.i M. for Ret.°
(Ufr. Platt) 369 (i).

- MONTMORENCY: M. (Kr. Langelier, Montmorency) to lay on
Table, 528 (i).

- REvISION: Remarks on M. for Oom. of Sup., 649 (ii).
UNDER FRANCHISE ACT-: remark (fr. Charlton) $05 (i).

Seduction, &c. See " CRIMINAL LAw."
SEIZURE oF BRITISH VESSELS IN BEHRING's SEI : Queo, (Mr.

Mitchell) 21 (i).
SEIZURES oF VESSELS IN N.S., &C , ROM 1885 TO 1887: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Jones) 110 (i).
SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES. ee " COMMITTEES."

SENATE: in Com. of Sup., 660, 1238; conc., 1267 (i).
Senate Representation for the N.W.T. B. No. 17

(Sir John A. Macdonald). 10, 74; 20, 197; in Oom.,
246, 301 ; 3°*, 302 (i). (50-51 Vic., c. 3.)

SERVIS TIE PLATES : in Com. of Sup., 829 (i).
SESSIONAL PAPERS, INDEXING: Remarks (Mr. Davies) 1074;

(hir. Bergin) 1074 (ii).
SETTLEMENT IN N.W.T., ENCOURAGEMENT: Ques. (Kr. Lan.

derkin) 1002 (ii).
SEWING MACHINES: cone. in Ways and Means, 434 (i).

SEWING THREAD, COTTON: conc. in Ways and Means, 437(i).

SHELBIURNE HARBOR ISLANDS: Que. (Mr. Robertson, Shet.
burne) 668 (ii).

SHIEPPAED, E. E., AND TORONTO MAGISTRATES:- Ques. (1fr.
Langelier, Mmntmorency) 1199 (ii).

----- WA UNT POU ARU T : Ques. (Mr. Pr#fontaine) 48.
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SHINGLE BOLTS, 8Aw LoGOs, &C.: con. in Ways and Means,

510-514 (i).
Ship Laborers' Protection. See " CRIMINAL LAW."
SHIP LABORERS, QUE.: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 1006 (ii).
SUIPPING NEWs AND TELEGRAPI SERVICE : Ques. (Kr.

Mitchell) 312 (i).
SHIRTS, oOTtoN oIk LINEN: conc. in Ways and Means,

450-*2 ().
SHoE AND SHOEMAKERs' INK: conc. in Ways and Means,

426 (i).
SHORT LINE RY., MATERIALS USED IN CONSTRUCTION: Ques.

(Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 383 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 119 (ii).

$9oVELs AND SPADES: conc. in Ways and Means, 463 (i),
965 (ii).

Bick and Distressed Mariners' B. No. 76 (Mr.
.1ater). 1°, 360 (i); 2°* and in Com., 643 (ii); 30*,
644 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 40.)

SITTINGS OF THE H!OUSE: Remarks on Prorogation (Mr.Milis)

1270 (ii).
Six NATION INDIANS. See "INDIANS."

SIzING-CREAM, &o.: conc. in Ways and Means, 445 (i).
SKATIS: conc. in Ways and Means, 506 (1).

SLATEs, 1OooFING: in Com. on Ways and Means, 965 (ii).

- SCHOoL AND WRIIING: conc. in Ways and Means,

439 (i).
SLEDGEs, TRACK ToOLS, &0.: conc. in Ways and Means,

507 (i).
SLIDES AND BooMs: in Com. of SIp., 1246 (ii).
SOCKS AND STOCKINGý: in Com. on Ways and Means, 965 (ii)

Solicitor General appointment B. No. 42 (Mr.
Thompson). Res. prop. and 1°, 191 (i); 2° m., 889;
20*, Res. and B. in Com. and 30*, 1121 (ii). (50-51

Vic., c. 14.)
Sorel Harbor Improvements, &c., provision B.

No. 148 (Mr. Labelle). 1°*, 925 (ii).
South-Eastern Ry. Co. (Sale) authorisation B.

No. 58 (Mr. Ball). 1°*, 300; M. for 20, 369; 20*,

444 (i).
--- objection taken to 2° (Mr. Laurier) 369 (ii).

4,uth Norfolk Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 66 (Mr.
d1ale). 1 , 318; 20*, 444 (i)'; in Com. and 3° 758

(ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 86.)
-- SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com.,

1261 (ii).

South Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Co.'s incorp.
Act Amt. B. No. 86 (Mr. Trow). 1°*, 413; Ytbdia,
C01 (i).

SoUTH VICTORIA, ONT.: Ret. of Member Elect, 277 (i).

South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 80 (Sir
Donald &iith). 1°*, 383; 2e* 539 (i).

SpEAnR, ELEOTION OF. See " HOUSE OF COMMONs.
SPEEC PROM THE THRoNE : rep. (Mr. Speaker) 3 (i); Pro.

rogation, 1276 (ii).

Speedy Tridgs Aot Amt. Beo iC'RImNA LAw."

SPIRITS EXPORTED AND CORN IMPORTED: Ques. (Mir. McM&ul-
len) 143 (i).

SPIRITS SEIZED AND OoNFISCATED: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Lange-
lier, Montmorency) 803 (fi).

SPRUCE AND ELM LoGs: in Com. on Ways and Means,
96Ô (ii). See " CUSToMS."

"Standard" Printing and Publishing Co.'s in-
corp. R No. 106 (Mr. Small). 1°*, 515 (i); Z.*,
638; in Com. and 3°*, 850 (fi). (50-51 Vi., c. 323.)

STATION HOUSE AT CAP ST. IGNACE : M. for .Ret. (MIr. CAO-
guette) 103, 377 (i).

STATIONERY FOR USE OF PARLT.: Remarks on M. to conc. in

Rep. of Printing Com. 951, (ii).
STATUTES, CONSOLIDATION OF: in Com. of Sap., 1190 (ii).

Statutes, Publication (Chap. 2 Rev. Statutes) Amt.
B. No. 159 (Mr. Chapleau) 1°, 1033; 2Q*, 1121; in
Com., 1122; 3° on a div., 1124 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 2.)

STATUTE5, REVISED, DISTRIBUTION TO JUSTICES: Ques. (Ur.
McMullen) 668 (fi).

COMMISSIONERS, &C.: Qas. (gr. Sornerville) 205 (i).
-- FRENo EDITION: Ques. (Mr. Prfiontaine) 142 (i).

SUPPLEMENT: in Com. of Sup.,'1247 (ii).
STEAM ENGINES, PORTABLE: conc. in Ways and Means, 505.
STEAMBoAT INSPECTION: in CoMn. of SUp., 1068 (ii).

STEAMSIIIP SUBVENTIONS See " SUPPLY."

STEEL. See " IRON INDUsITRY."
STEPHENSON, MR. R., EMPLOYMENT BY GoVT.: QUCs. (Mr.

Mallory) 669 (ii).
STILLS, ILLICIT, SEIZURES, &o., 1878 To 1886 : M. for Stmnt.*

(Mr. Rinfret) 153 (i).
Stores. See " PUBLIC STORs."
STRAITs OF NORTHUMBERLAND SURVEYS: M. for Copies*

(Mr. Perry) 803 (ii),
STIANGE, GENL, REP. re 9TII AND 65TH BATTALIONS: QUOS.

(Mr. Anlyot) 610 (ii).
Subsidies (land) authorisation B. No. 164 (Mr.

White, Cardwell). Res. prop. and in C(om., 1117; 1°*
and 20* of B., 1120; in Cjm. and 3°*, 1221 (ii). (50-
51 Vic., c. 23.)

Subsidies (land) to Rys. Act Amt. B. No. 161
(Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°, 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 1074
(ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 22.)

Subsidies (money) to Rys. authorisation B. No.
170 (Mr. Pape). Res. prop., 1142 ; in Gom, 1249;
10* and 2°* of B., in Com. and 3°*, 1266 (ii), (50,-l
Vic., c. 170.) ,

Subsidy to P.E.I. provision B. No. 189 (Sir Charles
Tupper). Res. prop., 708; in Com., 8i4; 1,* Qf a,
817; 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 1029 (ii). (051 Vic., c.. 8.)

SUBSIDIES, RAILWAY, LIABILITIES FoR:. IROMarks (Mr.
Blake) 15 (i).

SUBSLDIES. Sée
ALBERTA AND ATHAB&SoA RAILWAY (o. See B. 164,
ARTHABASKA AND WOL' RAILWAY Co.
BAÂUHAÂROIB JUNOTios RAILWAY Co.
BaANTiroaD, WATar.Eoo AxD LAxa Eixr RALWAy Co.
BRIDGE ov0R ST. LAwazxscu Rivia AT 0oTÂUA L. ANze.
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SUBSIDIES -Continued.

OARAQUuT IRAILWAY O.

CARILLON AND GRENVILLE RAILWAY 00.
OIOoUTII AND LAru8 T. JOUX R&ILWAY CO.
OORNWA6LIS VALLUY RAILWAY GO.
CUTTNaLND RAILWAY AND OAL CO.
DRUmmxD COUNTY RAILWAY o.
GREAT EABTNRN RAILWAY Co.

GUELPH JUNCTION RAILWAY 00.
HÂRvNY BaANcsH RAILwAY Co.
JACqua 0AurIMR UNIoN RAILWAY 00.
JoeGINS RAILwAY Co.
LAKU EuRI, Essex AND DETROIT RIVER RAILWAY 00.
LAKE TÉMISCAMINGUE RAILWAY CO.
LAuniNGTON AND ST. GLIRE RAILWAY GO.
MASsAWIPPI RAILWAY o,
MEDICINE RAT RAILWAT AND COAL CO. See B. 161•
MONOTON AND BUCTOUCHI RAILWAY CO.
MONTREAL AND 0NAMPLAIN JUNOTION RAILWAY Co.
NAPANEE, TAMWORTH AND QUEBEC RAILWAY GO.

NoVA SCOTIA CENTRAL RAILWAY Co.

ONTARIO AND PACIFIC RAILWAY 00.
OSNAWA RAILWAY AND NAViGATrON 00.
QU'APPELLE, LONG LAKE AND SASKATCHEWAN RAILWAY AND STHAM-

arHP Go. See B 164.
QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN RATILWY GO.
RioemON H1LL JUNCTIoN RAILWAY Go.
SOUTE NORFOLK RAILWAY CO.
ST. CATHARINES AND NIAaARA GENTRAL RAILWAY 00.
ST. JOHN VALLEY AND RIVER DU Loup RAILWAY 0.

br. LAwRENcE AND Lowia LAURENTIAN RAILWAY 0o.

TEEsWATIR AND INVERHURoN RAILWAY 00.
TixIsOoUATA RAILWAY Go.

TOBIQUE VALLEY RAILWAY Go.
VAUDREUIL AND PRNsOOTT RAILwAY Go.
WoODsTooK, N.B, AND CENTREVILLE.

StUBWAY FRON P.E.I. TO MAINLAND: Quos. (Mr.
142 (i).

-- LETTER TO .SENATOR HOWLAN: Ques. (Mr.
527 (i).

Welsh)

Perry)

- - Qaes. (Wr. Welsh) 101 (1).

SUGAR DUTIEs: deb. in Ways and Means, 464-472 (i).
SUPERANNUATION : in Com. of SUp., 1170 (ii).
SUPPLIES TO STa. "LANSDOWNE ": in Com. of Sap., 1062 (ii).

Supply B. No. 169 (Sir Charles Tupper). 10*, 2o*, and
30, 1273 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 1).

SUPPLY:
[Only subjects which caused remark or discussion noted

under this head.]
RaMARKs TO Me. FOR COM : Revi.ion of Votera' Lista (gr. Vills)

619; 9th Battalion, Quebec (Mr. Amyot) 708; Commercial
Relations with France (Mr. Amyot) 817; Winter port of0. P.R.
( Mr. Weld>n, St. John) 987 ; 0. P.R. Rolling Stock purchased
from Onderdonk & Co (Wr.gulock) 1034; M. F. O'Donoghue,
claim of (Mr. Landerkin) 1077, 1079; Duties on Iron (Sir Rich-

ard Cltwright) 1O9; Impriaonment for Libel (Mfr. Hills,
Bothwell) 1234; Oth Battalion Accounts re Rebellion (Mr.
Amyot) 1234 (fi).

Muas. rlox His Ex., transimitting Estimates for 1887-88, 318 (i);
Suppl. Estimates for 1886-87, 1887-88, 952; Further Suppl.,
1886-87, 1152 (Üi).

là. ro cou.: 13, 591 (i), 619, 703, 817, 916, 967, 1034, 1077, 1129,
1233 (ii).

Ras. (Sir Charles Tupper) for Oom,, 13; in Om , 591 (i), 651, 717,
823, 916, 971, 1057, 1081, 1093, 1129, 1237 (ii).

COMMITTEE :

4dmiaistration of Justice. See "Justice."

SUPPLY-Continued.
CoMMITTE -Continued.

Arts, Agriculture and Statistic:
Agrieultural Societies, Aid to, 1240 (ii).
Archives, Care of, 717, 745 (ii).
Chipman, C. C., Payment to for Services re Col.

Ex., 1166 (ii).
Criminal Statistios, 718 (ii).
Dominion Exhibition, 718 (ii):
Experimental Farms, 720 (ii).
lealth Statistics, 718 (ii).
Imporial Institute, Contribution towards, 728;

conc , 1267 (ii).
Patent Record, 717 (ii),

Canals. See "Railways" and " Colleation of Revenues."
Charges of Management :

Assistant Receiver General, Halifax, 591 (i).
Auditor and RZeceiver General, Winnipeg, 591 (i).
Brokerage, &c., 4 per cent. Loans, 593 (i).
Dominion Notes, Printing, 597 (i).
Financial Commissioner, England, 594 (i).
Interest on Public Debt, 593 (i)
Savings Banks (country) N,B., N.S., B.C., 593 (i),

Cit il Govei nment
Agriculture, Dept. of, 614 (i), 1164 (ii).
Auditor General's Office, 612 (i).
Contingencies, Departmental:

High Commissionor, 651 (ii).
Post Office and Finance Depts., 653 (ii).

Customs, Dept. of, 613 (i), 1237 (ii).
Fisheries, Dept. of, 1237 (ii).
Governor General's Secretary's Offcee, 593 (i).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, 1237 (ii).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, 612 (i), 1163; cono.,

1267 (ii).
Interior, Dept. of, 1129 (ii).

Geological Survey, 1162, 1185 (ii).
Justice, Dept. of, 612 (i), 1162, 1237 (i).

Penitentiaries Branch, 1287 (ii).
Marine, Dept. of, 614 (i).
Militia and Defence, Dopt. of, 612 (i).
Postmaster General's Dept., 614 (i).
Printing and Stationery, Dept. of, 612 (i).
Privy Council Office, 597, 601 (i), 1159; cono.,

1266 (ii).

Public Works, Dept. of, 614 (i).
Railways and Canals, Dept of, 614 (t).
Secretary of State, bapt. of,_612 (i), 1162 (ii).

Collection of Revenues:
Canals :

Repairs and Working Expenses, 1113 (ii).
Salaries and Contingencies, canal officers,

1113 (ii).
Customs, 1129, 1195 (ii).
Dominion Lands, 1136, 1197 (ii).
Excise, 1115, 1195 (ii).
Liquor License Act, 1197 (ii).
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SUPPLY-Continued.
COMMITT I -Continued.

Collection of Revenues-Continued.
Post Office, 1135, 1196 (ii).
Public Works:

Agent and Contingencies, B.0., 1114 (ii).
Telegraph Lines, B. C., 1114 (ii).

Railways-Repairs, &c. :
Eastern Extension, 1113, 1196 (ii).
Intercolonial, 1113, 1196; conc., 1269.

Oustoms. See " Collection of Revenues."
Dominion Lands-Capital:

Surveys, Printing of Plans, &c., 1197 (ii).
Dominion Lands-Income. See " Collection of Revenues."
Excise. See " Collection of Revenues."
Pisheries :

Bounties to Fishermen, 1072 (ii).
Deep Sea Exploration, B. C., 1186 (ii).
General Vote, 1069 (ii).
Hatcheries, 1069 (ii).
Protection Steamers and Vessels, 1081 (ii).
Rogers' Fish.way, 1069 (ii).

Geoogical Survey :
Dawson, Dr., extra services, 1162 (ii).
Mercier, Français, payment for collection, 1185 (ii)

Government Steamers. See " Ocean and River Service."
Immigration :

General Vote, 730; cono., 1267 (ii).
In4ians :

Annuities under Robinson Treaty, 1093 (ii).
British Columbia, 1094, 1186 (ii).
Manitoba, 1186 (ii).
North-West Territories, 1099, 1186 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 1094, 1186 (ii).
Ontario, Quebec and Maritime Provinces, 1093 (i).
Survey of Reserves, Ont. and Que., conc., 1270 (ii).

Insurance :
Salary, &c., of Superintendent, 1073 (ii).

Justice, Administration of :
County Courts, N.B., 654 (ii).
General Vote, 654 (ii).
Supreme and Exchequer Courts, 654 (ii).
Wood, J. P., County Court Judge, extra services,

1164 (i).
Legislation :

House of Commons:
Salaries, per Clerk's Estimate, 660, 1164, 1239;

cone., 1269 (ii).
Miscellaneous:

Debates, Publication, &c., 667 (ii).
Elections, services of 0. 8. employés, 1165 (ii).
Franchise Act, expenses under, 667, 1165, 1240;

conc., 1269 (ii).
Library of Parliament, salaries, &c., 667; pur-

chase of bcoks, 1165 (ii).
Parliamentary Companion, 1189 (ii).

Sanate:
Salaries and contingencies, 660, 1238; conc., 1267.

SUPPLY-Continued.
COMM1T TE-Continued.

Lighthouse and Coast Service:
Agencies, Rents and Contingencies, 1062 (ii).
Guinane, Mrs. E. M., gratuity, 1186 (ii).
Lighthouse and Fog-Alarms, construction, &c.,

1067 (ii).
Lights, Fog-Whistles, &c., maintenance, 1065 (ii).
Salaries, &c., Lighthouse-keepers, 1058 (ii).

Liquor License Act. See " Collection of Revenues."
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions:

Campbeliton and Gaspé, 991 (ii).
France and Quebec, 986, 1057; conc., 1269 (ii).
Halifax to Murray Harbor and Charlottetown,

991 (ii).
Liverpool and London and St. John, N.B., and

Halifax, N.S., 969 (ii).
Port Mulgrave to East Bay, 991 (ii).
St. John and Basin of Minas ports, 1185 (ii).

Marine fospitals :
General Vote, 1068 (ii).

Meteorological Service. See " Scientific Institutions,"
i ilitia:

Ammunition. Clothing, &c , 751 (ii).
Baird, Lieut.-Col. W. T., gratuity, 1171 (i).
Barracks in B. C., 766 (i).
Batteries, Artillery Schools, &c., 759 (Üi).
Bergin, Surgeon General, 1240 (il).
Campbell,C., précis on Defences of Canada,1170 (ii)
Contingencies, including Grants, 753 (ii).
Drill Instruction, 753 (ii).
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, 763 (ii).
Military Branch and Dktrict SLff, salaries, 748 (ii).
Military Properties, care of, '84 (ii).
Rifled Ordnance, Improved, 763 (ii).
Royal Military College, Kingston, 755, 758; conc.,

1268 (ii).
Miscellaneous :

Bartlett's Work on Coal and Iron productions of
the Dom., 1247 (ii).

Chamberlin,B., payment for extra services, 11 5 (ii)
Commercial Agencies, 1112 (ii).
Cornwall Floods, relief, 1190, 1238 (ii).
Dunscombe, Wm., services re seizure of Atalaya,

1248 (ii).
Duties, commutation of, 1112 (ii).
Extra Clerks, preparing Returns, 1112 (ii).
Fish and Fish Oil, refund of Duties, 1191 (ii).
Government in Keewatin, expenses, 1112 (ii).
Government in N.W. T., expenses, 1112 (ii).
Hot Springs, Banff, N.W. T., 1189, 1247 (ii).
Histoire Généalogique des Familles Françaises,

1247 (ii).
Hudson's Bay Expedition, 1189 (ii).
Insane Asylum, Man., Grant to, 1247 (ii).
McLean, T. A., indemnity to, 1187 (ii).
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SUPPLY-Contnued.

CoxmirTac-Continued.
Miscellaneous-Continued.

Micmac Dictionary (Dr. Rand's) 1247 (ii).
Newboro' Post Office, Savings Bank Funds,

1189 (ii).
"Parliamentary Companion," 1189 (il).
Printing Bureau, Cost of Organisation and Plant,

1113 (if).

Royal Society, Publication of Proceedings, 1248 (i)
St. Catharines Milling and Lamber Co., Indemnity

for Costs, 1187 (ii).
Statutes, Consolidation of, 1190 (ii).
Statutes, Revised, Supplement, 1247 (ii).

Mounted Police:
General Vote, 1112 (fi).
Gratuities, Work, &c., 1186 (if).

Observatories. See "Scientific Institutions."
Ocean and River Service :

Government Steamers, maintenance, &c., 1057 (ii).
Napoleon l, refund to McPherson, 1185 (ii).
Northern Light, repairs, new boiler, &o., 1247 (if).
Prince Edward Island Winter Service, 1058 (ii).
Rewards for Saving Life, 1057 (fi).

Penitentiaries:
British Columbia, 660 (fi).
Dorchester, 659 (ii).
Kingston, 657 (ii).
Manitoba, 659 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul, 659, 1159 (ii).

Pensions :
Rebellion of 1885, on account of, 746 ; cone.,

1267 (ii).
Veterans of War of 1812 ; conc., 1267 (if).

Post Ogioe. See " Collection of Revenues."
Quarantine :

General Vote, 743 ; conc, 1267 (if).
Pleuro.pneumonia and Slaughter of Cattle,1170 (ii).

Public Works*-Capital:
Buildings :

Library of Parliament, Claim of Farquhar & Co.,
1242 (ii).

Ottawa, additional Block, 916 (if).
Harbors and Rivers :

Cape Tormentine Harbor, 918 (ii).
Port Arthur Iarbor, &c., construction, 916 (ii).

Public Works-Zncome :
Buildings :-British Columbia, 977 (if).

New Brunswick, 971, 1242 (ii).
North-West Territories, 977, 1245 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 918 (ii).
Ontario, 975, 1183, 1242 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 924 (ii).
Quebec, 971, 1183, 1242 (il).
Repairs, Furniture, &o., 1184, 1245; cone., 1269.

Ile " coliection of Revenueq."

SUPPLY-Continued.
CommTT-Continued.

Public Works-Income-Continued.
Dredging, 980 (il).
Experimental Farme, 982 (ii).

Harbors and Rivers:-British Columbia, 980 (ii).
Manitoba, 980 (ii).
New Brunswick, 979, 1184 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 978, 1245 (ii).
Ontario, 980, 1184, 1246 ; cono., 1269 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 979 (ii).
Quebec, 980, 1184 (ii).

Miscellaneous Public Works, 982, 1185 (ii).
Roads and Bridges, 1185 (ii).
Slides and Booms, 1246 (ii).
Telegraphs, 982 (ii).

Railways* and Canals-Capital:
Canals :

Carillon, payment to Valuators, 1179 (ii).
Cornwall, 832 (ii).
Culbute, 838 (ii).
Lachine, 832 (ii).
Murray, 832 (ii).
St. Lawrence River and Canals, 832 (ii).
Tay, 838, 1179 (ii).
Tront River Navigation, 835 (ii).
Sault Ste. Marie, 830; cone., 1268 (i).
Welland, 835 (ii).
Williamsburg, 832 (ii).
Cooper, R. W., services re Tay, 1179 (ii).

Railways :
Canadian Pacific:

British Columbia section, 1171 (ii).
General Vote, 766; conc., 1267 (il).
Jones, L. K., salary as Private Secretary, 766.

Cape Breton Railway: Construction, 829 (il).
Intercolonial:

Halifax, accommodation at, 1241 (ii).
Halifax Extension, 767 (fi).
Indiantown Branch, 1174 (ii).
Moncton, accommodation at, 781 (ii).
Rolling Stock, 823, 1177 (ii).
St. Charles Branch, 1176 (ii).
St. John, accommodation at, 1173 (ii).
Servis Tie Plates, 829 (i).

Prince Edward Island Railway:
Extension to Charlottetown, station-yard, &c.,

1178 (ii).
Scientific Institutions :

Meteorological Observatories, 1068 (if).
Steamboat Inspection :

General Vote, 1068 (il).
Steamship Subventions. See "M ail Subsidies."
Superannuation :

Neville, C. S., gratuity on retiring from C. S.,
1170 (ii).

* For Repairs and Working Expenses, see "ollection of Revenues."
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SUPPLY-Continued.

CoMMITTEE-Continued.
Railways and Canals-Income:

Canals:

Beauharnois, 838 (ii).
Lachine, 838 (ii).
Lake St. Francis Road Dyke, 1242 (ii).
Royal Commission on Leasee, 1180 (ii).
Rideau, 838; conc., 1268 (ii).
St. Anne's, Residence and Office, 1180 (ii).
St. Peter's, Perley, H. F., services, 1180 (ii).
Williamsburg, 838 (ii).
Williams, barge, payment on accoant of sinkirg

1182 (ii).
Railways:

Royal Commission on Railways, 1179 (ii)
Territorial Accounts :

General Vote, 1886-87, 1197; for 1887-88, 1218.
Unprovided Items :

General Vof e for 1885-86, 1198 (ii).
CONCURRENCE, 2266-1270 (ii),

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B.
No. 18 (lir. Tupper, Pictou) 1°, 74 (i).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act (trial of
claims) Amt. B. No. li (Mr. Thompson). 1°*,
524; prop. Res., 590 (i) ; 2° of B. m., 810 ; 2°, 814;

Res. in Com., 814; B. in Com., 873, 876 ; Res. cone. in,
884; B. in Com. and 30 on a div., 890; Sen. Amits.
cone. in, 1222 (ii). (50-51 vic., c. 16.)

SUPUEME AND EXcHEQUER COURTS: in Com. of Sap., 654 (ii).
SURVEY, CAUGENAWAGA INDIAN RESERVE: Ques. (Mr. Doyon)

1006 (ii).
--- RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION IN C.B. : M. for copics, &c.

(Mr. Flynn) 7'0 (ii)'
PRINTING or PLANS, &C. : in Com. of Sup., I197 (ii).

STR AITS OF NORTHUMBERLAND. M. for copieb* (Mr.

Ferry) 803 (ii).
SWISHER, J., APPLICATION FOR REMUNERATION: Ques. (àir.

Wilson, Elgin) 365, 368 (i).
TAoxs, BRADS, &c.: conc. in Ways and Means, 516 (i).
TARIFF, THE. See " WAYs AND MEANS."

TARPAULIN: in Com. on Ways and Means, 523 (i).
TEA IMPORTs FRoM -CHINA AND JAPAN: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Bowman) 23 (i).
Teeswater and Inverhuron Ry. Co.'s B No. 130

(Mr. Cargill). l°*, 745; 20*, 785; in Com., and 30*,

925 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 90)
-- SuBsIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com., 1261.

TELEGRAPH LINEs (B.C.): in Com. of Sup., 1114 (ii).
TELEGRAPH SERVICE (B.C.): Ques. (Mr. -Reid) 1005 (ii).
TELEGRAPIIS: in COM. Of Sup., 992 (i).
TELEORIPHIC SIGNAL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (i).

Témiscouata Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. No.
81 (Mr. Grandbois). l>*, 3,3; 20*, 539 (i); in Com.
and 30*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic, c. 71.)

--- SùBsi1D; pi'op. ]Res. (Mt'. I'ôpe 1143 (i).
TERRITORIAL ACooUNTs: in Com. of Sap., 1197, 1248 (ii).

Threats, Intimidations, &c., &ee " CRIMINAL LAW.
TIMBER CUT ON INDIAN LANDS, CoMPENsATIoN: Quels. (gr.

Cook) 1005 (ii).
-- LCENSES AND CRowN TITLEs: M. for Rot.* (Mr.

Dawson) 803 (ii).
TINSMITHS' TooLS, &o.: in Com. on Ways and Means, 965 (ii).
ToBAcco, ILLEGAL SALES AND SEIZURES: M. for Stmnt.*

Mr. Rinfret) 153 (i).
INCREASED DUrY ON: Qaes. (14r. Bourassa) 313 (i).
Ques. (Mr. ' hérien) 320 (i).

TOBIQUE YALLEY RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Kr.
Pope) 1143 (ii).

ToMATOES: conc. in Ways and Means, 440 (i).
TORONTO UARBOR [MPROVEMENTS: M. for copies Of Reps.

&c (Mr. .McMullen) 797 (ii).
TRACADIE HAOR, DREDGING: M. for Cor. (Mr. Welsh) 213.
Trade and Commerce Organisation R. No. 7 (Sir

John A. Macdonald). 1°, 20; prop, Res., 191; 20*, 192;
M, for Com. on Res., 361 (i) ; M. for Com. on B. 863;
in Com., 867; Res. in Com., 884; B. in Com. and 3°*,
890 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 10.)

TRADE AND NAvIGATION REP. : presented (Xir. Bowell) 13 (i),
TRANSPORT OF VOLUNTEERS TO RIFLE MATCHES: in Com. of

Stip., 751 (ii).
TRiAivis, JiREMIi, AJPINTMENT Ais JuDaE Ix N.W.T.

Ques. (Mr. Watson) 143 (i).
-- REP. or JUDGE TAYLoR: M. for opy* (Kr. MulooA)
803 (ii).

TREATIES. See "CoMERCIAL," "REcrPRoorry."

TRENT RIVER BooMs AND PIERS: QUes. (Mr. .Mallory) 708.
TRENT YALLEY CANAL WORKS: Ques. (Mr. Barron) 669 (ii).
Trial of Claims. See "SUPREME AND EXCIIEQUER COURT."

TRUNKS, ALL KINDS: cone. in Ways and Means, 445 (i).
TUBs OR FLUES: conC. in Ways and Mens, 506 (i); in

Com., 965 (ii).
UNPARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE AND CONDUCT : Reproofs (Mr.

Speaker) 66, 110, 180, 298, 333,353, 374, 619, 704, 705 (ii)
UNPROVIDED ITEMS: in Com of Sup, 1198 (hi).
UPHILL AND VICTORIA ROAD POSTAL SERVICE : Qaes. (Mr.

Barron) 364 (i).
Upper Columbia River Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No.

49 (Mr. Mara). 1°*, 223 ; 2°, 320 (i) ; in Com. and
y*, 850 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 95)

VACANCY, RESTIGOUCHE, NOTIFICATON (Mr. Speaker) 277 (i).
VAl\KOUGHNET, MR., AND REV. J. ROBERTSON; Cor. between:

M. for Ret.* (Hr. Somerville) 369 (i).
VANC-1UVER ISLAND, LIFEs-AVING STATION : QueS. (Kr.

Shakespeare) 45 (i).
VARNISH ES, &a. : cono. in Ways and Means, 439 (i).
VAUDREUIL AND PRESOTT RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Pope) 1142; in Com., 1259 (ii).
VEGETABLES : conc. in Ways and Veans, 440 (f).
VENEERs, WooD: cono. in Ways and Means, 452 (i).
VENTILATION oF BoUSE or CoMmONS : M. for Cor. (Mr.

Charlton) 786 (ii).
VERMICELLI, &C.: COno. in Ways and Means, 460 (i).
VZSEL oiiARDED, &C., BY OFrOEm IN FINlaESeM Pae-

TECTION SERVICE : M. for Ret. (Mr. .ElIs) 220 (i).

1xxxvi
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VIES8LS SIIZED IN N.S., 1885 to 1887: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Jones) 110 (i).

VETERANS OP 1837, IsSUE oF SCRIP TO: Ques. (Mr. Purcell) 320.

VETERAS oP WAa oF 1812: conC., 1267 (ii).
VOLUNTEERS KIT. See " KIT ALLOWANCE."

VOLUNTEERS SERVICES, REBELLION oF 1837: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Purcell) 366 (i).

VOTE ON DISALLOWANCE: Personal Explanation (Mr.

Mitchell) 588 (i), 616 (ii).
VOTERS' LIsTS. See "SECRETARY OF STATE."

WALBANK, MR., EMPLOYMENT As SURVEYoR: QuOs. (Mr.

Doyon) 100G (ii).
WALL PAPEa. See " PAPER HANGINGS,"

WAR CLAIMS PAID*AND REJECTED: QuoS. (Mr. Rolton) 1003.

WATCH ACTIoNs, &c.: cone. in Ways and Means, 44() (i).

Waterloo and Magog Ry. Co.'s B. No. 100 (Mr.
Kîrkpatrick). 1°*, 515; 20*, 601 (); in Corn. and

30*, 925 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 68).
WATTERS, T. J., SUMS PAID AS SEIZING OFFICER : QUe8. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 1002 (ii).
WAYS AND M EANS: Ms. (Sir Charles Tupper) for Com.,

13, 516 (i); conc., 413, 441, 480 ; M. for Com., 954; in
Com., 963-967 (ii).

TAnirr CHANGES : (advertising pictures) 426 (i), 965 (il); (agricultu.
ral machines) 480-488 (i), 965 (il) ; (axes) 461 (i), 965 (ii ; (axles

and Eprings) 462; (barrels) 415; (telting) 431; (blacking) 426;
(hiueing) 426; (boiler tubes) 506 (i); (book:) 965 (ii); (braces)

427 (i); (brick, fire) 967 (ii); (British gum dressing) 445; (buggies'
&c.) 427; (battons, vegetable and ivory) 427; (carriages) 427 (i);
(chromos) 965 (ii) ; (cigars and cigarettes) 439 (i) ; (clay tobacco

pipes) 965 (i) ; clothes wringers) 523; (clothing) 523 (i), 965 (ii) ;,
(collars, cotton or linen) 445; (colored fabrics) 452 (1); (combs,
toilet) 964; (comforters, bed) 964 (ii); (cotton fabrics) 428-432;
(cuffs, cotton or linen) 445; (cutlery, plated) 435; (dressine) 445

(earthenware and stoneware) 432 (i); (elin logs) 966 (ii)
(fabries) 452; (farm waggcns, &c.) 427; (fe:'ro-manganese)
488; (fertilisers) 452-161; (fi tg-stonez) 433; (flAks) 433;
(flior oil-cloth) 434, 516; (flaez) 506; (free lis') 508 (i); (glass)
968 (ûi); (glass carboys) 433; (glue) 446; (gold and silver leaf)
434; (hardware) 507-515; (harness, &c.) 426 (i), 965 (ii); (hoer,
&c.) 462 (i), 935; (hay knives) 965 (ii); (iron industry) 468, 488,
504, 522 (i), 965, 1207 (i) ; (iron manufactures) 507 (i); (ivory and

born)966(ii); (jeansand coutilles) 428; (labels, fruit) 508; (leather,
sùla) 434 (i), 965 (ii) ; (lemons) 460; (liquorice root) 431 ; (linseed
oïl) 964 (ii); (locomotives) 504; (msecaroni, &c) 460 ()

(marble) 964 (ii); (nattocks) 462 ; (mowing machines) 479 ; (riails,
&c ) 523; (newspapers) 416-449; (aut,, kc ) 523; (oil-cloth, flbor)
434, 516 (i); (oil, linseed) 934; (opium) 961 (ii) ; (oranges) 460;
(paper hangings) 434, 516; (paper, tarred) 461; (phials) 433;
(photograpbic dry plates) 449; (pianofortes) 523; (pickles, bottled)
435; (picks) 462; (pictures, show cards) 426 (i), 965 (ii); (plated
cutlery) 435; (plumbago) 435; (pocket books) 415; (potatoe) 440 ;,
(printing presses) 508; (purses) 445 ; (rakes) 463 (î), 965 thi>i
(rivets) 523; (salt, coarse) 435-439; saw-logs) 510 (i), 966 (il) i
(screwa) 507, 522; (eewing machines) 434; (sewing thread, cotton)
427; (shingle bolts) 510-514; (shirts) 450-453; (choe and shoe-
makers' ink) 426; (shovels and spades) 463 (i), 935 (hi); (sizing
cream) 445; (skates) 508; (slates) 439 (i), 965; (socks and stock-
inge) 935 (i) ; (spikes, &c.) 523 (i); (-pruce logs) 965 (ii) ; (steam

engines)504, 505; (steel manufactures) 507 (i), 935 (ii) ; (stoneware)
432; (tarpaulin) 523 (i); (tinsmith's tools) 965 (ii); (tomatoes)
440 ; (track tools) 507; (trunks) 445; (tubes) 506 (t), 965 (ii) ;
(varnishes) 439 ; (vegetables) 440 ; (vermicelli, & c.) 460 ; (veneers,
wood) 452 ; (washers, &c.) 523; (watch actions) 410 (i); (wire,
iron and steel) 95 (ii); (woollen fabric) 440 (1).

Weighers. See " LICENBED."

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES REP.: presented (MIr. Costigan) 19.
WELLAND CANAL BRIDsE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 295 (i).
WELLBANK8, DANL., COMPLAINT AGAINST : M. for 0opie8*

(M. .Plait) £03 (ii).
WELLINGTON HARBOR OF REFUGE: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Platt) 369 (i).

Western Assurance Co.'s Act Amt. B. No. 60.
(Mr. Cockburn). 1°*, 300; 2°*, 369 (i); in Com. and
30* 850 (i). (51-51 Vic., c. 102.)

Western Canada Loan and Savings Co.'s B. No.
128 (Mr. .McCarthy). 1'*, 7c2 ; ao*, 785; in Com.
and 3°*, 92-5 (ii). (50-51 vic., c. 109.)

Western Counties Ry. Co.'s B. No. 117 (Mr. Mills,
Annapolis). l0*, 638; L°*, 758; in Com. and 30*
1016 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 7)

Western Counties Ry. Co.'s Confirmation of
Agreement B. No. 157 (Mr. Pope). Rtes. prop.
à9 (1); in com. und 1'>* of B., 1031; 2w M.,
l127i 2o, in Com. and 30*, 1129 (ii). (51-51 Tc.

c. 25. )
WEST HEAD HARBOR LIGHT : QUes. (Mr. Robertson, Shel.

burne) 786 (ii).
WEST INDIA COMMISSIoN: Ques. (Ur. Jones) 278 (i).

1-EP. or CoMMIssIONER: Ques. (Ur. Jones) 74 (i).
WESTPOINT, P.E.I., WHiArRF REPAIRs: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 21.

WmHITEFISII lIVEIR INDIAN UESELRVE: M. for Rot. (Ur. Bar.
ron) 802 (ii).

WHITE MUD RIVER, MAN , IMpRIovEMsrS: Ques. (Mr.

Watson) 102 (i).
WIHITE POPULATION IN MAN.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

14 (i).
WHISKEY PUT UP AS VINEGAR: Ques. (Mr. Guay) 102 (i).
-- UNLAWFUL MANUFACTURE: Ques. (Mr. Guay) 20 (i).
"WILLIAMS,'' BARGE, PAYMENT ON ACCOUNT OF SINKING: in

COm. of sup., 1182 (ii).
WILLIAMSBURG CANAL: in ComI. of Sup., 838 (i).
WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIS RY. Co., RY. DZPT., &C.: M. for Cor.

(M•r. Jones) 147 (i).
Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Ry. and Steamship

Co.'s B. No. 79 (hir. Scarth). 1°*, 383; 20*, 601.
(i) ; in Com. and 10W*, 10 (ii). (50-51 Vic., c. 81.)

WINTER COMMUNICATION WITII P.KE.1. Cee " NoRTH ERN

LIGHT.
WINTER. PCRT, C.P.R.: on M. for Com. of Sup , 967 (ii).
WIRE, IRON AND STEEL: in Comn. on Ways and Means, 165.
W1IT roR RESTIGOUCHE, ISSUE or: Quoi. (Mr. Weldon, St.

John) 361 (i).
WooD, J. P., COUNTY COURT JUDGE, EXTRA SERVICES: iD

Com. of Snp., 1161 (ii).
WooDSTOCK AND CENTREVILLE Ry. Co.'S SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 1143; in Com., 1265 (ii).
WOOLLEN FABRICS: conc. in Ways and Means, 440 (i).
YORK AND SIM0CoE BATTALION, KIT ALLOWANCE : Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 371 ; (Mr.O'Brien) 525 (i).
-- on Ml. for Com. of Sup., 715 (ii).
YORK VILLAGE PUBLIC WORKS: QueS. (Mr. Montague) 1005
YUKON IVER EXPLORATION : Ques. (Mr. Gordon) 102 (i).


